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The  PAllLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  contains  all  that  can  be  collected  of  the  Legislative  History  of  this 
county  from  the  Conquest  to  the  close  of  the  XVIIIth  Century  (1803),  36  vols.  The  chief  sources  whence 
these  Debates  are  derived  are  the  Constitutional  History,  24  vols. ;  Sir  Simonds  B'Ewes'  Journal :  Debates 
of  the  Commons  in  1620  and  1621;  Chandler  and  Timberland's  Debates,  22  vols.;  Grey's  Debates  of  the 
Commons,  from  1667  to  1694,  10  vols.;  Alinon's  Debates,  24  vols.;  Debrett's  Debates,  63  vols.;  The 
Hardwicke  Papers ;  Debates  in  Parliament  by  Dr.  Johnson,  &c.,  &c. 

The  PARLIAMENT AKY  DEBATES  commence  with  the  year  1803,  and  the  contente  are  set  forth  in 
the  following  Chronological  Table : — 


HISTOET. 

CONQUEST  to  34  GEO.  II. 
1066  to  1760. 

VoL  1    to  15,  1  Will.  I.  to  34 
Geo.  II.  1066-1760 

BEiaN  OF  GEOBaE  III. 
1760  to  1820. 

Vol.  16  to  35,  1  Geo.  III.   to   40 
Geo.  III.  1760-1800. 

(FiHST  Pakliauent.) 

—  3S....41  Geo.  III...  1801 

—  36 42       —       ..  1802 

(Second  Fabliauent.) 

—  36.... 43  Geo.  IH  ,.   1802/3 


DEBATES. 
iF»0t  S>nit». 

(Second  Fabllauent — eonlinued.) 
Vol.  1  to  2. .44  Geo.  III.     1803/4 

—  3  „6..46  —        1805 

—  6  „7..46  —        1806 

Tbibd  Pakliahbnt.) 

—  8  to  9. .47  —        1806/7 
(Fourth  Parliament.) 

—  9toll..48  —        1807/8 

—  12  „  14..49  —  1809 
— 16  „  17..60  —  1810 

—  18  „  20..61  —  1810/11 

—  21  „  23..62  —  1612 

(Fifth  Parliament.) 

—  24to26..53  —  1812/13 

—  27  „  28..64  —  1813/14 

—  19  „  31..66  —  1814/16 

—  32  „  34..66  —  1816 

—  36  „  36..67  —  1817 

—  37  „  38..68  —  1818 

(Sixth  Parliament.) 

—  89to40..69  —        1819 
^—  41  —    ..60          —        1819/20 

s 

/         ittonti  Zttm. 

REIGN  OF  GEORGE  IV. 
1820  to  1830. 

Ibtbkth  Pabliament.) 
ft.3..1  Geo.  IV.     1820 


(Eighth  Pabllament.) 

Vol.  16     — ..  7  Geo.  IV.  1826 

—  17     8        —        1827 

—  18  to  19..  9        —        1828 

—  20  „  21..10        —        1829 

—  22  „  26..  11        —        1830 


W'iixti  Sitxiti. 

REIGN  OF  WILUAM  IV. 
1830  to  1837. 

(Ninth  Parliament.) 
VoL    1  to  3..  1  Will. IV  1830/1 

(Tenth  Pabliament.) 

—  4  to  8. .2        —        1831 

—  9  „  14. .3        —        1832 

(Eleventh  Farliahbnt.) 

—  16  to  20.. 4        —        1833 

—  21  „  25. .6        —        1834 

(Twelfth  Parliament.) 

—  26  to  30. .6   —    1836 

—  31  „  36. .7   —    1836 

—  36  „  38. .8   —   1837 


EEIGN  OF  VICTORIA 
1837  to 

(Thirteenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  39  to  44. .  1  Victoria  1838 

—  46  „  60.. 2        —        1839 

—  61  „  56.. 3       —        1840 

—  66  „  58. .4        —(a)  1841 

(FeVUTEENTH  FaBLIAMBNT.) 

—  69    —  ..  4  —(b)  1841 

—  60  to  65..  5  —        1842 

—  66  „71..  fi  —        1843 

—  72  „  76..  7  —        1844 

—  77  „  82..  8  —        1846 

—  83  „  88..  i>  —        1846 

—  89  „  94..  10  —(a)  1847 

(Fifteenth  Parliament.) 
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1821 
1822 
1823 
1824 

—  182.5/6 

—  1826 


95  —  ..10 
96tol01..11 
102  ,,107..  12 
108  ,,113..  13 
114„118..14 
119  ,,122.. 16 


— (b)  1847 

—  1848 

—  1849 

—  1850" 
1851 

—  (a)  1862 


(Sixteenth  Parliament.) 
Vol.123    —  ..ISVioT.  {b)1862 

—  124tol29..16      —        1863 

—  130,,  136..  17      —        1864 

—  136  „  139..  18      —        1866 

—  140,,  143. .19      —        1886 

—  144    —  ..20      —(a)  1867 

(Seventeenth  Pabliament) 

—  146to  147 . .  20     —(b)  1867 

—  148.,  161. .21      -        1868 

—  162,,  163..  22     —(a)  1869 

(Eighteenth  Parliament.) 

—  154tol55..22  —(b)  1869 

—  166  ,,160.. 23  —        186C 

—  161  ,,164.. 24  —        1861 

—  168,,  168..  26  —        1862 

—  169,,  172. .26  —        1868 

—  173  ,,176  .27  —        1864 

—  177  ,,180..  28  —        1866 

(Nineteenth  Parliament.) 

—  181  to  184.. 29      —        1886 

—  185  ,,189.. 30      —        1867 

—  190  „  193.. 31      —        1867/8 

(Twentieth  Parliament.) 

—  194tol98..32     —        1868/9 

—  199,,  203.. 33      —        1870 

—  204„2l/8..34      —        1871 

—  209,,  213.. 36      —        1872 

—  214  ,,217.  .36      —        1873 

(Twenty-first  Parllambnt.) 

—  218to221..37  —  1874 

—  222  ,,226..  38  —  1876 

—  227,,  231. .39  —  1876 

—  232,,  236.. 40  —  1877 

—  237  ,,242.. 41  —  1878 

—  243  ,,249..  42  —  1878/9 

—  260    251.. 43  —  (a)  1880 

(Twenty-second  Parliament.) 

—  252  to  256  .43  —(b)  1880 

—  257,.  265. 44  —        1881 
-260  ,,273..  46  —(a)  1882 

—  274,,  275.. 46  —(b)  1882 

—  276  ,,283.. 46  —        1883 

—  284  ,,292.. 47  —        1884 

—  293  ,,301..  48  —        1884/6 

(Twenty-third  Parliament.) 

—  302  to  307 . .  49      —(a)  1886 

(TWESTY-FOCRTH  PABLIAMENT.) 

—  308  &  309.. 49  —(b)  1886 

—  310to321..60  —  1887 

—  322to332..61  —  1888 

—  333  to  340..  52  —  1889 
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ERRATUM. 

July  28.     Sir  John  Gorst,  page  1041,  fifth  line  from  bottom,  after  Le<  is- 
S  latnro,   insert  The  principles  afiSrmed  at   the   Conference  are 

I  being  and  will  be  observed  in  India. 


HANSARD'S 

rARLIAMENTARY  BEBATE8. 

IN  THE 

'.     ■■  - 
FiFTE    SsSSIOy    OF    THE     TjrSNTT-FoUSTS    PaRUAUBNT    OF    THE 

United    Kingdom    of     Gssat    Bbitain    and    Ibsland 

TH 


Thursday,  17th  July,  1890. 


The  Lord  Howard  of  Glossop — Took 
the  Oath. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


ADD    TO    ERRATA. 

July  21.     Page  324  :  The  speech  attributed  to  "  A  n'oble  Lord  "  was  made  by 

the  Lord  Arundell  of  Wardonr.  . 

Page  .325,  line  18,  alter  Aim  to  Arnold. 

irho 
rare 
of  the  natnre  of  the  obetrttction  which 
this  Bill  seeks  to  remove.  In  fact,  I 
shonld  have  thought  there  conld  have 
been  no  opposition  to  a  simple  proposal 
of  this' kind.  The  wonder  to  me  is  that 
those  obetmctions  should  have'  been 
allowed  to  remain  so  long,  and  that  in 
the  middle,  or  towards  the  latter  end,  of 
the  19th  century  there  shonld  be  a 
single  district  of  London  which  is  shut 
up  for  the  night  from  11  o'clock  fo 
7  the  next  morning,  and  through 
which  the  passage  of  heavy  tra$c  or 
vehicular  traffic  from  different  parts  of 
the  greatest  city  in  the  world  is  strictly 
forbidden  by  the  existence  of  these  bars. 
Well,  as  I  have  said,  I  should  have 
thought  there  could  hare  been  no 
opposition  ;  but  there  has  been  a  Petition 
filed  in  opposition  to  this  measure,  and  I 
do  not  doubt  that  it  is  that  Petition 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  is 
prepared  to  support.  But  I  do  not  see 
any  opposition  from  the  one  quarter 
from  which  especially  it  might  have  been 
expected  to  come  with  some  show  of. 
right,  and  that  is  from  the  noble  Duke 
B 


LONDON    STREETS  (REMOVAL   OF 
GATES^  BILL 

The  EAKt  ot  ROSEBERT  :  My  Loid^, 
I  rise  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  suspend 
the  Standing  Orders  in  order  to  give  a 
Second  Reading  to  the  London  Streets 
(Removal  of  Gates)  Bill,  and  that  is  so 
simple  a  proposition  that  I  should  not 
think  it  necessary  to  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  any  remarks  on  the  subject 
had  it  not  been  that  I  see  a  notice  stand- 
ing in  tiie  formidable  name  of  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  Lord  Bramwell  for 
the  refusal  of  the  Second  Reading.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  usual  to  make  long 
speeches  about  private  Bills,  and  it  is  the 
less  necessary   in  this  case,   because  I 

VOL.  OCCXLVII.     [thibd  emxs.] 
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Lon  Ion  Streets 


{LOKDS) 


{SemowU  of  Gate*)  BH. 


himself  (the  Duke  of  Bedford),  whom  I 
do  not  see  in  his  place.  The  interven- 
tion in  this  matter  is  entirely  on  the  part 
of  persons  who  think  their  comfort  will 
be  affected  by  the  removal  of  these  bars, 
and,  therefore,  beg  your  Lordships  to 
forbid  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  In  the 
first  place,  I  would  venture  to  remark 
that  these  bars  were  not  made  for  the 
protection  of  the  repose  or  the  protection 
of  the  comfort  of  the  inhabitants  of  this 
district  in  the  slightest  degree.  That  is 
a  proposition  to  which  I  have  no  di£Sculty 
whatever  in  asking  the  assent  of  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  the  copy  of  the  Act  under  which 
these  bars  were  set  up,  and  it  is  set  out 
very  clearly  and  plainly  what  their 
object  was.  It  was  in  no  degree,  as  I 
have  said,  to  protect  the  comfort  of  the 
inhabitants,  but  it  was  to  protect  the 
roads  which  had  been  made  by  the 
Paving  Trust  of  that  district  from 
being  invaded  or  utilised  by  the  in- 
habitants of  the  neighbouring  estates. 
That  is  set  forth  clearly  enough 
in  this  Bill  to  which  I  refer. 
It  hands  over  to  the  Paving  Ckim- 
missioners,  as  Trustees,  the  roads 
that  had  been  made  on  this  estate.  It 
hands  over  to  them  the  freehold,  and 
appoints  those  Commissioners  for  five 
years,  and  then  to  be  renewed  at  the 
end  of  five  years.  The  clause  that  I 
think  will  throw  most  light  on  the  object 
with  which  those  bars  were  set  up  is  the 
63rd— 

"And  be  it  farther  enacted  that  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  extend,  or  be  construed, 
declared,  or  taken  to  extend,  to  prevent  or  pre- 
clude the  said  Duke  of  Bedford,  his  heirs  and 
assigns,  or  the  owner  or  owners  for  the  time 
being  of  the  Haid  pieces  or  plots  of  ground  from 
erecting  or  placing  any  posts,  rails,  or  other 
obetructions  at  the  end  of  any  streets,  squares, 
or  places  intended  to  be  made  in  pursuance  of 
this  Act,  -which  shall  lead  into  the  estates  now 
or  late  the  property  of  the  Worshipful  Company 
of  Skinners,  or  of  Hang  Winthorpe  Mortimer, 
Esq.,  so  as  lo  prevent  any  horses  or  carriages 
passing  or  re- passing  through  the  said  streets, 
squares,  or  places,  into  or  upon  the  said  estates 
now  or  lately  in  the  hands  of  the  Worshipful 
Company  of  Skinners,  or  of  Hans  Winthorpe 
Mortimer,  Esq," 

and  so  on.  It  is  perfectly  clear,  there- 
fore, that  the  object  of  those  gates  was 
what  I  have  stated,  and  that  the  roads 
made  on  the  adjoining  estates  being  now 
quite  as  g^d  a«  those  on  this  estate,  the 
reason  for  the  existence  of  the  gates  has 
disappeared,  and  they  are  now  simply  a 
The  Earl  of  Rpsebery 


medisevalanomalyinthe  middle  of  London^ 
at  the  end  of  the  present  19th  century. 
And  here  I  would  venture  to  remark  that  > 
these  Paving  Commissioners  to  whom, 
these  roads  were  made  over  in  free- 
hold have  disappeared,  and  that  the^ 
Vestry  have  succeeded  to  their  powers- 
The  Vestry  is  the  representative  of  those 
Commissioners.  Have  the  Vestry  peti- 
tioned against  the  removal  of  these^ 
gates  ?  Not  in  the  slightest  degree.  On 
the  contrary,  the  Vestry  petition  for 
their  removal  I  only  notice  that  in 
passing;  but  my  point,  which  I  wa* 
going  to  bring  before  your  Lordships,  is 
that  if  under  these  Paving  Trusts  it 
was  intended  that  the  gates  and  bar» 
elsewhere  should  be  kept  up  as  they 
are  now  kept  up  in  these  four  places, 
London  would  have  been  so  hampered 
and  harassed  that  its  development  would 
have  been  absolutely  impossible.  In 
1865  there  wore  316  of  these  Trusts,, 
and  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  consider 
what  the  condition  of  London  would  have- 
been  if  the  other  315  Trusts  -with  powers 
of  barring  up  the  streets  of  London  had 
been  exercised  as  they  have  been  in 
these  four  places.  Then  I  would  ask  the 
further  question,  when  has  it  ever  been-, 
customary  in  London  to  give  compensa- 
tion for  the  introduction  of  new  lines  I'f 
traffic  ?  I  speak  with  great  humility  and 
deference  in  the  presence  of  my  noble- 
and  learned  Friend,  but  I  do  not  suppose 
that  even  he  can  produce  one  instance  in 
which  such  compensation  has  been  given. 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  an 
instance,  which  mnst  be  very  familiar  to 
you,  where  private  property  did  sustain 
very  signal  damage  by  the  admission  of 
traffic  for  the  purposes  of  public  utility — 
I  allude  to  Hamilton  Place.  That  was- 
one  of  the  most  agreeable  residences,  no 
doubt,  in  London.  It  was  a  cul  de  sac^ 
The  houses  there  were  almost  like 
country  villas,  with  the  park  on 
one  side,  though  they  had  the 
public  street  on  the  other.  But 
suddenly  public  opinion  demanded  that 
Hamilton  Place  should  be  thrown  open. 
Park  Lane  was  opened,  and  Hamilton 
Place  was  roughly  invaded  by  traffic. 
But  I  venture  to  say  that  not  one 
farthing  of  compensation  was  paid  for 
that  damage  to  property.  Again,  at  this 
moment,  there  has  been  a  considerable 
introduction  of  heavy  traffic  into  streets 
which  hitherto  have  been  free  from  it. 


London  Streets 
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For  example,  of  the  west  side  of 
Grosvenor  Square  and  South  Audley 
Street,  and  that  district  whicli  has 
hitherto  been  kept  apart  from  public 
traffic, there  ia  a  perpetual  and  increasing 
stream  of  omnibuses  and  heavy  traffic 
passing  to  and  fro  at  all  hours  of  the  day  ; 
but  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  the 
inhabitants  of  that  district  have  come 
before  your  Lordships  with  an  appeal  on 
the  ground  that  their  repose  hns  been  in 
any  degree  interfered  with.  The  honest 
and  plain  truth  is,  that  putting  all  legal 
technicalities  aside,  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  admiU  he  cannot  produce  a  case 
in  which  compensation  has  ever  been 
paid  for  the  introduction  of  traffic,  and 
that  if  yon  live  in  the  centre  of  the 
greatest  city  in  the  world  you  must  take 
the  drawbacks  of  that  position  as  well  us 
its  conveniences.  I  do  not  believe  if  you 
brought  a  traveller  to  London  and  took 
him  into  this  district  and  explained  to 
him  that,  under  the  provisions  of  a 
private  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in  the 
year  1799,  it  was  the  prerogative  of  this 
district  to  be  locked  up  in  monastic 
seclusion  from  11  o'clock  at  night  to  7 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  to  prevent 
the  passing  of  traffic  through  that 
quarter,  he  would  place  the  slightest 
credence  in  your  assertion  until  he 
had  learned  the  fact  from  experience. 
I  believe  that  if  there  is  any  compeiisii- 
tion  to  be  paid,  if  compensation  is  due 
in  any  quarter,  it  is  rather  due  from  the 
inhabitants  of  these  districts  for  the 
privilege  they  have  bo  long  enjoyed  at 
the  expense  of  the  public  than  it  is  due 
from  the  public  to  the  inluibitants  of 
these  districts.  Then  I  would  ask  this  : 
Is  there  anything  in  their  covenants 
which  gives  them  a  right  to  expect  any 
such  redress  ?  Have  they,  under  the 
covenants  of  their  honses,  any  claim  for 
the  pr,j8ervation  of  these  bars  1  I  chal- 
lenge my  noble  and  learned  Friend  to 
produce  such  covenants.  As  a  matt-cr  of 
fact,  there  is  no  such  agreement,  and 
they  took  their  lenses  with  the  .Act 
open  before  them  under  which  these  bars 
were  fenced,  and  from  which  I  venture 
to  make  a  few  quotations  to  your  Lord- 
ships. Let  me  refer  to  another  clause 
to  prove  what  I  sny.     It  pi-ovides — 

"  Thnt  nothing  shall  prevent  or  hitldor 
ihs  (aid  Frnncis,  Jluku  of  KedCord,  his  heir< 
or  aasigDB,  or  the  owner  or  owoerH  of  t)iR  siiid 
ploiB  of  ground  tor  the  time   being,  from  re. 


moving  the  said  fences,  gates,  posts,  rails,  or 
any  of  them  at  his  cr  their  free  will  or 
pleasure." 

So  far,  therefore,  from  liaving  a  vested 
interest  in  these  gates,  the  inhabitants 
of  this  district  took  their  lewises  with  the 
Act  of  Parliament  open  before  them 
giving  the  ground  landlord,  at  any  time, 
at  his  own  free  disposition  and  arbitra- 
ment, power  to  remove  these  gates,  rails, 
and  posts.  I  venture  to  think,  under 
those  circnmstanct>s,  your  Lird.ships  will 
not  refuse,  at  any  rate,  a  Second  Reading 
to  this  Bill,  and  that,  in  view  of  the  large 
interests  with  regard  to  public  con- 
venience that  are  involved,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  patiently  and  laboriously 
investigated  this  matter  and  have  passed 
the  Bill  unanimously,  nothing  could  bo 
more  ill-judged  than  that  your  Lordships 
should  lit  this  day  refuse  a  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "That  the  Order  made  on  the  lOth 
day  of  March  last,  '  That  no  Private  BiLi 
brought  from  thu  House  of  ComtnoDs  shall  b» 
read  u  second  lime  after  Fiiday  the  20th  day  of 
June  next,'  be  dispensod  with,  and  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  2","— (The  Lord  hosebtirj-,  H.. 

•Lord  BRAMWEIJi :  My  Lords,  on  be- 
half of  the  people  who  live  within  the  dis- 
trict which  is  affected  by  this  proposal, 
1  ask  your  Lordships  to  reject  the  Bill. 
1  have  no  authority  to  speak  for  the 
Duke  of  Bedford,  but  I  know  he  has 
expressed  himself  as  sorry  for  the  potiition 
of  these  persons,  of  whom  upwards  of 
200  have  petitioned  against  this  Bill. 
I  sup{)ose  your  Ix)rdship8  know  where 
this  district  is  now,  though  some  50 
or  GO  years  ago  it  was  considered  a 
good  joke  by  Theodore  Hook  and  some 
of  his  school  to  represent  Blooms- 
bury  as  a  terra  incogiiita  which  jjeople 
then  knew  nothing  alxut.  Less  th.in 
100  years  ago  this  district  was  all 
fields  ;  there  were  no  houses  upon  it. 
But  by  the  39  J:  40  George  III.,  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  referred,  a 
scheme  was  recognised  and  means  were 
given  for  carrying  it  into  execution  of 
erecting  houses  and  making  it  a  residen- 
tial district,  if  I  may  u.se  the  expression. 
Your  Lordships  may  piissibly  know  that 
this  was  (Sirried  into  txecutioii,  and  that 
houses  tf  a  very  good  character,  though 
not  palatial — not  as  good  as  your  Lord- 
ships tind  ill  Mayfair  or  Belgravia — but 
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houses  of  n  very  gocid  description,  indeed, 
have  been  erected  there,  nnd  are  occu- 
pied by  most  respecbible  tenants.  I  am 
surprised  to  hear  the  noble  Earl  say  that 
these  barriers  were  not  put  up  for  the 
benefit  of  tlie  district  and  of  those  who 
live  there.  They  most  manifestly  were, 
and  I  will  ask  your  Lordshijjs'  permission 
to  refer  to  the  Act  in  order  to  show  it — 

"  That  nothinp  shnll  prevpntthe  »aid  Fran- 
438,  Duko  cf  Bedford,  hia  heirn  Rnd  assigns,  or 
tlie  owner  or  ownf-rs  for  Iho  lime  being  of  the 
sjiiJ  pieces  or  plots  of  ground  from  erecting 
posts,  rails,  sod  other  restraints  in  order  to 
prevent  trafiio  passing  over  and  through  the 
said  streets,  squares,  nod  places." 

Tile  noble  Earl  says  the  people  in  the 
district  are  at  the  mercy  of  the  Duke, 
who  could  remove  these  liars  if  he 
thought  fit  I  think  it  is  very  likely  he 
can.  I  am  not  instructed  that  there  is 
anything'  in  their  leases  which  gives 
them  the  right  to  insist  on  the  mainten- 
ance of  these  bars  ;  but  they  are  satisfied 
that  the  noble  Duke  and  those  who  succeed 
him  will,  unless  your  Ijordships  prevent 
it,  continue  these  bars  for  the  purpose  of 
adding  to  the  comfort  and  convenience  of 
those  who  inliabit  the  district.  In.stead 
of  building  on  the  ground  where  those 
barriurs  exist,  the  bars  and  gates  have 
been  erected  and  the  space  has  been 
sacrificed  upon  which  houses  might  have 
been  built.  So  far  as  that  has  been 
done,  they  feel  satisfied  that  these  Imrs 
will  be  continued,  as  the  property  will 
thus  remain  more  valuable  both  to  the 
occupier  and  to  the  freeholder.  So  much 
for  the  regiim  of  these  barriers.  Seventy 
years  ^o,  in  the  57th  year  of  the  reign 
of  George  III.,  another  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  which  was  intended  for  the 
better  paving,  improving,  and  regulating 
the  streets  of  the  Metropolis,  and  in  that 
Act  there  was  this  clause — 

"  Nothing  in  this  Act  con'nined  shall  ex- 
tend, or  be  construed  to  extend,  to  authorise 
ihe  taking  down  or  removing  of  any  bars, 
gates,  ruils,  or  other  fences  fixed  for  ]ire- 
veoling  any  thoroughfare  into,  or  from,  any 

I  aquare,    street,   place,    or    way,    without    the 
consent  of  the  owner  of  the  estate  or  property 

]  apon  which  such  bars,  gates,  rails,  and  other 

.  Teatraints  shall  be  situuie." 

Itifltrne  that  by  the  original  Act  of  Par- 
liament Commissioners  were  appointed 
for  the  special  purposes  of  rating  the  occu- 
piers of  these  premises,  and  of  j)aving 
and  performing  certain  duties  that  were 
afterwards  taken  from  them  and  trans- 
ferred to  the  Vestry.  It  was  an  incon- 
Lord  Bravucell 


venicnce,  I  dare  s^y,  lus  the  noble  Earl 
has  said  ;  but  by  the  Metropolis  Local 
Management  Act,  185.5,  it  was  provided 
(I  will  not  trouble  your  Ijordships  with 
the  particular  languag'e  of  the  Act)  that 
those  Commissioners  should  cease  to  exist, 
and  that  the  Vestry  should  take  upon 
themselves  the  duties  which  the  Com- 
missioners had  formerly  performed,  and 
that  the  rating  should  be  a  rating  by  the 
Vestry  instead  of  by  the  Comniisioners. 
In  that  Act,  which  was  not  a  private,  but 
a  public,  Act  of  Parliament,  there  was 
this  provision — 

"  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  extend  or  be 
construed  to  extend  to  authorise  the  taking 
down  or  removing  any  bar  gate  rail  or  other 
fence  fixed  for  preventing  any  thoroughfare 
into  any  street  square  or  way  without  the 
consent  of  the  proprietor  of  the  estate  or 
property  upon  which  such  bar  gate  rail  or 
fence  or  square  street  or  place  shall  be  situate." 

So  that  the  freeholder  had  the  rights 
continued  which  he  had  by  virtue  of  the 
private  Act  to  which  I  have  called  your 
Lordships' attention,  and  which  the  noble 
Karl  has  referred  to.  They  are  continued 
to  him  by  this  public  Act  of  Parliament. 
I  suppose  at  that  time  it  was  hardly 
thought  that  the  rights  of  owners  could 
bo  taken  away  in  the  unceremonious 
way  in  which  it  is  proposed  by  this  Bill 
that  thej'  shall  be.  This,  then,  is  the 
condition  of  things.  Those  are  the 
rights  which  are  given  to  these  people 
by  the  law  of  the  land — not  merely  by 
their  having  the  property  in  the  land, 
which  they  could  apply  for  another 
purpose  if  they  thought  fit,  because  of 
course  they  could  build  upon  it,  but 
those  are  rights  given  to  them,  which 
they  say,  and  which  it  cannf)t  be  denied, 
are  useful  to  them  for  the  purpose  of 
preserving  the  privacy  and  quiet  of  their 
dwellings,  and  of  preventing  those  in- 
conveniences which  will  result  from 
their  being  created  an  open  thorough- 
fare. I  agree  that  the  public  has 
a  right  to  expropriate  any  property 
for  public  purposes.  I  entirely  agree 
to  that ;  every  man  who  holds  real 
property  in  this  country  holds  it  subject 
to  the  right  on  the  part  of  the  public  to 
take  it  away  from  him.  But  uptm  what 
terms')  Why,  upon  the  terms  of  ]iaying 
him  for  it,  and  upon  no  other  t*rms. 
Your  Lordships  must  know  that  the  most 
careful  provisions  are  found  in  all  Acts 
of  Parliament  authorising  the  taking  of 
land  for  railways,  canals,  or  other  public 
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pnrposes.  The  most  careful  and  scrnpn- 
loTis  provisions  ai-e  put  in  those  Acts  for 
the  purpose  of  compensating  every  man 
whose  land  is  so  taken.  That  is  not 
denied  here,  and  why  ?  The  noble  Earl 
says  he  is  astonished  that  the  inhabitants 
of  this  district  should  like  the  present 
condition  of  things.  Well,  1  should  be 
vary  much  astonished  if  they  did  any- 
thing else,  and  1  will  take  the  noble 
Earl's  own  illustration.  He  says  the 
west  side  of  Grosvenor  Square  is  now- 
used  as  a  thoroughfare  for  a  line  of 
omnibuses,  and  that  the  people  there  very 
much  dislike  it.  1  have  no  doubt  they 
do.  But  he  says  they  are  entitled  to  no 
compensation.  Why?  Because  they 
had  no  right  to  stop  the  omnibuses. 
They  had  no  powers  by  which  they  could 
lawfully  have  prevented  any  poi-tion  of 
the  public  traffic  which  should  take 
that  direction.  Your  Lordships  cannot 
doubt-^I  think  it  is  impossible  to  doubt, 
and  I  wish  your  Lordships  knew — 
probably  you  do  not — what  may  be  called 
the  quiet  and  privacy  of  this  neighbour- 
hood ;  but  it  is  to  be  invaded  by  traffic, 
and  I  suppose  cattle  are  to  go  through  it 
and  lines  of  omnibuses,  heavy  trucks, 
and  all  traffic  at  all  times  of  the  day 
and  night.  I  ought  here  to  mention 
that  the  only  tr^c  which  is  at  all 
excluded  is  that  of  a  heavy  character, 
such  as  that  I  have  mentioned  to  your 
Lordships,  and  also  that  it  is  only  from 
11  o'clock  at  night  to  7  o'clock  in 
the  morning  that  the  gates  are  closed  to 
the  light  traffic  of  cabs  and  ca^rriages. 
There  cannot  be  a  doubt  that  it  will  be  a 
loss  to  these  people.  They  say  the 
result  of  it  will  be  that,  instead  of  the  dis- 
trict being  a  residential  one,  it  will 
become  to  a  certain  extent  altered; 
that  it  will  be  lowered  in  its 
character,  and  they  put  forward 
this  which  I  think  is  a  matter 
eminently  entitled  to  your  Lordships 
consideration — they  say  they  have  leases, 
and  that  by  their  leases  they  are  pro- 
hibited from  turning  the  houses  into 
shops  or  places  of  business.  They  must 
keep  the  houses  as  private  residences, 
and  they  say  the  tendency  of  this  Bill, 
if  your  Lordships  pass  it,  will  be  to  leave 
them  saddled  with  their  leases,  under 
which  they  will  be  unable  to  continue  to 
use  their  houses  for  the  same  purposes  as 
those  for  which  they  at  present  use  them, 
and  which  they  can  put  to  no  other  use. 


Now,  I  want  to  ask  this  question :  Sup- 
posing that  those  who  laid  out  this 
estate,  instead  of  paving  the'  space  on 
which  the  bars  were  put,  had  put 
houses  there  ?  Do  your  Lordships  know 
why  they  did  not  do  so  1  They  did  not 
put  houses  on  these  spaces  that  are 
occupied  by  the  bars,  but  they  put  bars 
there  instead,  because  they  knew  that 
the  property  would  thereby  be  made 
more  valuable  than  it  would  be  if  these 
spaces  had  been  covered  with  houses. 
But  would  anybody  have  thought  for  a 
moment  if  that  had  been  the  case,  if 
houses  had.  been  built  there,  that  the 
houses  ought  to  be  pulled  down  now 
without  compensation?  Nobody  would 
have  ventured  to  suggest  such  a  thing 
without  compensation  being  made  to 
those  who  had  suffered  from  it ;  but 
because  it  is  a  bar  it  is  to  come 
down,  although  that  bar  is  something 
which  makes  the  property  more  valu- 
able. It  is  to  be  taken  down — and  why  ? 
On  account  of  the  convenience  to  the 
public.  But  if  the  convenience  to  the 
public  is  worth  causing  loss  which  it 
will  occasion  to  the  tenants,  the  public 
ought  to  pay  for  it.  If  it  is  not  worth 
that  loss,  then  that  loss  ought  not  to  be 
inflicted  upon  the  people.  It  is  a 
dilemma  of  a  most  undeniable  character, 
as  it  seems  to  me.  But,  no  ;  because  the 
bars  are  there  as  a  sort  of  invitation,  if 
one  may  so  say,  to  suggest  to  people  that 
they  should  be  pulled  down,  this  proposi- 
tion is  quietly  brought  forward.  When, 
as  I  have  said,  if  houses  had  been 
placed  there  instead,  nobody  would 
have  thought  of  it.  It  puts  me  in 
mind  of  a  case  that  came  before  a  very 
sagacious  Judge,  where  the  plaintiff 
complained  that  the  defendant  had  got  a 
brickfield  very  near  to  him.  When  the 
defendant  was  called  upon  for  his 
defence,  he  said,  "  It  is  so  convenient ; 
that  it  was  a  convenient  place  where  they 
were  burning  bricks."  "  Convenient  to 
whom  ? "  said  the  learned  Judge,  Mr. 
Justice  Wightman,  "  not  to  the  plain- 
tiff ?  "  "  No,"  was  the  answer,  "  con- 
venient to  me,"  and  the  plaintiff  got  a 
verdict.  And  I  trust  your  Lordships  will 
here  give  the  verdict  to  those  who  are  in 
this  situation.  It  is  convenient  to  the 
public  that  these  bars  should  be  pulled 
down,  not  to  those  who  will  suffer,  as  I 
have  Bo  doubt  they  will  from  that  being 
done.    Let  there  be  no  mistake  about  it 
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at  all.  The  proposition  is  not  that 
these  bars  shoald  be  taken  down  and 
compensation  made  to  those  who  snfEer, 
nor  is  there  any  suggestion  that  they 
wiU  not  suffer;  bat  the  Bill  is  that, 
whether  they  suffer  or  not,  down  must 
come  the  Uirs,  and  no  compensation 
paid.  That  is  the  case  that  is  laid  before 
your  Lordships.  I  want  to  know  what 
is  to  be  the  result  of  it  t  Here  is  property 
being  taken  merely  because  it  will  be  a 
convenience  to  the  public  without  any 
compensation  baing  made  to  thpse  who 
are  injured  by  it.  What  is  the  precedent 
for  it  1  Are  all  the  other  bars  in  London 
to  be  taken  down  in  the  same  way! 
Some  of  your  Lordships  know  the  con- 
venience and  comfort  that  such  bars 
afford  to  those  who  live  in  the  districts 
where  they  are.  But  if  the  reason  put 
■forward  is  a  good  one  ;  if  the  require- 
ments of  civUisation  in  the  greatest 
capital  of  Europe,  as  the  noble  Earl 
stated,  necessitates -this  being  done,  it  is 
a  reason  that  would  be  equally  applicable 
to  every  bar  in  the  Metropolis,  and  it  is  a 
reason  which,  as  &r  as  I  can  see,  should 
notstopatbars,  butbeextendedtohousesor 
to  any  other  property  standing  in  the 
way  where  it  is  proposed  to  open  p 
thorough&re.  My  Lords,  I  ask  yr^r 
Lordships  to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time 
this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("  now ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("  this  day  three  months.") — (The 
Lord  Bramvudl.) 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
trust  that  notwithstanding  the  alarmist 
speech  which  has  just  been  delivered  by 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  you  will 
g^ve  this  Bill  a  Second  Beading.  In 
asking  your  Lordships  to  reject  the  Bill, 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  can  only 
support  that  proposal  if  he  can  establish 
the  proposition  that  in  favour  of  those 
whose  interests  he  has  represented  the 
interests  of  the  public  at  large  are  to  be 
absolutely  disregarded.  Of  course,  the 
reading  of  this  Bill  a  second  time  does 
not  preclude  any  of  these  petitioners 
from  making  ont  such  a  case  as  they  can 
before  a  Select  Committee  for  such  com- 
pensation as  the  law  may  warrant  or  your 
Lordships'  House  may  deem  thementitled 
to.  But  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  is 
not  satisfied  with  that ;  he  asks  your  Lord- 
ships to  say  that,  because  these  bars  have 
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existed,    and    because    their    existence 
produces  a  certain  amount  of  comfort  to 

200  people 

•Lord  BRAMWELL:  No,  2,000. 
LoED  HERSCHELL:  I  took  the 
number  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  himself  stated.  Because  that  is 
so,  the  interests  of  thousands  in  this 
Metropolis  are  to  be  thoroughly  dis- 
regarded. The  truth  is,  these  bars  are 
an  anachronism,  barring  as  they  do  the 
passage  across  this  great  Metropolis  from 
one  district  to  anotjier,  and  from  more 
than  one  important  railway  station,  at  in- 
convenient times  in  the  day,  making 
them  inaccessible  except  by  going  round 
a  very  considerable  distance.  I  shoald 
have  thought  that  the  right  of  the  pabUc 
to  have  their  interests  considered  in  this 
matter,  and  to  have  these  bars  removed, 
whatever  claims  any  person  might 
have  to  consideration,  was  absolutely 
clear.  At  the  time  their  erection 
was  Banctioned,  the  state  of  things 
which  existed  was  something  totally 
different  from  that  which  exists  to-day. 
Since  that  time  railways  and  railway 
stations  have  come  into  existence,  and 
the  vast  amount  oi  traffic  has  arisen  in 
different  parts  of  the  Metropolis,  owing 
to  the  extension  of  London,  which  finds 
its  outlet  and  inlet  by  these  railway 
stations.  And  when  you  look  at  the 
object  with  which  those  bars  were 
erected,  you  will  find  that  object  was  not 
one  which  had  in  contemplation  this 
purpose  for  which  it  is  now  desired  they 
should  be  maintained  against  the  public. 
In  those  days  the  cost  of  paving  and  re- 
pairing the  streets,  the  ownership  of  the 
streets  being  in  the  freeholder,  was  cast 
upon  those  living  within  the  particular 
district,  which  was,  practically  speaking, 
really  the  estate  where  the  streets  were 
made  and  the  bars  erected ;  and  the 
object  of  the  bars  was  to  prevent  the 
owners  of  adjoining  estates  using  the 
streets  that  had  been  made  at  the 
expense  of  those  residing  within  the 
limited  area  for  their  purposes.  That 
was  the  original  object.  But  what  has 
happened  since  then  t  It  is  obvious 
thal^  whilst  the  burden  of  paving  and 
repairing  streets  is  not  cast  upon  the  in- 
habitants generally,  the  Act  of  Parliament 
says  that  they  shall  not  use  those  streets, 
but  that  these  people  shall  have  an 
exclusive  right  and  control  over  them,  and 
use  of  them,  which  no  other  part  of  the 
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Metropolis  possesses.  If  they  want  com- 
pensation— if  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
4alks  of  what  is  just  and  fair — I  say  that 
during  all  those  years  they  ought  to  have 
jpaid  higher  rates  than  the  rest  of 
the  people  in  the  Metropolis  who  have 
not  enjoyed  those  advantages.  It  seems 
ito  me  they  have  really  during  all  those 
years  been  enjoying  a  very  good  quid  pro 
quo  for  what  is  now  asked  of  them.  But 
4he  cost  of  repairing  those  streets  is  no 
longer  cast  upon  the  inhabitants  of  the 
•district ;  the  whole  parish  pays  for  it. 
They  pay  every  penny  of  the  cost  of  the 
repairs. 

♦Lord  BRAMWELL:  The  people  in 
>these  houses  are  rated  for  it. 

Lord  HBRSCHBLL  :  Yes,  but  they  are 
•only  rated  as  everybody  else  is  rated ; 
-and  whilst  they  have,  at  all  times  of  the 
>day  and  night,  the  use  of  the  streets  for 
which  the  general  public  are  rated,  they 
:ask  that  the  public  shall  be  restrained 
from  using  those  streets  which  are 
within  the  area  absolutely  during  the 
night. 

•Lord  BRAMWELL :  There  has  been 
less  traffic  over  those  streets,  and,  there- 
fore, they  have  required  less  paving. 

Lord  HERSOHELL:  They  have  re- 
quired less  paving  to  some  extent,  but,  at 
ithe  same  time,  nothing  like  the  extent 
that  would  justify  or  g^ve  these  people 
-the  right  to  say  that  these  streets  should 
not  be  made  available  to  the  inhabitants 
■of  the  other  parts  of  the  parish.  These 
streets  are  now  vested  in  the  Public 
Authorities  for  the  use  of  the  public, 
just  as  other  streets  are ;  and  whatever 
rights  the  inhabitants  may  have  to  com- 
pensation— and  I  will  say  nothing  about 
.  -that  at  present,  as  that  is  a  question  for 
Committee,  and  not  for  your  Lordships' 
House,  upon  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
BiW — I  say  that  gives  them  no  right  to 
.say  that  these  streets  shall  not  be  made 
available  for  public  use  in  the  public 
interest,  and  to  the  full  extent  to  which 
the  public  interest  requires.  I  entirely 
iconcur  that  the  Committee  will  have  to 
<!onsider  that  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons Committee  had  to  consider — that 
is  to  say,  the  question  whether  a  right 
to  compensation  has  been  established  by 
.anybody.  My  noble  Friend  speaks  of 
this  as  a  most  alarming  proposition,  as 
.one  which  is  destructive  of  the  rights  of 
jproperty,  and  I  know  not  what.  But  it 
lis,  I  think,  a  very  sad  tact  that  such  a 


lamentable  measure  has  been  passed,  not 
by  a  Radical  House  of  Commons  at  all, 
but  passed  unanimously  by  a  Committee 
which  had  for  its  Chairman  a  respectable 
Conservative  County  Member.  It  is 
surely  a  shocking  thing  to  think  that 
we  have  come  to  such  a  pass  that 
such  a  .  measure  should  have  been 
sanctioned  by  a  Committee  presided 
over  by  a  Conservative  Chairman ! 
But  in  addition  to  that,  it  has  been  passed 
by  the  other  House,  the  majority  of 
which  can  hardly  be  regarded,  I  think, 
at  the  present  time  as  representative  of 
Radical  opinions.  Therefore,  it  comes  to 
your  Lordships  from  a  Body,  and  with 
an  impress  which  ought  to  mitigate  the 
alarm  which  otherwise  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  speech  might  have  been 
calculated  to  produce.  The  sole  ques- 
tion is  now :  Ought  your  Lordships  to 
read  this  Bill  a  second  time  ?  That  must 
surely  be  decided  quite  apart  from  the 
question  of  compensation  which  will 
arise  hereafter.  It  is  a  question  simply 
whether  there  is  a  right  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  to  remove  a  great  obstruc- 
tion to  the  public  traffic,  even  though 
doing  so  should,  to  a  limited  extent, 
interfere  with  the  comfort  and  con- 
venience of  the  residents  in  the  district. 
That  is  a  proposition  which  I  scarcely 
thought  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would  have  disputed  as  regards  com- 
pensation. I  certainly  do  not  mean, 
either  to  trouble  your  Lordships  with  or 
to  suggest  to  the  London  County  Council 
an  argument  against  the  right  of 
compensation  to  counterbalance  the 
arguments  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  has  adduced  in  favour  of  the 
right  of  compensation.  Those  arguments 
will,  no  doubt,  be  put  fully  before  the 
Committee  of  your  Lordships'  House  by 
learned  counsel  representing  both  sides, 
and  I  think  there  would  be  no  advan- 
tage in  anticipating  the  able  speeches 
which  no  doubt  the  learned  advocates 
will  be  well  prepared  to  deliver,  and 
adequately  and  highly  remunerated  for, 
by  addressing  their  arguments  to  those 
who  are  learned  in  the  law  in  your 
Lordships'  House.  I  think  those  argu- 
ments may  be  left  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  has  spoken  of  the  petitioners  in 
this  neighbourhood.  He  did  not  very 
clearly  define  their  position,  but,  as  I 
understand,  the  petitioners  are  not  con* 
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fined  to  those  who  are  residing  in  these 
-  '{M^icular  streets  which  are  protected  by 
'  "tKe  boi^,  but  some  of  the  petitioners 
are  persons  residing  in  adjoining  streets 
at  some  little  distance  who  say  that  if 
you  take  down  these  bars;  though  they 
do  not  dwell  in  any  street  where  the 
bars  are,  more  traffic  will  pass  into  their 
streets  from  the  protected  streets.  It 
is  very  difficult  to  draw  the  line  and 
to  say  how  far  such  claims  shall  extend, 
if  they  should  be  admitted  at  all.  It 
is  true  they  say : — "  We  do  not  lire 
in  these  streets,  bat  we  relied  incidentally 
upon  the  protection  which  we  received 
from  these  bars,  and  the  people  who  live 
in  the  streets  themselves  have  no  more 
legal  right  than  we  had,  because  they 
had  no  bargain  with  their  freeholder  that 
those  bars  should  be  kept  up  ;  and  if  you 
take  down  those  bars,  our  houses  will  be 
rendered  less  convenient  and  comfortable, 
and,  therefore,  we  also  claim  compensa- 
tion." That  danger,  therefore,mu8t  be  kept 
well  in  view  in  considering  this  question 
of  compensation — that  is  to  say,  the  ex- 
tent to  which  it  may  go.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  answered  the  case  which 
was  put  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  Lord  Rosebery,  with  regard  to 
traffic  coming  where  traffic  had  not  come 
■before,  by  saying  that  that  did  not  arise 
from  any  change  arising  from  the 
removal  of  the  bars.  But  there  have 
been  numbers  of  cases  where,  owing  to 
street  improvements,  streets  which  were 
formerly  quiet  streets,  apart  from 
everything  but  local  traffic,  have  been 
made  part  of  the  public  thoroughfare, 
along  which  the  traffic  has  become  very 
considerable.  -It  seems  to  me  that,  ^ 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  is  right,  the 
principle  for  which  he  contends  might 
be  just  as  much  relied  on  in  the  case  I 
have  put,  although  no  such  claim  for 
compensation  has  ever  yet  been  enter- 
tained or  heard  of,  as  far  as  1  know. 
There  have  been  many  cases,  as  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  knows  perfectly 
well,  where  street  improvements,  autho- 
rised by  Act  of  Parliament,  have  turned 
streets  and  portions  of  streets,  which 
hitherto  have  been  free  from  traffic,  into 
thoroughfares  for  the  public  traffic.  If 
you  once  acknowledge  that  compensa- 
tion must  be  paid  it  would  be  difficult 
to  argue  that  there  would  not  be  just  as 
much  right  in  those  cases  as  in  the 
.present.  I  have  not  desired  to  pre- 
Lord  fferschell 


vent  any  argument  upon  the  q-nestionr 
which  will  have  to  be  discnssed  no 
doubt,  as  .  to  whether  any  of  the 
persons  are  entitled:.  :to  compensation, 
if  this  Bill  goes  before  a  Committee- 
of  your  Lordships'  Bkmse.  All  I  wish 
to  do  is  to  point  out  that  the  case  is  not 
so  very  simple  as  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  seemed  to  suggest,  and  that  such 
claims,  even  if  any  of  them  be  legiti- 
mate, cannot  be  accepted  wholesale  ;  but 
there  will  need  to  be  the  greatest  possible 
discriimnation  shown  with  regard  to  them 
unless  you  wish  hereafter  to  establisli  a 
doctrine  which  will  hamper  all  Metro- 
politan improvements  by  making  the 
ratepayers  pay  an  enormous  amount  of 
compensation  in  satisfaction  of  claims- 
which  have  never  yet  been  heard  of. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY 01'  STATE  FOR  FOREIGl* 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Samsbcby)  : 
My  Lords,  I  should  advise  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  to  accept  the 
species  of  compromise  which  has  been 
offered  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord' 
who  has  just  sat  down.  He  entirely 
admits  that  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion remains  open,  and  if  the  question  of 
compensation  is  not  settled  to  the  satis- 
faction of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
or  of  those  who  oppose  this  Bill,  it  would- 
be  entirely  in  the  power'  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  to  deal  with  that  matter 
when  the  Bill  comes  back  from  Com- 
mittee. The  result  of  your  Lordships' 
accepting  the  proposition  which  has  been- 
recommended  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Bramwell)  would  be  that 
under  no  possible  jcircumstances  has  the 
public  any  right  to  relief.  I  confess  that 
is  rather  a  difficult  theory  to  substantiate  • 
that  under  no  possible  circumstances  ha»- 
the  public  a  right  to  be  relieved  from 
these  obstructions  to  traffic.  I  feel  that 
all  the  more  keenly  because  I  am  a  con- 
stant passenger  by  the  Great  Northern 
Railway,  and  I  must  say  that  I  have  never 
passed  the  sacred  gates  in  going  to  the 
Great  Northern  Station  without  mental 
imprecations  against  the  persons-  who' 
originally  set  them  up  and  the  persons- 
who  have  since  maintained  them' 
there.  The  question  whether  they 
have  a  right  to-  compensation  is  not 
now  before  your  Lordships.  The  ques- 
tion whether  compensation  oitght  to  be 
given  is  a  question  for  the  Committee, 
and  it  is  oue  which  must  be  examined 
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into  in  deliail.  I  thought  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down 
hardly  kept  his  promise  when  he  said  he 
was  not  going  to  argue  on  the  subject  of 
compensation,  and  then  proceeded  to 
deliver  a  very  subtle  argument  against 
it.  He,  however,  drew  our  attention  to 
the  fact  that  it  was  the  case  of  a  legal 
opinion  being  given  without  pecuniary 
reward,  and  I  trust  he  will  forgive  me 
for  saying  that  in  this  case  particularly 
a  legal  opinion  is  worth  precisely  what 
is  given  for  it.  But  I  would  venture  to 
submit  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down  that  the  whole 
question  is  with  what  view  and  under 
what  understanding  did  the  people  who 
hiftve  acquired  interests  in  these  houses 
acquire  them  ?  Have  they  given  more 
money,  or  consented  to  pay  more  rent, 
distinctly  for  the  sake  of  this  protection 
'which  they  knew  had  come  into  existence 
in  a  legal  manner  and  which  they  had 
every  reason  to  believe  would  be  per- 
petual ?  I  do  not  see  how  you  can  avoid 
their  claim  to  compensation.  But  I 
quite  agfree  that  any  accommodation 
which  people  derive  from  the  fact  that 
traffic  does  not  go  through  their 
streets  is  a  right  which  is  held 
upon  a  precarious  tenure,  and  people 
in  those  circamstances  have  no  right  to 
complain  of  a  change  of  condition  in  the 
Metropolis  which  may  lead  the  traific  by 
their  doors  which  they  had  previously 
been  fortnnate  enough  to  escape  from. 
Those  are  matters  which  would  be 
better  discussed  in  the  whole  House  ;  and 
as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  has 
just  sat  down  stated,  exaipination  must 
be  made  into  each  individual  case,  and 
each  case  will  have  to  be  dealt  with  upon 
its  merits.  There  are  questions  here  of 
common  right  depending  upon  the  under- 
standing upon  which  each  man  has 
entered  into  the  bargain  he  has  made, 
and  I  should  be  sorry  if  your  Lordships 
were  to  prevent  that  examination  from 
taking  place  by  refusing  to  read  the  Bill 
a  second  time,  and  thus  not  allowing  it 
to  go  before  a  Committee. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  I  propose  to 
add  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  appeal 
which  the  noble  Marquess  and  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  have  made.  I 
certainly  will  not  say  one  word  with 
regard  to  the  merits  of  the  question.  I 
am  quite  satisfied  with  the  way  Lord 
Sosebery  and  Lord  Herschell  have   put 


that,  but  I  really  think  it  is  very  im- 
portant as  a  matter  of.  procedure  in 
this  House.  The  noble  and  learned  Lorct 
admits  that  if  there  be  a  public  advan- 
tage it  is  quite  right  to  legislate  in  a 
sense  to  serve  that  public  advantage,  but 
with  the  reservation  that  some  compensa- 
tion should  be  paid  to  those  who  suffer^ 
But  the  result  of  his  Motion  to-day 
would  be,  while  postponing  the  questioOi 
of  compensation,  to  put  an  end  to  this  ob- 
struction, for  the  public  iadvantage,  which> 
hsks  been  so  strongly  advocated  by  my 
noble  Friends.  I  do  not  think  anybody 
in  this  House  can  deny  that  those  gates- 
and  bars  are  a  very  great  inconvenience 
indeed  to  a  large  body  of  the  public  ;  but 
I  am  most  anxious  to  point  out  that  it  is- 
the  constant  practice  of  this  House  to 
refer  questions  of  this  sort  to  Committee,, 
and  to  reserve  to  ourselves,  if  necessary,, 
after  the  question  has  been  dealt  with  ■ 

in  Committee,  the  power  of  dealing  with  ' 

it,  without  our  being  now  called  upon  to- 
pledge  ourselves  one  way  or  the  other. 
This  question  of  traffic  is  one  of  pressing 
importance  in  London.  It  happened 
that  a  day,  or  two  ago  a  similar  scheme- 
wa»  brought  forward,  and  I  d5>  not  say 
whether  the  Committee  were  right  or 
not  in  rejecting  it,  but  it  was  rejected  ^ 
and  now  here  is  another  proposition  for 
relieving  the  traffic  in  London,  and  I 
should  really  feel  sorry  if  we  bound  our- 
selves to  be  obliged  to  reject  it  in  a 
summary  way  before  the  Committee  ha» 
dealt  with  it.  The  nobte  and  learned  Lore! 
(Lord  Bramwell)  quoted  the  Duke  of  Bed- 
ford, though  he  said  he  was  notauthoriseel 
to  speak  for  him.  I  have,  certainly,  no 
authority  to  speak  for  the  Duke  of  Bed- 
ford, and  I  do  not  know  which  way  his- 
desires  would  go ;  but  if  I  were  speaking 
as  a  landowner  of  London,  I  must  say  1 
should  be  very  glad  to  be  relieved  from 
such  a  very  invidious  position  aa  he 
occupies  with  regard  to  the  convenience 
of  the  public.  However,  that  is  for  the 
Duke  of  Bedford  to  judge  of.  He  may- 
appear  before  the  Committee  to  sup- 
port or  to  oppose  the  scheme,  or  he 
may  abstain  altogether ;  but  I  think  the  ^ 
best  conclusion  for  your  Lordships  to 
arrive  at  is,  in  conformity  with  your  con- 
stant practice,  to  allow  this  Bill  to  be  read' 
a  second  time,  not  pledging  yonrselves- 
for  the  fntare  after  it  has  been  dealt 
with  in  the  way  to  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  referred. 
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•Eael  FOETESCUE  :  I  would  venture 
to  support  the   appeal  which  has  been 
jnade  by  the  Prime  Minister  to  mj  noble 
and  learned  Friend.     It  is  quite   true, 
as  he  has  said,  that  everyone  holds  his 
j)roperty  under  the  tenure  of  its  being 
liable  to  be  taken  for  the  Public  Service  ; 
but  on  payment  of  compensation ;  the 
"whole  question  turns  on  the  payment  of 
•compensation.      No  one  can  say  it  is  of 
greater   importance  to  the   public  that 
a  thoroughfare  should  be  opened  to  the 
North- Western     and    Great    Northern 
Stations   than   that  a  battery  should  be 
orected  for    defending   our    Dockyards 
from  attack ;  but  I  have  never  heard  it 
.suggested   that    the    Government  is  to 
fieize  the  land  on  which  a  battery  is  to 
^tand  on  account  of  its  g^reat  public  im- 
portance, and  of  its  being  indispensable 
to  the  defence  of  the  country  without 
paying  compensation.   I  must  venture  to 
•claim  for  myself  a  little  prescience  with 
jegard   to   the   line  which   the  London 
County   Council   have    not  hesitated  to 
take.  I  ventured  to  say,  in  the  Debate  on 
the  Local  Government  Bill,  that  I  thought 
they  would  try  to  divert  public  attention 
Jrom  an  expensive  and  not  very  efficient 
management   of    Metropolitan    concerns 
by  introducing  Bills  to  conciliate  popular 
favour  at  other  peoples'  expense.     They 
•quite  lately  brought  in  a  Bill  which  was 
rejected  by  a  Committee  of  the   House 
jot    Commons,     to    introduce     a    new 
principle  of  betterment.     They  want  to 
•conciliate  popular  favour  by  improving 
the  Metropolis,  and   they  shrink   from 
honestly   paying,   or   inviting   the  rate- 
payers to  pay,  what  is  justly  due  to  the 
parties  affected.     I  felt  convinced  that 
before   very  long   that  line    would   be 
taken   by   that  popularly-elected  body, 
1)ut  I  did  not  expect  that  my  predictions 
would  be  verified  within  one  year.     This 
Bill,   however,    was   introduced  without 
any  hint  of  compensation  for  any  damage 
■done,  and  without  any  suggestion  that 
.such  a  question  could  arise ;  and  then  the 
noble    Earl,   the    late    Chairman  of  the 
London  County  Council,  gives  us  as  an 
example  of  similar  injustice  done,  and  of 
reasonable  facilities    of  communication 
being  afforded  to  the  public  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  comfort  of   private   indi- 
viduals, the  opening  of  Hamilton  Place. 
But  Hamilton   Place   was  sealed  at  the 
•end  by  Crown  property.     There  was  no 
question    of    any    Act    of    Parliament 


sanctioning  that  impediment.  I  myself 
was  the  person  who  carried,  through  the 
Metropolitan  CommnnicationsCommittee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  some  40  years 
ago,  I  think,  the  recommendation  that 
Hanrfilton  Place  should  be  opened  to  the 
public.  A  quarter  of  '&  century  after  that 
recommendation  Hamilton  Place  was 
opened  ;  and  a  very  great  convenience  it 
has  been,  though  an  inconvenience  to  the 
persons  whose  houses  are  there.  But  there 
was  no  ground  for  compensation  being 
paid  to  them,  seeing  that  there  were 
no  bars  existing  there,  but  simply 
part  of  the  Crown  property,  which 
was  liable  at  any  moment  to  be 
taken  for  public  improvements.  A 
more  infelicitous  illustration  of  the 
justice  of  the  present  claim  I  can  hardly 
conceive.  A  real  hardship  arises  to  the 
parties  who  are  resident  within  these 
bars  in  the  fact  that  their  existence  has 
been  confirmed  and  sanctioned  distinctly 
by  the  Metropolitan  Local  Management 
Act.  What  the  noble  Earl  proposes  is 
practically  to  repeal  a  clause  in  the 
Metropolitan  Local  Management  Act 
which  was  inserted  simply  as  an  act  of 
justice,  as  a  great  deal  of  traffic  was 
already  at  that  time  going  in  that  direc- 
tion between  other  parts  of  the  Metro- 
polis and  these  railway  stations.  It  was 
inserted  in  consequence  of  the  conviction 
of  Parliament  of  the  justice  of  the  claim 
of  the  parties  interested  in  its  insertion. 
•LOED  BRAMWELL  :  My  Lords,  I 
suppose  I  need  scarcely  say  that  after 
what  has  bepn  said  by  the  noble  Marquess 
and  the  noble  Earl  on  this  side,  I  will, 
with  your  Lordships'  leave,  withdraw  my 
Amendment.  But  permit  me  just  to  say 
that  really  I  have  attained  my  object. 
I  am  pretty  sure  that  if  compensation 
is  to  be  paid,  your  Lordships  will  not  be 
troubled  with  this  Bill  again.  I  did 
want  to  save  your  Lordships  the  trouble 
of  discussing  it  in  Select  Committee  and 
to  save  the  parties  that  expense  ;  but  as 
it  will  now  be  an  open  question  for  the 
Committee,  I  feel  pretty  sure  how  it 
will  be  dealt  with,  and  whether  com- 
pensation will  be  paid.  As  that  is 
the  case  I  have  no  objection.  The 
Lo-d  Chancellor  the  other  day  quoted  an 
opinion  of  an  "old  Parliamentary  hand" 
that  all  the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill 
meant  was  that  something  waa  required 
to  be  done  in  the  matter.  Well,  now,  I 
am  a  young  Parliamentary  hand,  but  I 
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should  have  thonght  there  wis  another 
thing  involTed  in  it,  which  is  this :  That 
not  only  is  there  something  which  re- 
quires to  be  done,  bat  that  the  seme- 
thing  in  the  Bill  was  the  right 
remedy.  I  do  not  see  any  indication  in 
the  Bill  that  people  shall  be  paid  for  the 
loss  they  will  sustain.  However,  as  that 
is  now  possible,  1  will  ask  your  Lord- 
ships' leave  to  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  2"  accordingly ;  and  committed : 
The  Committee  to  be  proposed  by  'the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

&TATDTE    LAW    KEVI8I0N    BILL. 
(No.  33.) 

To  be  printed  as  amended  by  the 
Commons.     (No.  203.) 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY  OB"  LANCASTER 
BILL.— (No.  5)3.) 
Ketomed  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to. 

COMPANIES  (WINDING-UP)  BILL. 
(No.  182.) 

SG(X)ND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Lord  Balfour  of  Bueleigh): 
My  Lords,  the  Bill  to  which  I  ask  your 
Lordships  now  to  give  a  Second  Beading, 
is  one  of  very  considerable  importance, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  of  considerable 
complexity,  and  abounding  in  details  of 
a  highly  technical  and  legal  nature. 
As  I  do  not  anticipate  that  there 
will  be  any  objection  to  giving  the 
Bill  a  Second  Reading  in  this  House, 
I  shall  only  detain  your  Lordships  for  a 
few  moments  in  explaining  in  general 
terms  what  are  the  objects  for  which  it 
is  brought  forward.  The  leading  Act 
which  settled  the  law  and  practice  as 
regarda  Limited  Liability  Companies  was, 
as  your  Lordships  know,  passed  in  the 
year  1862.  It  has  been  amended  upon 
several  subsequent  occasions,  notably  in 
the  years  1867,  1879,  and  1880.  But 
nearly  all  those  amendments  had  much 
more  relation  to  that  part  of  the  original 
Act  which  deals  with  the  creation  of 
companies  and  their  formation  than  to 
the  other  parts,  which  are  scarcely  less 


important,  dealing  with  the  method  by 
which  those  companies  which  have  been 
formed  a,re  wound  up  and  cease  to  exist. 
The  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  amend  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1862,  mainly  as 
regards  those  parts  which  have  to  deal 
with  the  winding  up  of  Limited  Liability 
Companies.  At  the  outset,  I  should  like 
to  mention  one  ground  of  objection 
which  has  been  brought  to  this  Bill  as  it 
at  present  stands.  Objections  have  been 
taken  to  it  that  it  does  not  attempt  to 
codify  and  consolidate  the  existing  law. 
1  believe  that  the  existing  law  as  regards 
companies  stands  in  considerable  need  of 
consolidation  and  codification ;  buc  I 
think  it  would  be  unwise  to  attempt 
at  the  same  time  so  lai^e  a  measure 
as  codification  and  consolidation  and 
this  necessary  amendment  of  the  law. 
What  is  intended  by  this  Bill  is  to 
amend  the  law  as  regards  those  parts 
of  the  Act  which  are  tijought  to  require 
amendment,  leaving  to  be  dealt  with 
hereafter  the  question  of  consolidation 
and  codification  of  the  law  as  it  will  then 
stand.  I  wish  simply  to  say  that,  be- 
cause this  is  only  an  amended  Bill, 
and  it  must  not  be  thought  there  is  any 
attempt  at  consolidation  of  the  law  as 
regards  Limited  Liability  Companies. 
As  regards  these  companies,  I  think  it 
may  be  safely  said  that  on  all  hands  it  is 
considered  the  existing  law  is  inefficient, 
nnsatisfactory,  and  requires  amendment. 
At  any  rate,  I  am  able  to  say  that  the 
commercial  community  have  been  loud 
in  their  demands  for.  some  amendment  of 
the  law.  But  I  find  that  the  complaints 
are  rather  as  regards  the  delay  which 
accompanies  the  present  practice  than 
as  regards  any  inefficiency  in  the  law 
in  the  proper  and  stricter  sense  of 
the  term.  The  present  method  of  wind- 
ing up  companies  is  exclusively  under 
the  control  of  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
The  Judges  in  the  Court  of  Chancery 
are  all  hard- worked  men.  They  all  have 
full  engagements,  and  whenever  any 
matter  regarding  the  winding  up  of 
companies  has  to  be  brought  before 
them,  they  have  to  make  an  appoint- 
ment in  regard  to  it  very  often  a  fort- 
night or  three  weeks  ahead.  If  for  any 
reason  that  appointment  is  not  sufficient, 
if  everything  is  not  done  that  may  have 
been  expected  or  required  at  that  time, 
owing  to  some  unforseen  difficulty,  no 
other  appointment  can  be  got  sometimes 
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for  another  fortnight  or  three  weeks,  thus 
occasioning  great  delay.  These  constant 
delays,  while  irksome  in  themselves,  lead 
to  other  difficulties,  because  they  lead  to 
a  great  increase  of  expense ;  and  it  is  in 
the  hope  of  avoiding  not  only  the  un- 
necessary delay,  bat  the  unnecessary 
expense,  that  this  Bill  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  law  is  brought  forward.  I 
also  venture  to  say  that  public  opinion 
and  public  interest  are  alike  in  fovour  of 
as  large  publicity  as  possible  being  given 
to  all  proceedings  as  regards  the  winding 
up  of  companies,  and  there  are  in  this 
Bill  provisions  for  securing  further  pub- 
licity and  advertisement  in  regard  to 
certain  matters  which  it  is  desirable 
should  be  more  widely  known  than  are 
known  at  tho  present  time.  I  claim  for 
the  Bill  that  it  carries  out  more  eSectaally 
than  the  existing  provisions  of  the  law 
what  was  the  real  intention  of  the  Legis- 
lature when  they  passed  that  Act.  I 
believe  this  Bill  will  deal  more  effectually 
with  the  winding  up  of  companies,  and 
that  the  conditions  which  will  be  imposed 
upon  those  who  are  perhaps  responsible 
for  the  solvency  of  some  of  these  com- 
panies will  have  a  deterrent  effect  upon 
the  management  of  concerns  which  are 
not  yet  insolvent,  but  which  may  here- 
after come  under  the  provisions  of  Bank- 
ruptcy Law.  I  venture  to  say,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  I  shall  carry  the  House  with  me 
when  I  say  it,  that  there  are  two  main  ob- 
jections to  be  keptin  view  in  these  matters. 
Tou  have  first  to  keep  in  view  the  neces- 
sity for  a  fair  and  proper  administration 
of  the  bankrupt  estete,  so  that  you  may 
effect  a  speedy  and  expeditions  distri- 
bution of  the  assets,  and  at  the  same 
time  the  public  interest  demands  in  any 
case  in  which  there  is  any  suspicion  of 
unfair  dealing  there  shall  be  an  inde- 
pendent investigation  into  the  conduct 
of  those  concerned.  The  main  objects 
of  this  Bill  are,  in  the  first  place,  to  effect 
a  certain  transference  of  jurisdiction,  so 
as  to  cheapen  the  proceedings  in  the 
winding  up  of  the  smaller  companies,  and 
to  bring  them  more  nearly  into  harmony 
with  the  practice  of  winding  up  individual 
bankrupt  estates.  Therewill,  therefore,  be 
a  more  efficient  and  thorough  supervision 
of  the  judicial  and  administrative  duties 
which  have  to  be  discharged  in  the 
winding  up  of  these  companies.  Mainly, 
this  Bill  assimilates  the  practice  in  the 
case  of  winding  up  insolvent  companies 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


to  that  which  now  obtains  under  the  Act 
of  1883  in  the  case  of  estates  of 
individual  bankrupts.  The  Official  Re- 
ceiver under  this  Bill  will  be  to  some 
extent  the  officer  of  the  Court,  but  he 
vrill  be  also  in  other  capacities  an  officer 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  his  administra- 
tive functions.  Dealing  with  the  assets 
of  the  company,  he  will  be  the  officer  of 
the  Court,  and  he  will  still  continue  to 
act  by  and  under  the  authority  of  the 
Court  But  if  questions  arise  as  to  the 
conduct  of  those  who  have  hid  the 
management  of  the  company  he  may 
make  a  report  to  the  Court,  and  the 
Court  will  have  power  to  act  or  not  to 
act  upon  that  report  as  far  as  regards  a 
judicial  investigation  into  the  conduct 
of  the  persons  concerned.  I  do  not  think 
I  need  say  anything  more  as  regards  the 
general  principles  contained  in  this  Bill, 
and  I  will  mention  very  shortly  one  or 
two  of  the  provisions  in  some  of  the  most 
important  clauses.  The  first  three 
clauses  deal  entirely  with  measures  of 
jurisdiction.  The  4th  clause  contains 
certain  provisions  as  to  the  liquidation. 
The  5sh  clause  contains  a  power  which 
is  new  in  tho  administration  of  affairs  of 
companies.  That  provision  is  that  power 
is  given  to  the  Court  upon  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Official  Receiver  to  appoint  a 
special  manager  to  manage  the  estate  oir 
business  of  the  company.  The  6th 
clause  is  also  new  as  regards  the 
administration  of  insolvent  companies. 
It  makes  provision  tliat  compulsory 
separate  meetings  of  creditors  and 
contribntories  shall  be  held  to  deter- 
mine the  appointment,  of  an  Official 
Liquidator  in  place  of  the  Receiver, 
and  the  appointment  and  constitu- 
tion of  a  Committee  of  Inspectors.  If 
those  two  meetings,  of  classes  whose 
interests  are  not,  of  course,  identical, 
should  happen  to  disagree,  the  Court  will 
decide  between  them.  The  7th  clause 
is  also  important.  It  requires  that  a 
statement  of  the  company's  a&irs  shall 
be  made  out  and  submitted  to  the  Official 
Referee.  The  statement  is  to  be  made 
by  and  in  the  name  of  one  or  more  of 
the  Directors,  and  by  the  Secretary,  or 
such  other  persons  as,  being  Directors, 
officers,  and  promoters,  have  acted  within 
one  year  from  the  time  when  the  wind- 
ing up  order  has  been  made.  Then  there 
is  also  the  8th  clause,  which  requires 
that  certain  reports  shall  be  made  from 
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time  to  time  by  the  Official  Referee  to 
the  GoTirt.  He  can,  if  he  is  dissatisfied 
•with  the  first  inquiry  that  is  made, 
or  if  he  thinks  that  there  is  a 
primd  facie  reason  for  taking  pro- 
ceedings in  the  case  of  any  indiyidnal 
concerned,  make  a  report  to  the  Conrt 
asking  for  a  further  inquiry  to  be 
made.  If,  as  the  result  of  that  inquiry, 
lie  comeB  to  the  conclusion  that  there  is 
H  ground  for  proceeding,  he  makes  a 
report  again  to  the  Court  to  that  efEect, 
and  the  Conrt  may  thereupon  take  action 
upon  that  report.  There  are  other  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  for  carrying  out  and 
applying  more  thorpnghly  the  principles 
«f  the  Act  of  1883  to  the  winding  up  of 
companies.  I  think  those  are  almost 
entirely  matters  of  detail,  and  that  they 
will  be  better  considered  by  one  of  the 
Oommittees  of  your  Lordship's  House 
than  on  Second  Beading.  I  will,  there- 
fore, say  nothing  more  at  thia  stage,  but 
merely  ask  your  Lordships  now  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«." 
— (The  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

LOBD  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  1 
think  the  Bill  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
introduced  is  likely  to  work  well,  and  to 
be  a  great  improvement  in  relation  to 
the  winding  up  of  companies ;  the 
general  scheme  of  it  being  to  assimilate 
the  provisions  relatii^  to  the  winding 
up  of  companies  and  to  bring  them  into 
conformity  with  those  which  now  exist 
in  relation  to  bankruptoies.  That 
scheme  is,  I  think,  a  sound  one.  The 
only  matter  to  which  I  would  call  the 
noble  Lord's  attention  on  that  point  is 
the  danger  of  leaving  measures  of  this 
description  to  ofiScials,  which  always 
results  in  creating  a  tendency  after  a 
time  to  too  rigid  and  cast  iron  a  system. 
There  comes  to  be  a  tendency  to  run  in 
a  groove  and  to  assume,  when  the  work- 
ing of  an  Act  is  once  started  in  a 
particular  direction,  that  all  is  well,  and 
to  continue  the  same  system  without 
perhaps  sufficiently  considermg  whether 
it  is  not  capable  of  improvement.  What 
I  was  going  to  submit  to  the  noble  Lord 
was  this,  whether  there  would  not  be 
some  advantage,  having  regard  to  the 
complaints  which  have  been  made  of  the 
working  of  the  official  part  of  the  bank- 
ruptoy  system  in  the   Board  of  Trade, 


in  appointing  a  small  Departmental  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  administration 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  under  the  Board  of 
Trade,  with  the  view  to  ascertain  whether 
improvements    might    not    be   brought 
about  in  the  mode  in  which  its  details 
are  carried  out.     It  strikes  me  that  the 
present  time,  when  you  are  about  already 
to  enlarge  this  system  by  extending  it  to 
the   winding  up   of    companies,  which 
obviously  will   entail  a  large  addition  to 
the  work  of   the  Department,  and  is  a 
new  departure,  would   be  a  good  time  to 
take  advantage  of  the  working  of  the 
Bankruptey  Act,  of  which  there  has  been' 
now   seven  years'  experience.     We  are 
now  going  to  apply  it  to  another  subject 
matter,   and    I    think  we  should  tak^ 
advantage  of  this  experience  which  has' 
been  gained  by  the  seven  years'  working' 
of  that   Act.     I  think  a  Departmental' 
Inquiry  of  that   sort  would  be  likely  to' 
result  in  suggestions  for  improved  work-' 
ing  of  the  law  in  regard  to  winding  up, ' 
and  that  if  that  is  to  be  done  it  would  bfe' 
advisable  to  do  so  simultaneously  with  ■ 
the  proposal  to  extend  the  provisions  of 
the   Bankruptey  Act  to  these  mattera" 
That  is  with  regard  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.    Thrre  are  several  matters  of 
detail  to  which  I  will  call  the  attention ' 
of  the  House  at  a  lator  stage.     There  is, ' 
however,  one  which  I  would  point  out 
now.     I  cannot  overlook  the  fact  that 
the  present  Bill  extends  only  to  Ei^land ' 
and  Wales,  and  does  not  extend  to  ScotoE ' 
and   Irish  companies.      Certain  of  the' 
provisions    of    the    Act     of    1862    are 
repealed    by    this    Bill,    and    repealed' 
because  others  have  been  substituted  for 
them  which  will,  it  is  considered,  be  of 
a  satisfactory  character,  but,  as  for  as  I 
have  seen,  the  circumstance  appears  to 
have    been    overlooked   that    these  in- 
tended   provisions  only  apply  to  Eng-' 
land    and    Wales.      Ooviously,  for   in- 
stance, you  ought  not  to    repeal  alto- 
gether those  provisions  which  exist  with 
regard    to    malfeasances    of    Directors 
when  the  substituted    provisions  apply' 
only  to  England  and  Wales,  and  not  to  ' 
Scotland  and  Ireland.     I  think  the  sec- 
tion also  which  contains  the  interpreta- 
tions of  the  word  "  Court,"  and  defines 
the  Court  for  Scotland  and  Ireland  as 
well  as  for  England  and  Wales,  ought  not 
to  have  been  repealed  for  a  substituted 
definition  applying  only  to  England  and 
Wales.    I  only  desire    to  make    these 
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remarks  at  present,  and  I  will  not  now 
trouble  the  House  with  further  matters 
of  detail. 

•Thb  Earl  ok  SELBORNE:  My 
Lords,  I  wish  also  to  say  that  the  prin- 
ciple  of  this  Bill  appears  to  me  to  be  very 
sound  as  far  as  its  object  is  to  assimilate 
as  much  as  possible  the  winding  up 
jurisdiction  to  that  in  bankruptcy.  The 
two  subjects  are  obTiously  so  nearly 
related  to  each  other  that  they  may 
almost  be  called  identical,  and  the  sopara- 
tion  of  the  jurisdictions  is  purely 
arbitrary.  I  see  that  the  Bill  is  a 
cautious  Bill,  becausa  it  enables  the 
jurisdiction  to  be  exercised  either  \ij 
Chancery  Division  Judges  or  Iqr  the 
special  Judge  in  Bankruptcy.  That,  per- 
haps, is  quite  right.  We  know  that  the 
Judges  of  the  Chancery  Division  have 
acquired  great  knowledge  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  to  withdraw  all  these  cases 
from  them  at  once  may  be  unnecessary, 
and  perhaps  inexpedient.  But  the 
general  principle  appears  to  me  to  be 
entirely  right.  I  must  say  at  the  time 
when  I  had  personal  experience  of  the 
administration  in  winding  up  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  I  did  not  think 
it  satisfactory.  It  was  a  very  long 
operation,  the  administration  being  left 
rery  much  of  necessity  to  0£Scial 
Liquidators,  whose  expenses  were  ex- 
tremely large.  Without  being  able  to 
anticipate  how  this  Bill  may  work  I 
think  there  was  very  considerable  room 
for  improvement  in  the  administration 
of  winding  up  matters,  and  I  hope 'that 
improvement  will  take  place  under  this 
Bill  as  it  is  framed.  With  regard  to 
the  suggestion  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  that  there  should  be  a  depart- 
mental Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  latest  Bankruptcy 
Act,  certainly  I  see  no  objection  what- 
ever to  the  suggestion ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  that,  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  the 
present  Bankruptcy  Act  has  succeeded 
very  much  bettor  than  any  of  its  pre- 
decessors. No  Bankruptcy  Act,  and  no 
winding  up  Act,  ever  will  give  satisfac- 
tion to  creditors  who  are  not  paid, 
or  to  shareholders  who  are  mined, 
and  such  people  there  will  always  be  to 
the  end  of  the  world.  The  most  you  can 
do  is  to  aim  at  the  least  expensive  mode 
of  proceeding,  and  the  one  which  shall. 
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as  &r  as  possible,  exclude  the  abuses 
which  have  been  almost  always  incident 
to  the  unhappy  state  of  things  which 
leads  to  those  proceedings  :  and  if  this 
measure  of  the  Government  should  pro- 
duce that  effect  in  reference  to  winding 
up  proceedings,  I  think  they  will  be 
entitled  to  the  public  thanks. 

Lord  BALFOUR  or  BURLEIGH: 
My  Lords,  I  should  like  to  say  at  once 
that  as  reg^ards  the  important  point 
which  has  been  brought  before  the 
House,  as  to.  repealing  certain  sections 
altogether  of  which  the  substitution  is 
only  as  regards  England  and  Wales,  that 
matter,  of  course,  must  be  looked  into. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  is  perhaps 
aware  that  there  is  a  Bankruptcy  Bill 
for  Scotland  this  year,  but  I  see  it 
has  been  withdrawn.  However,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Scotland  has  told 
me  that  if  we  will  communicate  with  him, 
he  will  take  care  to  get  advice  upon  the 
Bill  as  it  stands,  so  far  as  it  has  reference 
to  Scotch  Law.  I  can  only  say  that  I 
shall  take  care  that  objection  does  not 
arise.  With  regard  to  the  departmental 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1883, 1  will,  of  course, 
consider  that  point,  and  if  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  will  allow  me,  we  will  com- 
municate with  him  before  the  Bill  leaves 
the  House.  With  regard  to  the  other 
remark,  that  perhaps  officials,  when  dis- 
charging duties  of  this  kind,  have  a 
tendeucy  to  run  too  much  in  the  same 
groove,  that  may  be  an  accusation  which 
is  not  altogether  without  ground  as 
regards  officers  of  some  of  the  public 
Departments,  and  if  it  is  to  be  brought 
against  officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  I 
think  it  most  also  be  with  regard  to 
officers  who  have  to  perform  pubUc 
functions  under  the  existing  law. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly  ;  and  com- 
mitted to  the  Standing  Committee  for 
Bills  relating  to  law,  &c. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA  CONSTITUTION 
BILL.— (No.  184.) 
House    in    Committee   (according  to 
order);    Bill   reported  without    amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 
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METROPOLIS    MANAGEMENT    AND 
BUILDING    ACTS    AMENDMENT    BILL. 
(No.  168.) 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  MONKSWELL:  My  Lords.  I 
am  surprised  to  find  that  the  Railway 
Comjinnies  have  petitioned  against  this 
Bill.  The  matter  has  been  well  thrashed 
out  by  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
have  not  beeu  able  to  find  out  that  the 
Railway  Companies  then  expressed 
any  dissatisfa^-'tiou  with  the  object  of  the 
measure  now  before  the  Committee.  It 
is  a  Bill  promoted  by  the  London  County 
Council  at  the  instance  of  the  Vestries 
and  District  Bodies.  This  Bill  propos.  s 
to  do  away  with  some  obvious  defects  in 
the  law,  in  regard  to  the  paving  of  roads 
and  ways.  The  first  two  clauses 
merely  define  the  purpiises  of  the 
Act.  By  Clause  3  any  Vestry  or  Dis- 
trict B<mrd  may,  from  time  to  time, 
repair  or  pave  roadways  within  their 
parishes  or  districts,  although  such 
roadways  may  not  at  the  time  of  the 
•work  being  done  liave  become  re- 
parable by  them.  According  to  the 
Camberwell  Vestry  case,  if  a  Vestry  or 
District  Board  repaire  a  road,  however 
slightly,  they  are  held  t<i  have  taken  it 
over,  and  cannot  afterwards  recover  the 
expense  of  paving  the  street.  This  is  an 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  law.  It  is 
sometimes  necessary  for  District  Boards 
or  Vestries  to  pave  streets  partiiiliy, 
ioasmuch  as  the  inhabitants  may  squabble 
among  themselves  about  it,  and  the  road 
is  left  in  an  Inefficient  state  of  repair, 
but  under  this  provision  the  Local  Board 
may  do  the  work  and  recover  the  expense 
of    paving    the    street,    when    it    shall 

ibeoome  anew  street  under  the  Metropolis 
Management  Act.  By  Clause  4  a  penalty 
is  provided  for  the  commission  of  illegal 
acts  in  regard  to  sewers  or  drains  made 
contrary  to  apjjroved  plans.  By  Clause  6 
penalties  are  imposed  for  certain  other 
illegal  acts  in  regard  to  making  connec- 
tions in  sawers.  Clause  C  is  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  Vestries  or  District 
Boards  to  take  portions  of  houses  and 
property,  as  they  may  require,  fur  pur- 

■  poees  of  improvement,  if  in  the  case  of 
honaes  or  buildings  such  portions  can,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  jury,  be  severed  with- 
out material  detriment  to  the  rest  of 
the  property,     Under  the  present  law 


Vestries  and  District  Boards  may  be- 
required  or  compelled  to  take  thousands 
of  pounds'  worth  of  property  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  an  improvement, 
with  theresultthatinmany  caaesimprove- 
ments  are  not  effected  which  otherwise 
would  be  carried  out.  By  Clause  7 
the  subsoil  under  a  street  or  roadway 
and  so  on  is  not  to  be  removed  without 
the  consent  of  the  Vestry  or  District 
Bfiard,  and  without  complying  with  such 
conditions  in  regard  to  securing  founda- 
tions and  so  on,  as  the  Vestry  or  Local 
Board  may  impose.  At  present  damage 
often  arises  from  the  method  of  filling 
up  sites  with  rubbish.  In  that  way 
have  been  caused  subsidences  of  pipes, 
with  resulting  explosions.  I  may  mention 
that  this  clause  was  carefully  considered 
in  the  House  of  Commons  when  the 
clauses  were  gone  through  one  by  one. 
I  need  not  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
the  remaining  details  of  the  measure, 
and  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Bill  read   2"  (according  to  order),  and 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

INTESTATES  ESTATES  BILL.— (No.  148.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit 
ment)  (according  to  order). 

•LoKD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  :  I 
hope  your  Lorxlships  will  not  proceed 
with  this  Bill.  Almost  all  the  Peers 
belonging  to  Ireland  are  opposed  to  it 
as  contrary  to  the  customs  and  wishes  of 
the  agi-icultural  classes  in  Ireland  ;  and 
the  same  reasons  that  make  it  objection- 
able in  Ireland  make  it  objectionable  to 
the  agricultural  classes  in  England, 
which  furnish  most  of  the  intestates. 
No  cause  has  been  shown  for  altering 
the  law,  and  it  is  a  great  objection  to 
such  changes,  that  it  is  a  long  time, 
before  such  changes  become  generally 
known  to  intestates,  whose  intentions  to 
abide  by  the  actual  law  are  thus  frus- 
trated. 

•Lord  BRAMWELL  :  This  is  a  speecb 
against  the  Second  Reading.  As  the 
noble  Lord  has  said  that  all  the  Irish 
Peers  are  contented  with  it,  and  it  is 
only  an  English  Peer  who  is  discontented, 
that  certainly  seems,  if  I  may  venture  tO' 
say  SO,  i-ather  an  Irish  mode  of  objecting. 
I  hope  your  Lordships  will  adhere  to- 
your  opinion  with  regard  to  the  Bill  on 
Second  Reading. 
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The  Maequbss  of  SALISBURY:  I 
must  venture  to  demur  to  the  doctrine 
of  mj  noble  and  learned  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  with  r^ard  to  Second 
Headings.  The  other  night  we  were 
told  by  noble  Lords  that  when  a  Bill  is 
read  a  second  time  that  is  only  meant  to 
«xpress  agreement  with  a'  principle,  and 
not  giving  a  pledge  that  certain  things 
ought  to  be  done.  If  that  doctrine 
is  correq^  and  if  we  are  now  to  be  asked, 
48  iny  noble  and  learned  Friend  asks  us, 
when  we  get  to  this  stage  not  to  object 
On  the  ground  that  we  have  given  onr 
assent,  it  seems  to  me  that  our  oppor- 
tunity of  objecting  to  Bills  is  reduced 
-to  very  slender  proportions.  I  do  not 
object  very  strongly  to  this  Bill, 
ai^though  I  do  not  know  why  the 
widow  should  have  exactly  £500 — 
why  that  should  be  the  sum  fixed — 
And  although  I  do  ■  not  know  why 
no  account  should  be  taken  of  any- 
thing that  has  been  done  for  her  during 
the  lifetime  of  her  husband.  However, 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  measure  of  very 
.:great  importance,  and  I  therefore  do  not 
offer  any  resistance. 

.  Bill  reported  without  further  amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 

BOILER  EXPLOSIONS  ACT.  1882, 
AMENDMENT  BILL.-(No.  164.) 
Amendments  reported  (according   to 
order) ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  to-morrow. 

BARRACKS  BILL.— (No.  163.) 
Read    3*  (according    to  order),   and 
inssed. 

CUSTODY  OP  CHILDREN  BILL. 

(No.  98.) 

THIBD   BEADINa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

•The  Eael  of  MEATH:  My  Lords, 
before  this  Bill  finally  passes  from  your 
Lordships'  House  I  should  like  to  return 
my  th^ks  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  for 
having  consented  to  carry  ont,  what 
I  proposed  to  do  in  another  Bill 
which  was  referred  to  the  same  Gom- 
iuittee,namely,  the  Protection  of  Children 
Bill.  I  desire  also  to  thank  the  noble 
Lord  for  having  practically  permitted  the 
■-addition  to  his  Bill  of  clauses  which  were 
the  principal  ones  in  the  Bill  I  had  the 
liononr  to  introduce  into  this  House.     It 


will  be  within  your  Lordships'  recollec- 
tion that  I  have,  on  several  occasions, 
di«wn  the  attention  of  your  Lordships 
to  the  difficulties  under  which  philan- 
thropic persons  and  institutions  labour 
under  the  present  law",  owing,  to  unworthy 
persons  taking  sway  their  children  from 
them  just  at  a  critical  age,  and  just  at 
the  time  when  they  can  eatm  money  for 
those  unworthy  parents.  By  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  owing  to  the  inclusion  of  some 
of  the  clauses  which  I  have  proposed  in 
the  Protection  of  (jhildren  Bill,  I  hope 
that  those  institutions  and  benevolent 
persons  will  find  it  much  easier  to  carry 
on  their  work  than  they  did  formerly >, 
I  feel  that  this  Bill,  going  forth  from 
your  Lordships'  House  with  the  sanction 
and  with  the  power  of  the  Government 
at  its  back,  it  will  be  much  more  likely 
to  succeed  in  passing  the  other  House  than 
it  wouldhave  had  if  ithad  borne  myname. 
I  hope,  therefore,  the  Government  will 
do  all  they  possibly  can  to  pass  this 
Bill  through  the  other  House,  and  that 
it  may  prove  a  very  great  benefit  to  the 
large  class  of  persons  and  children  who 
are  interested  m  it. 

Bill  read  3«  (according  to  _order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

BIRSTALL  WESLEY  AN  CHAPEL  TRUST 
SCHEME  CONFIRMATION  BILL.— (No.. 
204.) 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.   205.) 

REMOVAL    TERMS    (SCOTLAND)    ACT, 
1886,  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No,  206.) 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*, 

and  to  be  printed. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE  LAW. 

OBSEBVA'nONS. 

•Lord  ESHER,  in  rising  to  call  atten- 
tion to  alleged  defects  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  and  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government  whether  they  will  issue  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  such 
alleged  defects,  and  to  propose  remedies 
for  such  as  are  found  to  exist,  with  a  view 
to  immediate  legislation,  said  :  My  Lords, 
with  as  little  pleasure  in  doing  it,  as  your 
Lordships  will  have  in  hearing  it,  I  have 
undertaken  to  talk  law  for  some  quarter 
of  an  hour.  Some  15  years  ago  the 
administration  of  the  law  was  much 
altered  l^  the  passing  of  the  Judicature 
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Acts ;  that  the  Judicature  Acts  Iiave 
done  much  to  ameliorate  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  I  think  cannot  be 
doubted,  but  some  defects  are  alleged 
still  to  continue,  and  some  defects  are 
said  to  be  even  inci-eased  by  the  working 
of  the  Judicature  Act.  These  alleged 
defects  are  put  forward  by  people  of 
weight  and  consequence,  and  I  think 
ought  to  be  carefully  considered.  I 
propose  to  name  several  alleged  defects 
and  to  examine  into  them  shortly,  and 
to  say  that,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
think  some  of  them  will  be  found  not 
to  be  established,  but  that  some  of 
them,  and  those  very  important  de- 
fects, are  established.  Still,  I  can- 
not propose  to  act  upon  my  own 
opinion,  from  which  other  people  may 
differ  ;  and  what  I  ask,  therefore,  is  that 
those  allegations  should  be  inquired  into. 
Now,  one  great  defect  which  it  is  said 
exists  is  the  delay  of  the  trials  of 
disputes  between  parties,  and  that  there 
is  a  considerable  delay  in  some  parts  of 
the  administration  of  the  law  I  think  is 
clearly  made  out.  I  am  happy  to  say 
that  in  the  Court  to  which  I  lielong 
there  really  is  at  present  no  delay  and 
no  nrrear.  I  think  tliut  in  the  A|>peal 
Court  there  is  no  case  coming  from  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  which  is  more 
than  four  months  old,  and  the  number 
of  appeals  yet  untried  are  not  more  than 
24.  From  the  Chancery  Division  the 
number  of  appeals  yet  untried  are  not 
more  than  16.  I  tliink  that,  considering 
some  years  ago  the  arrears  from  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  were  some  260 
appealS;  and  that  some  of  them  were 
more  than  two  years  old,  the  way  in 
which  they  have  been  worked  down 
cannot  l)e  held  to  be  otherwise  than 
satisfactory ;  but  with  regard  to  the 
Chancery  Division  and  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division  the  case  does  not  stand 
so  well.  In  the  Queen's  Bench  Di- 
vision itself,  taking  the  cases  before 
the  Divisional  Courts,  I  do  not  think 
there  ia  any  considerable  arrear ;  but 
with  regard  to  the  cases  to  bo  tried 
by  Judges  with  juries,  or  by  Judges 
alone,  there  is,  most  unfortunately, 
a  very  great  arrear.  There  are 
arrears  in  London  and  Middlesex  of 
trials  by  special  juries  at  the  present 
time  280  cases,  and  of  Common 
Juries  176  cases,  and  of  non-jury  cases, 
that  IS  cases  to  be  tried  by  a  Judge  witb- 
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out  a  jury,  440.  So  that  the  total 
arrear  of  causes  at  present  in  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  amounts  to 
896.  But  it  should  be  recollected  that 
in  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  the  num- 
ber of  Judges  who  would  have  had  to 
try  these  causes  has,  for  the  last  year 
or  more,  unfortunately  been  very  much 
diminished.  There  were  two  Judges 
taken  off  for  nearly  a  year  for 
a  Commissioo,  which  is  now  famous, 
and  there  have  been,  unfortunately, 
since  that  time  two  more  of  the  Judges 
absolutely  disabled  for  a  time  during 
illness.  Still,  that  is  a  great  arrear. 
Then,  in  the  Chancery  Division,  there 
are  at  the  present  time  to  lie  tried,  that 
is  for  the  purpose  of  the  trial  which  is  to 
fix  the  rights  of  the  parties,  456  witness 
actions  and  101  other  actions,  making 
557  yet  untried.  The  oldest  of  those 
causes  was  entered  in  January  of  this 
year,  and  many  of  them  date  back  as  far 
as  June  of  this  year.  I  think  that 
ia  a  painful  arrear,  and  that  matter,  I 
think,  therefore,  should  be  inquired 
into.  Now,  one  great  allegation  against 
the  ttdministratiou  of  the  law  is  that 
appeals  are  too  numerous,  and,  there- 
fore, oppressive.  It  is  very  popularly 
said  there  are  four  appeals.  "The  in- 
stance always  given  is,  that  you  first 
take  a  case  before  a  Master,  then  before 
a  Judge,  then  before  a  Divisional  Court, 
then  befoi-e  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
and  then  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  is  generally  so 
were  the  cate  in 
stance  of  an  appeal, 
a   Return  made  of 


stated,  as  if  that 
almost  every  in- 
Now,  I  have  had 
number  of 


a 


sum- 


monses in  Chambers,  which  is  the  first 
step,  during  a  year,  and  I  take  the  year 
1888-89.  In  the  Queen's  Bench  Division, 
there  were  before  the  Masters  in  that 
year  37,400  summonses  heard.  Of  those 
there  was  that  wliich  is  hardly  an  ap[jcal 
— that  is  to  say,  a  reference  to  a  Judge 
in  Chambers  —  in  only  3,636  cases. 
Going  from  the  Master  to  the  Judge 
in  Chambers  is  not  an  expensive 
thing  ;  we  never  call  that  an  appeal,  and 
really  it  is  not  expensive  ut  all.  Now, 
of  those  3,636  cases  heard  by  Hit} 
Judge  in  Chambers  634  only  went  to 
the  Divisional  Court,  and  of  those  634 
which  were  taken  to  the  Divisional 
Court  only  85  came  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  Therefore,  so  far  from  it  being  a 
common  thing  that  every  summons  before 
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the  Master — or  nearly  everyone- — goes 
from  the  Master  to  the  Judge,  and  from 
Uie  Judge  to  the  Divisional  Court,  and 
from  tlie  Divisional  Court  to  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  the  truth  is  that  out  of  37,400 
summonses  in  one  year — and  in  almost 
every  year  it  is  about  the  same — heard  be- 
fore the  Master  only  85  go  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  With  regard  to  going  on  to  the 
House  of  Ijords,  I  believe  the  fact  is  that 
there  has  been  only  one  such  case  in  five 
years  which  went  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  in  that  case  the  House  of  Lords  over- 
ruled the  decision  of  all  the  other  Courts. 
Therefore,  as  it  seems  to  me,  the  case 
alleged  of  too  numerous  appeals  ia 
hardly  made  out.  Then  there  is  another 
matter  to  which  I  must  refer,  that  is, 
that  in  those  83  cases,  out  of  the  37,400 
which  Imve  come  to  the  Court  of  Appeal 
the  appeal  was  by  no  means  frivolous  ;  al- 
though upon  some  point  of  practice  it  was 
very  often  a  point  of  very  great  import- 
ance. It  might  involve  the  construction  of 
the  Rules,  which  are  not  always  easy  to 
Gonstrne,  but  it  very  often  concerns  a 
natter  of  the  greatest  importance.  Sup- 
pose that  an  Order  has  been  made  for  a 
Commision  to  go  to  China  or  Japan  or 
India.  If  that  Commission  goes  out  it 
costs  hundreds  of  pounds,  and  causes  a 
delay  of  mouths  ;  and  if  the  Order  has 
been  inadvertently  passed  by  the  Master 
and  the  Court  of  Appeal  is  applied  to, 
»nd  reverses  the  Order  for  the  Commis- 
«ion,  there  is  an  end  of  it,  and  the  Court 
of  Appeal  has  saved  the  parties  some 
hundreds  of  pounds  iind  a  delay  of 
months.  So  much  with  regard  to  the 
practice  appeals.  Now  with  regard  to 
appeals  from  trials,  there  were  in  one 
year  in  London  and  Middlesex  1,179 
eases  tried  by  the  Judge  or  the 
Judge  and  jury,  and  844  on  the 
Circuits ;  that  is  to  say,  there  are 
3,023  causes  tried  in  the  year. 
With  regard  to  those  causes  which  have 
been  tried  to  the  extent  of  2,000,  some 
of  them  are  tried  by  a  Judge  without  a 
jury,  and  some  of  them  are  tried  by  a 
Judge  with  a  jury.  SVith  regard  to  those 
tried  by  a  Judge  without  a  jury,  the 
ap[)eal  has  been  and  is  direct  to  the  Court 
of  A])peal.  It  does  not  go  to  a  Divisional 
Court,  and  tlien  to  the  Court  of  Appeal ; 
it  goes  straight  to  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
Those  tried  by  a  Judge  and  jury,  up  to 
this  time,  have  gone  to  the  Divisional 
Court,  and  from  the  Divisional  Court 
Lord  Etiier 
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there  has  been  a  second  appeal  to 
Court  of  Appeal.  In  the  year  in  re- 
gard to  these  2,000  causes,  there  were 
appeals  direct  to  the  Court  of  Ap[)eal  in 
137  cases  ;  that  is  to  say,  there  were  137 
appeals  direct  to  the  Court  of  Appeal 
where  the  case  had  been  tried  by  a  Judge 
without  a  jury,  and  of  those  tried  by  a 
Judge  and  jury,  there  were  118  motions 
for  a  new  trial  of  them  in  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division.  Of  those  causes,  63  were 
appealed  from  the  Divisional  Court  to 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  So  that  the  appeals 
out  of  those  2,000  causes  that  have  been 
heard  in  both  Courts  together  are  255, 
and  of  those,  up  to  the  present  time,  there 
has  been  a  double  ap(>cal  in  only  63 
cases.  Now  by  the  Bill  which  is  before  your 
Lordships'  House,  which  was  brought  in 
the  House  of  Commons  by  Mr.  Finlay, 
those  118  appeals  in  regard  to  new  trials 
which  went  to  the  Divisional  Court  would 
come  straight  to  the  Court  of  Appeal.  So 
that  out  of  the  2,000  cases  which  are 
tried  in  the  course  of  a  year,  there  will 
be  255  ap[)eals  direct  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and,  therefore,  only  one  appeal, 
unless  they  go  on  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
How  many  cases  come  to  the  House  of 
Lords  I  am  not  prepared  to  say ;  many 
noble  Lords  here  will  know  that  much 
better  than  I  do  ;  but  I  apprehend  myself, 
there  are  not  more  than  about  20 
in  the  course  of  the  year.  So  that  I 
cannot  think  the  allegation  of  too 
numerous  appeals  is  really  made  out. 
And  I  may  say  this,  that  I  do  not  think 
ait  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  is  a 
very  expensive  matter.  I  have  inquired 
into  it  carefully,  from  practitioners  in 
London  and  elsewhere,  and  I  do  not  find 
that  is  the  expensive  part  of  litigation  ; 
other  people  may  have  different  opinions ; 
I  have  given  mine,  that  neither  as  to 
practice  cases,  nor  as  to  other  trials,  are 
the  appeals  frivolous,  and  I  do  not  think, 
after  that  statement  which  I  have  made 
to  your  Lordships,  they  can  be  said  to 
l«  exceedingly  numerous.  Now,  the 
next  and  mo.st  important  allegation  in 
regard  to  the  administration  of  the  Civil 
Law  seems  to  me  this :  that  the  expense 
of  actions  is  far  too  great,  and  it  is  further 
said  that  the  expense  of  actions  has  been 
increased  since  the  Judicature  Act  came 
intoope ration  insteadof  being  diminished. 
I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  myself 
that  that  allegation  is  true,  and  that  the 
expense  of  actions  is  far  greater  than  it 
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Dught  to  be.  When  I  come  to  consider 
•what  the  cause  of  it  is,  the  very  first  fact 
is  the  fact  that  I  have  mentioned,  namely, 
that  amongst  the  summonses,  of  which 
there  are  37,400,  before  the  Master,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  there  must  be 
a  great  many  more  summonses  that  there 
ought  to  be.  Opportunities  for  sum- 
monses are  given  in  the  hoi)e  that  those 
fiummonses  miiy  do  good ;  bat  we  find 
in  practice  tliat  wherever  parties  have  an 
opportunity  of  making  any  movement  in 
ft  Court  they  are  sure  to  make  it,  and 
the  numerous  opportunities  for  sum- 
monses which  were  instituted  under  the 
Judicature  Act,  in  the  hope  of  shortening 
cases,  have  lieen  invariably  used  to  their 
full  extent,  and  have  lengthened  causes, 
and  caused  great  expense  and  delay. 
The  chief  cause  of  expense  in  sum- 
monses has  been  the  constant  use  in 
Common  Law  actions  of  summonses 
for  discovery,  and  the  use  of  summonhes 
for  the  purpose  of  interrogating  parties. 
The  truth  is  that  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  a  great  part  of  their  adminis- 
trative system  was  carried  out  by  dis- 
covery and  insjiection  of  documents  and 
by  interrogatories,  and  when  the  Jndica- 
tore  Act  was  passed  a  person  of  great 
influence,  that  is  to  say,  the  late 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  .Sir  George  Jebscl, 
was  strong  enough  to  carry  into  the 
new  rules  the  Chancery  system,  not 
merely  the  Chancery  principles,  but 
the  Chancery  procedure  in  Com- 
mon Law  actions.  In  ray  opinion 
that  system  is  not  fit  for  Common  Law 
actions,  and  I  think  it  causes  great 
oppression.  It  is  just  this.  Take  the 
case  of  a  dispute  between  two  merchants 
in  the  City  of  London  about  the  con- 
struction of  a  contract,  or  about  the 
delivery  of  goods  or  the  non-occeptance 
of  goods.  The  parties  begin  on  both 
sides  by  asking  for  discovery,  the  mean- 
ing of  which  is  that  each  party  a-sks  the 
other,  "  What  books  do  you  keep,  and 
how  many  books  did  yon  keep  with 
regard  to  this  matter,"  and  then,  having 
obtsdned  an  answer  to  that  from  the 
other  party,  yon  are  obliged  to  go 
to  the  merchant  and  get  an  affidavit 
as  to  that.  Then  the  next  thing  is  to  say, 
"  We  want  to  inspect  the  merchant's  books," 
and  then  the  attorney  or  the  attorney's 
clerk  goes  to  the  merchant's  office  and 
ransacks  his  ledgers  and  letter  bo<3ks,  and 
I  do  not  know  what,  riot  only  to  the 


expense,  but  tothedisgustof  themerchant, 
who  does  not  like  to  have  his  books 
gone  into  in  that  way,  and  very  little 
good  ever  comes  of  it,  for  in  almost 
every  case  it  comes  to  nothing.  Then, 
as  to  the  admiui.stration  of  interroga- 
tories.  The  system  of  administering 
interrogatories  in  an  ordinary  case  is  a 
system  of  the  most  oppressive  kind.  It 
is  almost  invariably  used,  becauge 
it  can  be  used,  and,  therefore,  if 
your  baker  brings  an  action  against 
you  he  first  asks  you  whether  you  keep 
a  diary,  and  then  if  you  do  he  asks  to 
see  it,  and  then  he  asks  to  see  his  o\vn 
bills  which  he  has  given  you,  and  then 
he  interrogates  you  upon  them,  and  the 
interrogatories  go  sometimes  really  to 
matters  which  would  not  be  allowed  to 
be  asked  even  at  the  trial.  In  the  City 
of  Ixmdon  I  am  told  this  is  a  great  cause 
of  the  increased  expense  of  causes,  and 
it  is  a  cause  of  the  greatest  possible 
irritation ;  that  instead  of  the  dispute 
between  two  merchants  being  managed 
until  it  comes  to  trial  by  their  solicitors, 
the  merchants  themselves  are  tormented 
by  having  to  make  discovery  and  make 
affidavits  and  answer  interrogatories, 
which  they  generally  have  to  answer  by 
saying  they  know  nothing  about  it. 
But  then  if  they  say  that,  there  is  at  once 
an  application  made  for  what  is  called  a 
further  and  better  answer.  Why  for  that 
purpose  the  Chancery  practice  is  to  be 
used  in  ordinary  common  law  or  mer- 
cantile causes  I  cannot  understand, 
although  I  say  again  other  people  may 
be  of  a  different  opinion.  It  is  con- 
sidered to  be  expensive,  oppressive, 
and  to  cause  infinite  delay.  I  think  that 
is  a  grievance  which  ought  to  be  inquired 
into  and,  if  possible,  met.  Then  the 
next  complaint  is  in  regard  to  the  delay 
in  trials.  I  have  shown  your  Lordships 
already  that  there  is  a  delay  in  trials 
both  in  the  Common  Law  Courts  and  in 
the  Chancery  Division.  That  delay,  of 
coarse,  is  the  result  of  many  causes,  but 
one  of  the  very  first  causes  is  this  mul- 
titude of  summonses,  because  if  you  have 
a  multitude  of  summonses  one  after 
another,  and  more  particularly  these 
summonses  as  to  discovery  and  inter- 
rogatories, until  after  at!  that  has  been 
got  rid  of  and  passed  through  at  great 
expen.se  and  with  great  delay  of 
coarse  the  trial  cannot  go  on. 
Those  summonses,  therefore,  are  the 
C  2 
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cavBe  of  a  great  part  of  the  delay. 
Well,  another  thing  which  causes  delay 
in  London  and  Middlesex  is  said  to  be 
the  want  of  a  sufficient  attendance  of 
Judges  in  London.  The  want  of  a 
sufficient  attendance  uf  Judges  in 
London  has  been  the  result  up 
to  the  present  time,  first,  as  I  have 
said,  of  the  illness  of  some  of  them  ;  and, 
secondly,  of  the  employment  of  some  of 
them  upon  other  matters.  But  there 
are  other  reasons.  The  Judges  are 
bound  to  go  circuit.  The  number  of 
circuits  have  been  increased,  and  there- 
fore every  time  you  increase  the  num- 
ber of  circuits  you,  of  course,  increase  the 
time  during  which  a  certain  number  of 
Judges  are  absent  from  London.  Can 
this  part  of  the  cause  of  the  delay  be 
cured  ?  I  have  already  suggested  that 
the  quantity  of  summonses  can  be  cured, 
because  I  think,  after  looking  into  the 
matter  carefully,  that  a  vast  number  of 
them  can  be  got  rid  of  altogether.  With 
r^a^rd  to  these  interrogatories  and 
summonses  for  discovery  they  must  be 
bridled  and  limited  by  some  rule  or 
other,  so  that  they  shall  only  be  used  in 
cases  where  they  are  really  wanted.  But 
with  regard  to  the  absence  of  Judges  on 
account  of  going  circuit,  I  cannot  helj> 
thinking  that  it  is  worth  while  to  con- 
sider whether  at  the  present  time 
there  are  not  too  many  circuits. 
There  are  three  or  four  circuits  now — 
I  forget  which  at  the  moment — for  the 
trial  of  prisoners.  The  Judges  are 
obliged  to  go  to  every  county  for  the 
trial  of  civil  causes.  In  many  of  the 
counties  the  number  of  civil  causes  has 
become  very  small  indeed,  and  yet  the 
Judges  are  obliged  to  go  there  to  bo 
ready  to  try  theiu  One  mode  of  ob- 
viating the  necessity  of  Judges  having 
to  go  to  each  county  for  tlie  trial  of  a 
very  small  number  of  civil  causes  would 
be  this :  The  railway  system  has 
brought  the  Assize  towns  practically 
much  closer  to  each  other  thiin  they 
were  in  former  times ;  and  many  of 
those  who  have  had  to  consider  this 
matter  (as  far  as  I  know,  all  of  them) 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  tlmt  one 
mode  of  saving  time  would  be  to,  what 
has  been  called,  "  group "  the  trials  of 
civil  causes  on  Assizes,  or,  in  other 
words,  to  take  the  central  towns  as 
representative  of  those  immediately 
round,  and  to  decide  all  the  civil  cases 
Lord  Ether 


there,  taking  care  that  the  parties  to 
them  and  their  witnesses  are  not 
brought  too  far ;  that  is  to  say,  instead  of 
trying  civil  causes  in  each  town,  to  try 
them  in  some  representative  or  district 
town.  I  think  there  was  a  resolu- 
tion of  the  Judges  that  it  was  advisable 
that  it  should  be  carried  out,  but  it  has 
not  been  acted  upon,  and  I  should  like 
that  point  to  be  further  considered. 
Then  as  to  the  number  of  Criminal 
Assizes.  It  has  been  proposed  that  there- 
should  be  a  less  number  of  Criminal 
Assizes,  while,  to  meet  the  difficulty 
that  would  be  presented  of  keeping 
prisoners  too  long  in  prison  waiting  for 
trial,  if  there  were  only  a  few  of  them, 
it  was  suggested  by  many  of  the  Judges 
at  one  time  that  in  each  county  the- 
Quarter  Sessions  should  be  held  half- 
way between  the  Assizes.  We  should 
thus  have  got  rid  of  many  of  the- 
criminals,  who  many  of  the  Judges  think 
ought  all  to  be  tried  at  the  Assizes 
whenever  there  are  any  in  prison  at  the 
time.  It  was  objected  on  behalf  of  the 
counties,  and  I  think  it  was  a  weighty 
objection,  that  that  would  call  the 
Justices  together  at  Quarter  Sessions- 
at  inconvenient  times  when  not 
necessary  for  the  county  business  ;  but 
at  the  present  time  the  Justices  have 
been  relieved  of  many  of  their  duties  ia 
reference  to  the  county  business  by 
the  County  Councils,  and  there  would  be 
nothing  unfair  to  them  in  such  a  pro- 
position in  regard  to  the  criminal  busi- 
ness ;  and  I  think  we  could  now 
get  the  country  gentlemen  to  take- 
the  Criminal  Sessions  half-way  between 
the  Assizes.  One  or  two  of  the  Justices, 
would,  I  think,  be  willing  to  act 
for  that  purpose.  If  that  were  done, 
you  would  have  in  most  counties  only 
two  or  three  Criminal  Assizes,  and  you 
would  consequently  have  the  Judges- 
kept  out  of  London  for  a  much  shorter 
time.  Then  there  is  another  thing  as  to 
criminal  procedure  which  might  well  be 
done  now.  A  man  is  put  into  prison 
and  kept  there  before  trial.  In  certain 
cases  he  might  be  let  out,  but  people  will 
not  go  bail  for  him,  and  he  cannot  get 
bail  In  the  old  condition  of  things  in 
England  if  a  criminal  were  not  im- 
prisoned until  trial,  he  might  get  out  of 
the  way  and  you  might  never  see  him 
again  ;  but  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
in  the  present  condition  of  England  that 
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is  iiext  door  to  impossible  ;  and  I  think  a 
:gre(vt  number  of  [>ri8oners  m^ight  be  let 
•out  on  smiiU  bail,  or  without  bail,  on 
•condition  that  if  he  moved  awaj  from 
Ilia  ordinary  residence  or  left  the  district 
without  giving  notice  to  the  police  he 
might  be  re-apprehended  and  put  into 
prison.  That  would  secure  their  appear- 
ance if  they  attempted  to  get  out  of 
the  way.  By  those  moans  you  could 
diminish  the  number  of  Criminal  Assizes, 
*nd  you  would  have  the  Judges  kept  out 
•of  town  a  less  time  for  the  purpose  of 
trying  prisoners  at  them.  Of  course, 
the  more  you  succeed  in  doing  that  the 
more  you  would  obtain  the  services  of 
the  Judges  in  London.  Those  are 
methods  which  I  think  in  the  Common 
Law  Division  you  would  be  able  to  keep 
the  Common  Law  Judges  longer  in 
London  than  they  are  now,  and  they 
would,  of  course,  be  able  to  deal  with  the 
cases  to  be  tried  in  a  more  satisfactory 
manner.  Now,  it  has  been  suggested 
that  there  should  be  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  Judges  in  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division.  I  have  considered  that  matter 
also.  Everybody  must  be  of  opinion,  I 
should  think,  that  it  is  not  well  to  have 
too  many  Judges  ;  and  I  have  come  to  the 
opinion  myself  that  if  these  other' 
arrangements  were  made,  there  is  no 
■occasion  in  the  Common  Law  Division 
to  increase  the  number  of  Judges. 
There  is  another  grievance  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  civil  cases  are  dealt 
with  in  the  Queen's  Bench  Division. 
It  is  difficult  to  make  out  where  a  case 
will  be  really  tried  when  there  are  a 
•good  m-dny  Judges  tryingcau8es,and  there 
*re  now  a  great  many  more  than  there 
used  to  be.  Of  course,  there  is  but  ime 
Judge  trying  each  list  of  cases  before 
him.  Those  cases  are  put  down  for  trial 
liefore  that  particular  Judge  in  their 
•order.  But  if  the  Judge  who  has  those 
eases  in  his  paper  on  one  day  does 
not  try  them  all,  they  are  not  left  to  be 
tried  before  him,  or  even  in  the  same 
•Court,  but  they  are  very  likely  trans- 
ferred on  the  nextday  into  another  Court 
for  trial  before  another  Judge.  The  re- 
sult is,  that  your  case  may  lie  put  into 
the  list  in  Court  T.  It  is  at  the  bottom 
•of  that  list.  All  the  cases  before  yours 
are  tried.  If  your  case  remained  in 
that  Court  it  would  be  the  first  in  the 
next  day's  list ;  but  that  is  not  the  way 
it  is   done.      It   ia   taken   into  another 


Court,  and,  insteiid  of  being  6rst  in  the 
listand  tried  at  once,  you  may  be  kept 
there  all  day,  because  perhaps  it  ia  the 
last  in  the  list  in  the  next  Court.  That 
has  been  the  cause  of  a  great  deal  of 
irritation ;  and  I  think  it  might  be  cured 
by  some  arrangement  for  consultation  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  lists  of  cases 
are  to  be  managed.  As  to  the  mercan- 
tile cases,  it  has  been  said  by  people  of 
considerable  weight  in  the  City  that  they 
ai'e  driven  out  of  the  Queen's  Courts  and 
into  arbitration,  or  forced  to  settle  their 
cases  because  they  cannot  get  them 
satisfactorily  tried  in  the  Queen's  Courts. 
There  was  a  great  grievance  felt  about 
that.  Their  cases  were  put  into  the 
general  list.  You  might,  therefore,  have 
a  mercantile  case  between  merchants 
placed  in  the  list  in  one  Court,  but,  as  I 
have  stated,  not  reached,  and  the  parties 
would  be  brought  from  the  City  into 
another  Court  on  another  day,  and,  con- 
sidering the  nature  of  their  business, 
and  what  a  burden  it  is  for  them  to  be 
present  for  two  days  in  Court  with  their 
witnesses,  that  was  recognised  to  be  a 
great  hardship  and  inconvenience ;  but 
by  arrangement  with  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  having  regard  to  the  practice  in 
the  City,  this  grievance  has  almost 
vanished  ;  the  City  cau.ses  are  put  into  a 
list  by  themselves,  and  they  are  called  on 
one  aifter  another  ;  but  in  the  City  these 
formal  applications  which  I  have  men- 
tioned as  oppressive  upon  mercantile 
men,  with  regard  to  inspection  of  books, 
answering  interrogatories,  making  affi- 
davits, and  so  on,  affect  them  very  much, 
and  for  these  reasons  they  have  a  disin- 
clination Ui  go  to  law.  Now.  I  come  to 
the  Chancery  Division.  Tliere  are 
grievances  with  regard  to  the  Chancery 
Division.  That  matter  was  inquired 
iuto  in  1875  by  a  Committee  over  which 
I  jiresided,  not  composed  of  Judges  or 
lawyers  alone,  but  of  Judges,  lawyers, 
and  some  merchants.  That  Committee 
reported  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  that 
there  were  grievances  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  business  of  the 
Courts  of  Chancery  was  conducted. 
The  defects  there  are  said  to  be  these  : 
In  the  Chancery  Division  cases  are  now 
tried  with  witnesses  instead  of  an 
affidavit.  They  are  called  witnesa- 
cause.t,  and  they  may  be  taken  before 
any  of  the  Chancery  Judges.  A  case  is 
not  transferred  except  under  particular 


i3 


Ailminittration 


(LORDS} 


nf  ih*  Law, 


41 


circtunstances  from  the  Judge  in  whose 
Court  it  is.  If,  therefore,  he  hns 
witness-causes  to  try,  he  can  only  give 
a  certain  number  of  days  in  the  week  to 
the  trial  of  witness-caosea  The  result 
is,  that  he  may  be  trying  a  cause  with 
witnesses  on  the  two  days  in  the  week 
tliat  he  may  give  to  hearing  such  causea 
He  has  not  then  finished  the  cause,  but 
he  does  not  go  on  the  next  day  until  he 
finishes  it ;  he  postpones  it  until  the  next 
week,  and  the  parties  who  may  hare 
come  from  a  distance  must  go  away  with 
their  witnesses,  and  come  up  again  the 
following  week.  That  system  has  caused 
very  great  inconvenience,  and  constantly 
causes  very  great  expense.  There  is  one 
Judge  in  the  Chancery  Division  who  tries 
witness-causes  only,-  and  the  hearing  of 
the  causes  put  down  for  trial  before  him 
goes  on  one  day  after  another  until  they 
are  finished  ;  but  causes  of  that  descrip- 
tion may  be  put  down  before  the  other 
Judges,  and,  if  so,  they  are  taken  in  that 
way.  Another  cause  of  complaint  in  the 
Chancery  Division  is  this  :  When  the 
case  after  the  decree  is  pronounced  hajs 
to  be  worked  out,  that  has  to  be  done  in 
the  Judge's  Chambers  before  the  chief 
clerk,  and  the  way  they  proceed,  necessi- 
tated, I  suppoef),  by  the  magnitude  of 
their  business,  is  this :  The  chief 
clerk  generally  gives  an  appointment  to 
the  parties  for  an  hour  only,  and  when 
the  matter  g^s  before  him,  therefore, 
the  hour  is  up  before  much  has  been 
done,  or,  at  all  events,  before  the  matter 
is  finished,  and  he  stops  that  case  in  order 
to  go  on  with  another.  He  is  then 
asked  by  the  parties  when  they  are  to 
come  again  ;  and  he  tells  them  they  must 
go  down  to  the  bottom  of  his  appoint- 
ments. So  that  after  having  been 
before  the  chief  clerk  with  their 
witnesses  for  an  hour,  the  matter,  so  far 
from  being  finished,  has  hardly  been 
begun,  and  the  parties  are  sent  away. 
But  they  do  not  go  on  the  next  day  ; 
they  have  to  take  an  ap|>ointment  at  the 
bottom  of  his  list,  which  may  throw  them 
over  a  month.  They  then  have  to  come 
up  again  with  their  witnesses  for  another 
hour ;  they  cannot  finish  then,  and  they 
are  sent  away  again.  That  seems  to  me 
to  be  a  matter  which  onght  to  be  cured, 
and  which  can  be  cured.  I  will  say  no 
more  than  that.  An  elaborate  Eepurt  was 
made  by  that  Committee  ujKin  the  subject, 
and  when  you  look  at  the  large  business 
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that  is  done  in  the  Cliancery  Division,, 
notwithstanding  the  Judges  have  worked 
extremely  hard,  as  it  is  well  known  thej- 
bave,  your  Lordships  will  not  be  sur- 
prised when  you  see  the  arrears  as  com- 
pared with  those  which  I  read  at  first. 
At  the  present  moment  there  are  567 
cases  in  the  Chancery  Division  which, 
are  not  heard,  and  they  are  practically  9> 
or  10  months  in  airear.  We  came  to 
the  conclusion  then  that  we  ought  to  have 
another  Judge  added  to  the  Chancery 
Division,  and  I  should  like  to  have  that 
well  considered  now  ;  not  adding  ona  to 
the  Queen's  Bench  or  taking  away  any, 
for  there  is  not  one  too  many,  but  adding 
another  Judge  in  the  Chancery  Division. 
with  a  proper  staff.  We  might  then  have- 
two  Judges  in  the  Chancery  Division  try- 
ing what  they  call  witness  cases.  There  is 
another  matter  in  r^ard  to  tlie  Chancery 
Division.  A  great  many  of  the  casea. 
which  are  now  brought  in  the  Court  o£ 
Chancery  are  really  Common  Law  cases- 
— real  pure  Common  Iaw  cases.  It  is 
said,  but  I  cannot  vouch  for  the  fact, 
that  costs  are  more  liberally  allowed, 
in  the  Chancery  Division  than  in  the; 
Common  Law  Division,  and  that  that 
induces  some  people  to  lake  a  case  into 
•the  Chancery  Division.  If  that  be  true^ 
the  matter  ought  to  be  looked  into.  We 
ought  to  look  into  the  costs  of  both 
Divisions,  and  see  whether  with  regard' 
to  the  very  same  kind  of  action  the  cost» 
ought  not  to  be  the  same,  so  that  that 
temptation  may  be  taken  away,  and  then 
the  cases  should  be  sent  where  they 
ought  to  go,  that  is  to  say,  to  the  Com- 
mon Law  Division.  Now,  so  far,  I  have- 
gone  into  tlie  question  of  the  ad  ministration- 
of  the  law  in  civil  actions.  I  do  not  pre- 
tend that  I  have  exhausted  it,  but  I  have- 
shown  heads  which  I  think  justify 
inquiry,  and  which  ought  to  have  speedy 
treatment.  But  now  I  come  to  one  o£ 
the  most  important  things  in  my  view, 
that  is,  the  criminal  administration,  audi 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  burning; 
question  with  regard  to  that  is  the  ques- 
tion whether  there  ought  not  to  be  a. 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal.  If  there  is  to 
be  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  what  ought 
to  be  considered  about  it  with  regard  to  tha 
extent  to  which  the  appeal  ought  to  be- 
allowed?  There  has  arisen  a  state  of 
tilings  which  I  cannot  help  thinking  \sr 
most  dangerous  with  regard  to  the 
administration    of    the    Criminal    I^w- 
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Now-a-days,  the  moment  a   prisoner   is 
condemned  to  death   or  to  any   sevene 
panisliment,  that  is  done  wliioh  never 
■was  done  before,  the  attorney  for   the 
prisoner  endeavours  to  get  it  set  aside. 
Dp  to  a  very  late  date,  according  to  my 
recollection,  and  as  far  as  I  have  ever 
known,  the  two   people    who  could  not 
interfere   after   the   trial  of  a  prisoner 
either  on  his  behalf  or  against  him  were 
his  counsel  and  his  attorney.     Bat  now 
the  constant  practice  is  that  the  moment 
a  prisoner  is  convicted  and  sentenced  to 
a  heavy  punishment  his  or  her  attorney 
immediately  begins  to  set  about  to  get 
up  petitions  in  favour  of  his  client.     It 
must  be  and  is  well  known  that  he  gets 
the    petitions    signed    by    people    who 
cannot  possibly  know  anything  about  the 
case.       Multitudes    of    people     sign    a 
petition  which  is  drawn  up  by  a  prisoner's 
attorney   before    they    see   it — without 
seeing  what  the  petition  states  they  sign 
their   names.     Then    the  next  point  is 
to  gfet  a  Member  of  Parliament  to  ask 
a  question  of  the  Home  Secretary  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  pressure  is  then 
put  upon  the  Home  -Secretary.     If  that 
is   allowed  to  go  on  it  will   practically 
produce  an  ap{)eal  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in   each   case.     The  Home   Secre- 
tary used  hardly  ever  to    be    invoked 
unless  for  the  purjiose  of  mere   mercy ; 
but  now  he  is  invoked  on  almost  every 
occasion,  and  asked  to  consider  whether 
the  verdict  of  the  jury  and  the  sentence 
of  the  Court  were   both    right.     It  has 
become  a  question  of  an  appeal   to  the 
Home  Secretary,  it  is  nothing  else.    It  is 
not  the   exercise  of  the  prerogative  of 
mercy  now,  it  is  an  appeal  t»J  the  Home 
Secretary    to    revise  and   overlook  the 
verdicts  of  juries  and  the  sentences  of 
Judges.     In  my  opinion  it  is  in  many 
cases  necessary,  and  it  is  well  recognised, 
I  think,  that  the  verdicts   of  juries  in 
criminal  cases  ought  to  be  re-considered, 
and     that     the    sentences     of     Judges 
ought    to    lie     re-considered  ;      but     I 
say   that    to     leave    those   two    things 
or  either  of  them  to  be  done  by  one  man 
is  throwing  a  greater   weight  upon  that 
one  man,  however  high  his  character  or 
great  his  ability,  than  he  is  able  to  bear. 
I,  therefore,  for  one,  suggest  that  there 
should  be  a  Court  of  Criminal  Ap|>eal 
created,  and  that  it  should  be  empowered 
to  deal  to  the  same  extent  as  the  Home 
Secretary    is    able    to    deal    now   with 


criminal  veniicts  and  sentences,  that  is 
to  say,  that  they  should  re-consider  them 
carefully  and  investigate  with  the 
utmost  patience,  in  order  to  see 
whether  the  verdict  may  not  un- 
happily have  gone  wrong,  and  that 
they  should  have  the  power  of  advising 
that  sentences  should  be  altered  and  to 
what  extent.  Of  course,  that  there 
should  ever  be  a  new  trial  of  a  prisoner 
who  has  been  acquitted  is  contrary  to 
the  law  of  England.  In  my  opinion,  the 
Court  of  Appeal  might  absolutely  set 
aside  a  con\'ietion  if  satisfied  that  there 
had  been  a  wrong  conviction  ;  but  to  try 
a  prisoner  over  again  would  be  contrary 
to  every  principle  of  English  law.  It  is 
alsuj  contrary,  in  my  opinion,  to  every 
idea  and  principle  of  English  law,  that 
a  sentence  which  has  been  passed  by  a 
Judge  should  be  increased.  But  a 
sentence  which  is  too  severe  may  be 
diminished.  I  cannot  see  how  that  can 
injure  anybody,  and  it  is  no  more  than 
justice  to  the  prisoner.  My  suggestion 
for  a  Court  of  Criminal  Ap()eal  is  not 
that  it  should  be  a  changing  Court  as  in 
our  present  Courts,  with  the  Judges 
changing  from  day  to  day,  but  that  there 
should  be  a  permanent  Court  of  ex- 
perienced Jndgos  nominated  by  the 
Crown,  and  that  that  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal  should  have  the  power  of  settling 
aside  a  conviction  when  they  came  to  a 
clear  conclusion  that  it  had  been  wrong, 
instead  of  the  matter  going  before  the 
Home  Secretary,  upon  whom  the  bnrden 
cast  is  too  great,  and  also  that  they 
should  have  the  power  of  diminishing 
sentences  when  they  thought  those  sen- 
tences had  been  too  severe  ;  and  that  for 
the  purpose  of  doing  either  they  should 
not  bo  confined  to  the  strict  laws  of 
evidence,  or  to  any  other  strict  law, 
but  that  they  should  be  allowed  to  take 
into  consideration,  as  the  Home  Secretary 
now  does,  any  circumstance,  either  before 
or  after  the  trial.  They  should  take 
into  consideration  any  circumstance 
which  might  be  brought  before  them. 
But,  nevertheless,  the  institution  of  a 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  should  in  no 
way  interfere  with  the  exercise  of  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown  in  dispensing 
mercy,  either  before  or  after  an  inquiry 
by  the  Court  of  Appeal,  but  such  mercy 
should  not  be  extended  on  the  ground  ot 
either  a  wrong  conviction  or  a  wrong 
sentence,  those   being  questions  left  for 
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the   determination  of  the   Court.     That 
prerogative  should  be  exercised  by  the 
Crown  just  as  it  is  now.     Then  it  may 
be  said  there  might  be  a  difficulty  in 
getting  this  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  to 
meet.     My  suggestion  is,  that  the  Judges 
nominated  on  that  Court  should  under- 
take— -it  will  be  a   fresh    burden    upon 
them,  but  they  must  undertakeit — to  hear 
any  criminal  appeal  within,  say,    three 
'weeks,    or   such   other   time   as    might 
be    limited,     but    a    very    short    time 
after   the    trial,    when    it    was   desired 
to   revise  the   sentence.     At  any   time 
of  the  year  they  must  be  ready  to  attend 
the  Court,  for  promptitude  in  these  cases 
'is  a  matter  of  es-seutial  importance.    My 
Lords,   these  are  matters  in  the  adminis- 
tration  of   the  law  which  I  cannot  help 
thinking  of  great  importance  all  of  them. 
They   are  defects  which  it  may  be  made 
out— they    are    all    alleged     defects— 
which  ought  to  be  inquired  into,  and  if 
'they   are  found  to  exist  they  ought  to 
have  a  remedy  applied  to  them.     I  have 
thought  that  the   best  way  of  getting 
people  to  consent  to  be  convinced  that 
some   of   them    were,  perhaps,  not  well 
'founded,  and  as  to  those  which  might  be 
'found   to   be  existing,  the  best  way  to 
consult  upon  their  remedy,  and  to  suggest 
a  remedy,  was  to  have  a  R.iyal  Commis- 
sion, a  Commission  not  of  J  udges  alone, 
not  of  lawyers  alone,  bat  of  persons  of  ex- 
perience in  business,  in  country  life,  and 
in  Tjondon  life  ;  and  then,  if  they  come  to 
an  accord,  I  have  thought  myself  that  any 
legislation  would  be  greatly  facilitated  if 
brought  forward  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
As  haa  been  said  by  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Brnmwell)  to-day  of  himself 
)B8   a  young  Parliamentary   hand,  I  d^ 
not   pretend   to  have  anj*  experience  as 
to    Parliamentary     procedure.     I     find 
myself  generally    wrong  if  I  attempt  to 
do  anything  in  the  Parliamentary  way, 
and  if  my  noble  and  learned    Friend  on 
the    Woolsack   thinks  there  is  any  other 
mode  of  getting  at  the  facts  and  carr}'- 
ing   out  this  inquiry,   of  suggesting  a 
remedy  and  getting  that  remedy  carried 
out   in  any  better  way  than  by  a  Royal 
Commission,  I  am  quite  ready  to  accede 
to  that     Bat  this  I  will  say,  that  having 
brought   my   mind  that   at    all   events 
some   of    these    things  would  be  for  the 
benefit  of  the  law,  as  far  as   I   am   con- 
cerned, T  will  never  stay  my  hand  until 
I   have    had  the  matter  fully  inquired 
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into,  and  until  I  have  either  through  n 
Royal  Commis.sion  or  in  some  other  way 
secured  a  suggestion  for  remedies  which 
I  think  mny  be  carried  out  by  the 
Legislative. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  I  do  not 
suppose  there  is  any  one  of  your  Lordships 
who  will  deny  the  importauce  of  the  seve- 
ral topics  to  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  has  called  attention.   The  difficulty 
one  has  in  following  him  is  that  the  topics 
are  so  wide  and  so  important,  and  have 
been  spread   over  such   a  considerable 
field,  that,  with  regai-d  to  some  of  them, 
it   is   impossible    to    suppase    they   are 
proper  subjects  of   inquiry.     They   are 
subjects   of    high    State     {lolicy,    upon 
which  we  are  quite  preimred  to  consider 
any    legislation    which    my    noble    and 
learned   Friend   may    think    proper    to 
bring  forward.     I  shall  have  a  word  or 
two  presently  to   say    upon   the    other 
points   in    his     speech ;    but   upon    the 
subject  of  his  last  observations  in  regard 
to  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal,  I   have 
only  to  point  out  to  him  that  an  increase 
would  be  necessary  in  the   number  of 
Judges.     He  says  there  is  already  con- 
siderable arrear  in  the  performance  of 
their  duties  by  Judges  of  first  instance 
in   the    Queen's    Bench    Division,   and 
the   creation   of    a   Court    of    Criminal 
Appeal,  would  involve  the  necessity  of 
adding  other    judges,  increasing    their 
labours    by    the     necessity     of    sitting 
within    three   weeks   of   the   conviction 
appealed  from.     A  prisoner  could  not  be 
worse  off,  and  might  be  better  off,  by  an 
appeal,  and   it   would  not  be  unnatural, 
therefore,  to  suppose  that  everybody  who 
i.s    convicted    would    like    to   take    his 
chance  of  getting  off  rather  than  he  would 
remain  under  the  sentence  of  the  Judge 
who  convicted  him.     I  only  point  that 
out  to  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  as 
showing  the  difficulty  which  arises  from 
sprc^ading  over  so  wide  a  field  matters, 
some  of  which  might  need  inquiry,  and 
others   might    be   made    the  subject  of 
legislatioii,    if    my    noble    and    learned 
Friend  thinks  proper  to  bring  it  forward. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  in  the  latter 
part  of  his  speech,  he,  to  some  extent, 
filled  the  character  of  Balaam  ;  because, 
having  Iwgun  by  showing  defects  in  the 

administration  of  the  law 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR :    I  am 
ot  quite  certain  tliat  one  gets  rid  of  an 
ibservatioa   by  introducing  ft  quolifica- 
tiou  of  that  sort.     1  am  at  a  Iosr  to  know 
what   is   meant   by   an    alleged   defect, 
wliich  is  not  a  defect,  for  which  a  remedy 
is  desired.     He  has  at  all  events  suggcs- 
d  to  your  Lonlships  that,  so  far  as  the 
ourt  of  Appeal    is   concerned,  it  gets 
rough  its  work  extremely  well,  and  is 
a  highly  satisfactory   condition.     Of 
arse  one  is  glad  to  hear  that  thus  there 
a  sort  of  favourable  contrast  with  other 
lonrts.      But   there  was   one   factor  in 
;hat  problem  which  he  omitted  to  notice. 
The  Judges    of  the  Court  of  Appeal  are 
supposed  to    have    undertaken    to    go 
lircuit  if  necessary,  but  they  have  been 
lieved  from   that  necessity  ;  ond  they 
ave   thus  escaped   duties  which    have 
,ow   to  be    discharged    exclusively    by 
ndges  of  the  Queen's  Bench   Division. 
]t  is  not  unnatural,  under  those  circum- 
itances,  that  the  Judges  of  the  Queen's 
nch  Division  have  not  been  able  to 
'get  through  their  work.     Therefore,  it  is 
not  a  full    statement  of  the  case  tu  say 
that  the   Judges  of   the   Queen's  Bench 
have  not  been  able  to  get  through  all 
"  eir  work,    while   the    Judges   of  the 
yourt  of   Appeal  have  done  so,  because 
there  has  been   a   transference  of  work 
from   one   set  of   Judges  to   the  other. 
Now,    with     reference    to    the    alleged 
defect  by  reason   of  delay,  I  think  ray 
loble    and   learned    Friend  has    hardly 
one  ju.stice  to    the  course  of   legislation 
OS    affecting  our  administration    of  the 
w  in  later  years.     For   very  sufficient 
asons    I    think    the  Legislaturi;    has 
'determined     that      parties    should     be 
admissible   witnesses,  and  also   that  in 
the  Courts  of   Chancery  oral  testimony 
should    be  substituted   for  written  pro- 
ceedings in  the  trial  of  onuses.     The  in- 
evitable effect  of  these  two  changes  has 
been  that  causes  last  a  great  deal  longer 
than  they  used  to  do.     What  is  known 
AS  H''short  cau8e"has  almost  disappeared ; 
wherever  there  is  a  question  in  dispute 
plaintiff  and  defendant  and   their  wit- 
nesses have    to   be  called   to  contradict 
each  other,  and  the  natural  consequence 
w  that  the  hearing  of  causes  is  prolonged. 
In  spite  of  these  changes,  however,  the 
work  of  the  Courts  is  done  more  quickly, 
and   judgments    are    arrived    at    more 
rapidly,  than  they  used   to  be  in  times 
t,     My     principal    objection    to    the 


suggestion  that  we  should  institute  an 
inquiry  as  regards  many  of  the  matters 
mentioned  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  is  that,  if  the  defects  exist  as  he 
states  them,  the  facts  are  susceptible 
of  being  ascertained  by  the  Rule 
Committee,  of  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  like  myself,  is  a  mem- 
ber. If  thei-e  ore  these  great  defects, 
two  of  them  to  which  ho  gave  the 
adherence  of  his  own  weighty  opinion, 
namely,  the  abuse  of  the  system  of 
interrogiitories,  and  of  the  inspection  of 
documents,  summonses,  and  so  forth,  are 
defects  which  would  be  manifest  upon 
very  short  inquiry  by  himself  and  the 
other  members  of  that  Committee,  and 
they  are  susceptible  of  being  removed 
by  the  Committee.  They  have  complete 
jurisdiction,  and  the  Rule  Committee  was 
intended  by  the  Judicature  Acts  to  have 
complete  jurisdiction  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  any  defects  in  the  administration  of 
justice  which  might  be  found  to  exist. 
During  the  last  five  years,  I  can  answer 
for  it,  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
not  brought  before  the  Rule  Committee 
or  suggested  any  rule  or  order  with  the 
object  of  remedying  any  of  these  alleged 
defects.  I  can  assure  him,  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  and  1  think  I  can  answer  for 
the  other  members  of  the  Rule  Com- 
mittee, that  the  Committee  will  now 
gladly  receive  and  consider  any  sugges- 
tion he  may  make  for  the  pur[)ose  of 
removing  these  defects.  Then  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee over  which  he  presided  ;  but  he 
does  not  seem  to  be  aware  that  out  of  41 
suggestions  that  have  been  reported  by 
that  Committee,  it  has  been  my  pleasure 
and  privilege  to  carry  '21  of  them  into 
effect,  and  thot  the  whole  of  them  would 
have  been,  at  all  events,  attempted — I 
do  not  sjiy  successfully — to  be  carried 
into  effect  but  for  the  difficulty  of  j)ro- 
curing  the  assent  of  Parliament  to  the 
apjiointment  of  a  sixth  Judge  in 
Chancery,  a-s  he  recommends.  That  is 
also  a  question  capable  of  being  brought 
before  the  House.  Are  we  to  suppose 
that  the  inquiry  already  made  before  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  and  his  Com- 
mittee is  to  be  thrown  away,  and  that  we 
are  to  begin  again  lU;  noi'o  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  as  if  there  had  been  no 
Buch  inquiry  1  I  have  here  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  which  extends  over 
108   pages.     A  great  many    witnesses 
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^ere  examined,  and  the  Committee 
came  to  the  conclusion  I  have  referred 
to.  All  that  the  Committee  recom- 
mended which  coald  be  carried 
into  effect  has  been  done.  I  may 
remind  the  noble  aud  learned  Lord 
that  he  was  himself  a  party,  a  short 
time  since,  to  making  a  new  rule  or  order 
that  would  have  a  considerable  effect  in 
saving  costs,  and  which  was  made  for  the 
purpose  of  rendering  the  costs  in  the 
different  divisions  of  the  Courts  the 
same.  That  has  not  liuen  so  long  ago  as 
that  one  can  safely  say  yet  that  it  has 
failed.  Then,  with  regard  to  the  only 
complaint  as  to  our  usual  administration 
of  justice,  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  put  forward  as  being  a  necessary 
subject  for  inquiry,  I  think  it  will  be 
found  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has,  on  more  than  one  occasiop,  admitted 
that,  according  to  his  judgment,  from 
the  inquiries  he  has  mtide,  many  of  the 
complaints  that  have  been  made  against 
the  administration  of  justice  are  un- 
founded. I  think  if,  with  his  experience 
and  his  knowledge  of  the  subject,  he 
thinks  they  are  unfounded,  and  says  so, 
it  cannot  be  said  to  Ixt  desirable  that  a 
Royal  Commission  should  be  ap[K)iuted 
to  inquire  into  them  when  we  have  his 
own  authoritative  statement  that  they 
are  not  so  well-founded  as  some  people 
imagine.  Then,  as  to  the  Circuits,  the 
noble  and  learned  Ijord  thinks  that  the 
Circuits  ought  to  be  diminished,  but 
except  in  particular  counties  where  the 
number  of  the  population  has  been  sup- 
posed to  render  it  necessir^'  to  maintain 
them,  be  must  be  awure  that  the  number 
of  the  Circuits  has  been  diminished. 
That  change  was  made  not  so  very  long 
ago.  A  Bill  was  passed  last  year  with 
the  object  of  relieving  her  Alajesty's 
Judges  when  on  circuit  from  the  trial  «.>f 
certain  classes  of  heavy  cases  which  had 
hitherto  almost  exclusively  occupied 
their  time,  and  which  had  occupied  them 
longer  on  circuit  than  they  need  be.  At 
this  moment  I  have  not  the  number  of 
criminal  cases  which  they  have  been 
relieved  from,  but  it  has  been  not  in- 
considerable, but  the  Bill  passed  last 
year  has  been  a  relief  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. Then,  with  reference  to  the  sug- 
gested relief  which  my  noble  and  learned 
i^riend  mentions  as  to  the  sittings  of  the 
Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions,  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  inconvenience  is  felt  in 
Lord  Haltbury 


the  present  condition  of  things  after  the 
pa.ssing  of  that  Bill  which  it  is  not  now 
perfectly  easy  to  remove  without  any 
legislation  and  without  any  inquiry.  If 
inconveniences  are  supposed  to  exist 
nothing  can  be  easier  than  to  call  attention 
to  them  and  to  endeavour  to  remove  them. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  has  also 
said  that  I  attempted  to  carrj-  into  effect 
a  resolution  of  the  Judges,  to  which  he 
has  referred,  passed  with  the  view  of 
better  apportioning  the  work  of  the  cir- 
cuits, that  is,  with  reference  to  the 
grouping  of  certain  centres  of  population, 
and  not  sending  the  Judges  of  Assizu  to 
each  county  in  turn.  Why,  I  was 
met  by  protests  from  every  county 
in  England,  and  the  opposition  to 
my  proposal  was  headed  by  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice,  who  is  par- 
ticularly conversant  with  those  matters, 
and  who  thought  it  his  duty  to  publicly 
protest  against  the  carrying  out  of  the 
resolution  of  the  Judges.  Of  course,  in 
the  face  of  such  opposition,  both  by  the 
counties  and  the  head  of  the  Common 
Ltiw  Division,  it  was  impossible  for  me 
to  attempt  to  carry  that  re8<ilution  of  the 
JudgfS  into  effect  by  legislation.  In  such 
circumstaucea  what  possible  good  could 
further  inquiry  do!  What  further 
inquiry  is  wanted  on  the  subject? — 
because  that  seems  to  be  the  point  of 
my  noble  Friend's  observations.  We 
know  what  the  facts  arc.  If  you  have 
only  a  certain  number  of  Judges,  with 
more  for  them  to  do  than  they  can  do, 
the  causes  must  either  be  delayed  or  j-on 
must  increase  the  number  of  Judges. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  is  against 
increasing  the  number  of  Judges,  at  all 
events  in  the  Common  Law  DivisioB, 
and  fi.>r  the  purpose  of  diminishing  the 
ditficulties  which  consequently  exist,  as 
he  says,  at  present,  he  proposes  to  cast 
new  duties  dpon  them.  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  quite  desirable  to  proceed  to 
examine  the  whole  of  our  Common  Law 
administration,  either  by  Royal  Commis- 
sion or  even  by  extending  such  observa- 
tions as  I  am  addressing  to  your  Ijord- 
ships  to-night.  Now,  turning  to  the 
remarks  that  have  fallen  from  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  in  reference  to  the  ad- 
minstration  of  the  Criminal  Law,  I  think 
the  observations  made  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  as  to  the  desirability  of 
bail  being  allowed,  are  perfectly  well- 
fuandtid  ;  but  the  answer  which  I  have 


AdminUtration 


f  JCLT  17,  1890} 


of  the  Law. 


,      to 


Ppri 
PI 


make  is  this.     I  wish  to  point  out  that 

lies  entirely  within   the  discretion  of 

the  Magistajites  whether  piisonere  shall 

be  let  out  on  bail  or  not,  and  I  confess 

ihat  in  these  days,  when  railways  and  the 

ilectric  telegraph  make  it  so  dilBcult  for 

rrsons  out  on  bail  to  escape  from  justice, 
cannot  understand  the  reluctance  of 
agistrates  to  allow  prisoners  out  on 
1.  The  Magistrates  can  do  it  if  they 
e,  and,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
,Te  overand  over  again  protested  against 
e  reluctance  of  some  of  the  Magis- 
tes  in  this  country  to  admit  people  to 
il,  even  on  their  own  recognizances, 
'hey  can  do  it  if  they  please,  and  if  they 
ink  it  right  to  do  so.  It  is  only  right 
to  observe  that  at  Common  Law  a  mis- 
demeanant is  entitled  to  bail.  For 
>ns  which  seemed  good  to  the  Legis- 
itare  not  so  very  long  ago  the  law  was 
tered,  and  it  was  left  to  the  discretion 
the  Magistrates  whether  misde- 
leanants  should  be  entitled  to  give  bail 
ir  not.  But  that  is  aomdition  of  things 
hich  no  inquiry  by  a  Royal  Commission 
could  alter.  No  alteration  of  the  law 
is  required  in  that  respect.  It  depends 
upon  the  modes  in  which  the  Magis- 
trates think  it  right  to  administer  the 
law  personally.  I  entirely  agree  with 
jny  noble  and  learned  Friend  that  it  is 
ihe  idlest  thing  in  the  world  in  the 
present  day,  when  it  is  so  difficult  for 
people  to  move  from  place  to  place 
without  being  detected,  for  Magistrates 
to  manifest  so  much  reluctance  to  admit 
bail,  but  at  present  1  cannot  see  why 
lOy  Royal  Commission  should  bu  ap- 
pointed to  make  a  difEerence  in  the  law, 
the  Magistrates  having  now  full  power 
in  the  matter.  With  regard  to  the 
creation  of  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal, 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  concur  with 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  in  the 
observations  he  has  made.  For  instance, 
I  cannot  understand  his  objection  on  the 
ground  of  novelty  to  the  solicitors  of 
"soners  petitioning  the  Home  Secretary 
the  interest  of  their  clients.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  so  entirely  novel  a  proceeding 
that  the  solicitor  of  a  parson  who  has 
been  convicted  of  a  capital  crime  should 
interfere  after  the  sentence  and  attempt 
to  obtain  meivy,  as  my  noble  and  learned 
j<Viend  suppos.'S.  I  suspect  that  was 
'ways  done ;  and  why  the  solicitors  or 
en  the  advocate  for  the  prisoner  should 
prevented  from  doing  that  I  have  not 


the  least  notion.  Lord  Esher  says  ther» 
was  a  rule  rgainst  it.  I  never  heard  of 
any  such  rule,  nor  do  I  think  such  a 
rule  every  prevailed.  I  can  only  say 
that  I  know  a  great  many  cases  in  whiclk 
it  has  been  done,  and  1  doubt  whether 
the  practice  of  their  doing  so  is  much, 
more  common  than  it  was  formerly, 
although,  no  doubt,  such  cases  are 
brought  more  prominently  before  the- 
public  now  in  consequencs  of  the  increase 
of  sensational  literature.  That  has,  no 
doubt,  increased  very  much,  and  public 
attention  has  been  of  late  years  ad- 
dressed to  such  topics  much  more  than 
it  used  to  be  ;  but  why  the  solicitor  who 
has  defended  a  convicted  person  should  not. 
be  allowedtosendinPetitions  to  the  Home 
Secretary,  if  he  pleases  to  do  so,  I  cannot 
understand.  Neither  do  I  agree  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal  only  to  decrease,  and  not  to  in- 
crease, sentences,  if  deemed  necessary. 
On  the  contrary,  in  my  opinion,  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  such  a  Court  t<j  pronounce 
the  sentence  that  the  Court  below  ought 
in  the  first  instance  to  have  pronounced. 
I  have  no  desire  to  make  invidious  dis- 
tinctions, but  I  can  remember  one  very 
remarkable  instance  in  which,  when,  in 
consequence  of  a  case  having  been  tried 
in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  it  wa» 
possible  for  a  new  trial  to  be  had,  a  man 
who  had  been  indicted  was  tried  before 
Sir  Cresswell  Cresswell,  and  sentenced. 
on  his  first  trial  to  seven  years'  trans- 
portation. A  new  trial  was  ordered, 
though  the  Privy  C<juncil  afterwards 
held  that  the  Court  had  gone  beyond  its. 
functioTi.s  in  doing  so  ;  but  when  the: 
man  was  tried  a  second  time  and  con- 
victed, his  sentence  was  not  the  same, 
for,  instead  of  seven  years'  he  waa 
sentenced  on  the  second  occasion  to  ten 
years'  penal  servitude.  That  certainly 
does  not  show  that  it  is  contrary  to  tha 
law  of  England  that  a  sentence  should  be 
increased.  I  rather  think  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  been  somewhat  mis- 
led in  this  matter,  having  regard  to  the 
confirmation  and  increase  of  sentences 
in  Ireland.  It  is  quite  true  that  accord- 
ing to  the  summary  jurisdiction  in 
England  you  cannot  increase  sentences  ^ 
but  the  Irish  Act  is  differently  framed, 
and  there  is  a  difference,  therefore,  with 
regard  to  dealing  with  the  sentences  of 
Magistrates   in    Ireland    and    England. 
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Now,  on  the  -whole,  the  only  thing  I  can 
eay  to  my  noblo  and  learned  Friend  is 
this  :  That  a  great  many  of  the  defects 
in  the  administration  of  the  law  to  which 
he  has  referred,  are,  I  think,  susceptible 
of  remedy,  if  they  exist,  under  the 
existing  law.  Whether  they  exist  or 
not  most  be  within  the  knowledge 
of  the  learned  Judges  of  the  Court  of 
which  he  is  a  member  ;  and  if  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  will  bring  forward 
these  matters  before  the  Rule  Committee, 
and  make  any  proposals  for  amending  the 
administration  of  the  law,  I  will  under- 
take to  say  that  they  will  receive  the 
most  thorough  and  careful  consideration, 
with  the  utmost  desire  on  the  part  of 
myself  and  the  other  members  of  that 
Committee  to  remedy,  and  then  when  we 
have  done  all  we  can,  and  exhausted  that 
means  of  remedying  the  defects  which 
he  perceives,  and  it  is  found  that  legisla- 
tion or  inquiry  is  desirable  in  addition, 
in  order  to  do  more  than  we  have  been 
able  to  do  by  our  existing  powers,  I 
think  then  the  time  will  have  come 
when  my  noble  Friend  will  l)o  entitled 
to  say  we  have  exhausted  all  our  powers, 
and  yet  there  are  defects  to  be  remedied 
in  the  English  law,  and  that  he  calls  for 
a  Royal  Commission.  But  until  that 
time  has  arrived,  until  he  has  exhausted 
that  verj'  practical  mode  of  operation,  I 
think  it  is  undesirable  and  unwise  to 
tear  up  the  Judicature  Act  of  1875  by 
the  roots  to  see'  how  tlie  plant  is  growing. 
Until  then  I  cannot  give  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  any  encoumgement  in  the 
notion  that  the  Government  will  consent 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Commission 
he  asks  for. 

•The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  :  My  noble 
end  learned  Friend  opposite  has  made  an 
important,  useful,  and  interesting  speech, 
but  I  caunot  help  agreeing  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor  that  he  has  not  made 
out  a  case  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Royal  Commission,  though  I  should  be 
the  last  per.son  to  deny  that  there  may 
be  cnRva  which  are  best  met  in  that  way. 
But  when  certain  definite  allegations  are 
made  upon  the  subjects  of  delay  and  of 
«x[>cn3e,  I  think  it  ought  to  be  shown 
that  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
chose  evils,  as  far  as  they  really  exist,  are 
«o  connected  with  the  general  system  of 
judicature  established  by  law  as  not  to 
be  capable  of  having  remedies  applied  to 
them,  either  by  existing  authority  or  by 
Lord  Halahury 


new  legislation,  as  experience  may  sug- 
gest, without  taking  a  step,  which,  as  it 
seems  to  me,  might  involve  a  general  revi- 
sion of  the  whole  system  for  which  there 
is  no  necessity.  That,  in  my  judgment, 
would  be  an  evil,  unless  there  were  a 
necessity  for  it.  I  quite  concur  with  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  in  thinking 
that  such  evils  as  unnecessary  dehiy  in 
trial,  unnecessary  details  of  procedure 
which  contribute  to  delay  and  ex- 
pense, and  unnecessary  expense  gene- 
rally, are  evils  to  which  the  minds  of 
everyone  connected  with  the  adminia- 
tration  of  justice  ought  to  be  addressed. 
But  I  must  say  that  as  to  some  things 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack  has  adverted,  the  Council 
of  Judges,  or,  if  necessary,  a  Depart- 
mental Commission  such  as  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  presided  over,  have 
quite  adequate  powers  to  obtain  the  need- 
ful information  and  to  suggest  the  neces- 
sary remedies,  and  I  should  not  feel  confi- 
dent that  such  a  mixed  Commission  as  has 
been  suggested  would,  a.s  to  many  things 
which  are  so  very  technical,  have  equal 
weight  with  the  other  modes  of  inquiry. 
Therefore,  I  cannot  but  hope  that  these 
matters  will  be  dealt  with  without  that 
elaborate  and  large  machinery.  I  do 
not  like  travelling  into  the  numerous 
and  interesting  topics  to  which  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  adverted  ; 
but  I  am  tempted  to  8i«y  a  word  or  two 
as  to  his  views  of  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal.  I  shall  not  say  anything  as  to 
the  abstract  desirableness  of  having 
some  more  effective  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal  than  we  have  at  present ;  but  I 
do  think  it  is  necessary,  when  that  matter 
IS  considered,  that  its  consequences 
should  be  thoroughly  considered  too.  If 
there  were  such  a  Court  of  Appeal  as  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  suggested, 
it  seems  to  me  there  would  be  a 
great  probability  of  the  criminal  work 
of  the  Courts  being  very  largely 
increased,  so  as  to  make  their  exist- 
ing strength  for  the  trial  of  civil  and 
criminal  cases  quite  inadequate.  If 
the  conditions  were  such  as  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  sug- 
gested ;  if,  ns  the  Lorfl  Chancellor 
has  said,  the  prisoners  may  possibly 
gain,  and  could  not  possibly  lose,  I  should 
imagine  that,  subject  to  the  considera- 
tion of  expense  which  might  o{)erate  in 
some    cases,    it    would    ha    the   almost 
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iniversal  practice,    in    important  cases, 
(to    make    such     an  appeal.     The   mere 
[delay    entailed     would,     in     cafies     of 
'  capital      importanoe,      be     a     sufficient 
inducement  for   an   appeal,   and   would 
render     the    carrying    out    the      sen- 
(tence    improbable;     because,     after     a 
(considerable  delay,    and    one    or  more 
protracted   investigations,   there    would 
very  little   probability  of  the  capital 
isentence  being'  carried  into  effect  in  any 
[case.       But   I  must  go  a  little  further 
Ifuid  say,  if  there  is  to  be  such  a  Court  of 
ICriminal  Appeal,  I  tliink  it  would  never 
lo  to  give  it  both   the   functions  of  a 
ourt  of  Law  and  the  discretion   of  the 
rfiome   Secretary.      If    I   did   not   mis- 
understand my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
he   suggested  that  a  Court  of   Criminal 
Appeal  should  not  be  bound  by  the  rules 

^of  evidence.  Now,  1  do  think  that  is  a 
departure  from  the  principle  of  a  Court 
of  Appeal.  The  Court  of  Appeal  may 
be  very  competent  to  detennine  whether 
there  has  been  a  satisfactory  trial  of  a 
prisoner,  or  whether  there  has  lieen  a 
proper  sentence  passed  upon  him,  and, 
if  necessary,  to  direct  a  new  trial,  or,  in 
some  cases,  even  to  reverse  a  sentence  ; 
but  to  do  tliat  as  a  Court  of  Appeal,  not 
noting  upon  ordinary  judicial  rules, 
but  by  way  of  departure  from  them, 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  confusion  of 
functions  essentially  discordant.  And 
further,  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
applications  to  the  Home  Secretary  when 
the  appeal  had  been  heard,  and  had 
failed,  would  be  at  all  less  numerous, 
or  that  the  way  of  dealing 
with  them  would  be  at  all  differ- 
ent in  ita  character  from  what  it  now  is. 
There  must  always  be  a  tribunal  capable 
of  advising  the  Crown  as  to  the  preroga- 
tive of  mercy,  as  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  himself  said  ;  and  you  cannot 
exclude,  and  ought  not  to  exclude,  from 
the  consideration  of  that  tribuniil  matters 
which  are  not  to  bo  judged  by  the  strict 
rules  of  evidence,  matters  which 
go  to  mercy,  and  which  do  not  go  to 
the  correctness  or  incorrectness  of  the 
verdict  or  sentence.  The  two  processes 
must,  in  my  judgment,  be  kept  dis- 
tinct ;  and  I  foel  tolerably  sure  that  those 
who  imagine  that  the  functions  of  the 
l^ome  Secretary  and  his  duties  would  be 
aterially  limited  by  the  estabUshment 
'  such  a  Court  of  Appeal  are  mistaken. 
It  may  be  that  the  reasons  for  the  estab- 


lishment of  such  a  Court  are  sufficient 
to  justify  all  the  delays,  and  all  the  incon- 
veniences, which,  I  think,  would  inevitably 
arise  from  it.  But,  for  my  part,  I  am 
not  dissatisfied,  from  all  I  can  learn, 
vrith  the  way  in  which  the  functions  of 
the  Home  Secretary  have  been  exercised. 
I  agree  it  is  a  very  onerous  duty,  but  it 
is  a  duty  which  must  be  discharged. 
I  greatly  doubt  whether  prisoneis  in 
general  would  gain  anything  by  appeal- 
ing  if  sentences  could  be  increased ; 
and  I  am  not  satisfied  that  if  yon 
had  an  appeal  in  criminal  eases — I  agree, 
of  course,  that  a  man  who  has  been 
acquitted  is  not  to  be  tried  again — that 
there  is  any  just  or  sound  reason  why, 
whatever  ought  to  have  been  the  sentence 
passed  in  the  first  instance,  whether  it 
be  more  or  less  than  that  actually  given, 
should  not  be  pronounced. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  Lords,  I 
should  judge  from  the  state  of  th© 
Benches  that  this  legal  discussion  has 
not  proved  very  attractive  or  exhilerat- 
ing  to  the  Members  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  Nevertheless  I  feel  it  only  right 
to  add  a  few  observations,  even  if  it  detain 
your  Lordships  somewhat  longer.  The 
sum  and  substance  of  the  speech  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  appears  to  be  Uiis — 
everything  is  in  most  perfect  and  satis- 
factory condition  ;  inquiry  is  not  wanted, 
becanse  we  are  perfectly  acquainted 
with  all  the  facts ;  that  as  to  most  of 
the  complaints  made  we  have  the 
Rule  Committee,  which  could  remedy 
them  at  once,  en^er  and  anxious  to  act  ; 
and  that  as  to  the  remainder  we  have  a 
Legislature  prepared  to  deal  with  them 
with  great  readiness.  But,  unfortunately, 
some  of  these  evils  have  been  existing 
for  a  long  time  now,  and  the  Rule  Com- 
mittee does  not  act,  and  Parliament  does 
not  legislate,  and  we  are  left  where  we 
were  with  these  evils  still  unremedied 
and  with  the  complaints  still  ns  serious 
as  ever  they  were.  Now,  I  quite  sym- 
pathise with  some  of  the  objections 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack  has  urged  against  the 
inquiry  afiked  for;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
I  think  he  under-estimates  one  great 
advantage  which  would  be  derived  from 
such  an  inquiry.  It  would  bring  to  a 
definite  point  the  complaints  that  are 
made  and  the  allegations  that  arc  levelled 
against  particular  parts  of  our  judicial 
procedure.     There  would  be  forthcoming 
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an  authoritative  and  definite  statement 
as  to  the  existence  or  non-existence  of 
the  alleged  evils,  and  as  to  the    remedies 
which    are   desirable   or    possible ;   and 
and   that  having   been   done,  it   would 
mot  be  so  easy  for  those  who  have  the 
power   of   dealing    witli    the   matter  to 
hold  their  liands  and  do  nothing.      I  am 
not  making  any  complaint  against  either 
the  Rule  Committee  or  Parliament.    We 
know   the   natural    indisposition    to  in- 
tiugnrate    and    start     any    considerable 
change.     There  is  a  certain  amount  of 
.acepticism  as  to   the    existence   of    the 
'  evil  and  doubts  as  to  whether  alterations 
would   bo   really   likely   to  remove  the 
complaints  ;  and  in  the  alxsence  of  some- 
thing which  jx)iuts  definitely  to  the  evils 
and  to  the  remedies  those  even  who  hnve 
the  power  to  deal  with  the  matter  are 
indisposed    to    move.      I    cannot    help 
thinking  that  some  form  of  inquiry — it 
might  be  by  a  Departmental  Committee — 
into    these    matters    to    ascertain     the 
existence  of  the  evils   and  to  deal  with 
the    remedies  would    be    of    real  value. 
On  one   point  I  cannot  agree  with  my 
ooble  and  learned  Friend  who  has  just 
'  sat   down,   as    to   the    institution   of  a 
Departmental  inquiry.     I  think  that  the 
addition   to   the   Departmental  Commit- 
tee of  one  or  two  gentleman  ont«ide  the 
body  of  the  law  would  be  of  distinct  ad- 
vantage and  would  add  to  the  probability 
of   the  recommendations   being  carried 
into  effect.      Departmental  Committees 
have      been     appointed      which      have 
had   upon   them   others    than    lawyers. 
Take  one  matter  to  which  my  noble  and 
learned    Friend    opposite    alluded,    the 
question  of  increasing  by  one  the  number 
of  the    Chancery    Division    Judges.     I 
think  if  we  liad  a  layman  about  whom  no 
sort  of  suspicion  could  arise,  it  would  be 
difficult  to  resist  such  a  recommendation. 
It  is  true  that  was  recommended  by  the 
Departmental    Committee    over    which 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  presided, 
but  I  am  afraid  there  is  a  little  indisposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  Parliament  to  accept 
the  views  of  Judges  upon  the  question 
of  additions  to  their  number.     There  is 
an  idea — 1  believe  it  myself  to  be  quite 
an  unfounded  idea — that  they  would  be 
likely  to  urge  additions  to  their  number, 
with  the  view  of  lightening  their  work. 
My  experience  in  the  House  of  Commons 
has  told  me  that  that  is  certainly  the 
impression   entertained ;  and    I    cannot 
Lonl  Ilerschell 


help  thinking  that  if  such  a  recommenda- 
tion came  with  the  additional  opinion  of  a 
layman,  it  would  come  with  such  a 
weight  of  authority  as  would  be  difficult 
to  resist. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  Tf  I  am 
right,  that  recommendation  had  the  addi- 
tional weight  of  a  layman's  opinion,  the 
Member  of  the  Committee  representing 
the  Treasury. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:   I  am  aware  it 
came   with   that   additional    weight    of 
being  a  recommendation  by  a  Member 
of  the  Treasury.     I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  addition  upon  the  Committee 
of  a  man  versed  in  public  affairs  would 
add  considerably  to  the  confidence  felt  in 
their   Report,  and  consequently   to  the 
prolmbility   of  the  recommendations   of 
the   Committee   being   adopted.     I   am 
not  going  in  detail  into  the  matters  to 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
called  attention.     I  quite  agree  with  him 
that    these    questions    of    discovery    of 
documents    and    administration    of    in- 
terrogatories   broadcast     in     every    ac- 
tion    demand    serious    and    immediate 
attention.     I    am    quite    satisfied    that 
with  all  the  advantages  which  I  believe 
have  resulted  from  the  Judicature  Acta, 
they  hav"  brought  with  them,  as  was 
inevitable    in   a    great   change   of  that 
description,  certain  mischiefs  which  have 
been  a  drawback  to  the  general  advantage. 
Bat  after  a  system  has  been  in  work  for 
a  considerable  number  of  years,  as  this 
has,  those   drawbacks  liecome   manifest, 
and    you    have    acquired   sufficient   ex- 
perience to  gauge  their  importance  and 
ti3  determine  whether  they  should  or  not 
bo  grappled  with.     The  expense  attend- 
ing ordinary  Common  Law  actions  has 
been  very  greatly  increased,  undoubtedly 
owing  to  the  new  system  of  procedure 
which  has  been  adopted  ;  ami  that  is,  of 
course,  a  very  great  evil.     One  matter 
to  which  I  should  like  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  the   large 
number  of  appeals  from  inferior  Courts 
to  the  Divisional  Courts.     This  is  a  great 
part  of  the  work  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division,    and    a   very   important   part. 
The  tendency  has  been  constantly — and 
I  do  not  complain  at  all  of  it — to  send 
more  and   more    work   to   the    inferior 
tribunals   of    this  cnuntr)-,  and  appeals 
from  their  decisions  are  brought  to  the 
Queen's  Bench.     But  those  api^als  are 
80  numerous  and  often  raise  such  impor- 
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tant  questions,  that  the  Court  of  Appeal 
in  such  cases  should  certainly  be  of  a 
satisfiU-'tory character;  and, except  in  cases 
where  there  has  been  a  further  appeal, 
enfficient  attention  has  not  been  paid  to 
the  importance  of  making  that  Court  of 
Appeal  one  of  a  satisfactory  character. 
At  present  aDivisional  Court  is  formed  on 
no  particular  principle  ;  any  two  Judges 
available  at  the  time  may  sit  us  an 
Appeal  Court  from  the  decisions  of  the 
inferior  Courta — to-day  these  two  Judges, 
to-raorrow  other  two  Judges — and  very 
often  matters  of  great  importance  are 
determined  by  them  conclusively  with- 
out appeal.  I  venture  to  suggest  that 
this  Court  of  Appeal  from  the  inferior 
Courta  ought  to  be  a  tribunal  constitute<l 
for  the  purpose,  and  selected  from 
among  the  Judges,  with,  of  course, 
power  to  substitute  one  for  another 
should  occasion  require  it  for  this  pur- 
fiose  ;  so  that  it  should  be  understood  to 
be  the  regular  Court  of  Appeal  from  the 
inferior  Courts,  and  selected  of  Judges 
whose  decisions  would  command  general 
satisfaction  and  reliance.  If  you  were 
to  do  that,  I  believe  you  would  greatly 
improve  your  judicial  system ;  for  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that,  while  you  are 
sending  these  cases  more  and  more  to  the 
inferior  Courts,  it  is  necessary  that  you 
ihould  have  an  App<?al  Court  that  will  be 
satisfactory.  As  matters  stand  at  pre- 
sent, if  a  man  has  sufficient  means,  he 
may  rely  on  getting  his  case  thoroughly 
and  satisfact^irily  tried  ;  but  I  do  not  feel 
altogether  the  same  amount  of  certainty 
in  the  case  of  a  man  who  had  not  those 
means,  and  whose  case  may  be  dealt  with 
in  a  different  fashion.  So  that  I  think 
if  cases  are  to  be  sent  to  the  County 
Courts,  it  would  be  much  more  satisfac- 
tory that  you  should  provide  a  really 
reliable  Court  of  Appeal  from  those 
tribunals.  It  is  not  only  a  question  of 
the  County  Courts,  but  there  are  the 
Justices'  Courts,  among  others,  from 
which  the  Crown  cases  come  for  de- 
termination. This  work  which  has 
become  important  enough  of  late  years 
Tequires  to  be  specially  dealt  with. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  circuits,  I  do 
not  think  you  would  gain  very  much  by 
the  proposal  to  concentrate  the  circuit 
•work  in  particular  towns,  when  you 
•weigh  the  inconvenience  that  would 
Arise  from  witnesses  having  to  be  brought 
considerable  distances,  and  the  dissatis- 


faction that  would  be  produced  by 
jnakinif  the  trials  less  local,  against  the 
possibility  of  a  few  days  saved  in  the 
circuit.  I  will  not  pursue  the  inquiry 
into  the  further  questions  which  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  touched 
upon  except  the  last,  as  to  the  creation 
of  a  Court  of  Appeal,  which  is  of  so 
important  a  character  that  I  think  it 
would  be  wrong  for  me  to  be  silent  upon 
it,  inasmuch  as  I  agree  very  much  with 
what  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
said,  and  have  the  misfortune  to  differ 
very  completely  from  both  my  noble  and 
learned  Friends  who  followed  him.  I 
have  always  felt  it  to  be  utterly  dis- 
creditable to  our  jurisprudence  that  we 
should  have  no  Court  of  Appeal  in 
criminal  cases.  I  cannot  see  how,  on 
principle,  this  state  of  things  can  be 
justified.  If  there  is  a  £10  note  at 
issue  in  a  case,  the  Legisloture  provides 
abundance  of  appeals  to  secure  that 
neither  shall  a  jury  wrongfully  fix  a 
man's  liability  nor  the  law  determine 
wrongly  against  him,  yet  in  a  matter  of 
life  and  death  there  is  no  such  provision. 
If  a  man's  liberty  for  the  rest  of  his  days 
or  for  a  lengthened  period,  or  even  his 
life  is  at  stake,  the  decision  of  the  jury 
and  the  sentence  of  the  Judge  are  to  be 
regarded  as  absolutely  conclusive.  That 
state  of  things  has  always  appeared  to  me 
to  be  entirely  unjustifiable,  and  only  to  be 
excused  if  the  evils  of  introducing  a 
system  of  appeal  were  shown  to  be  so 
overwhelming  as  to  render  it  undesirable 
to  do  so.  It  seems  to  me  the  burden  ia 
on  those  who  opposed  such  a  proposal  to 
show  that  it  is  pr^tically  impossible  to 
cArry  it  into  effect.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  who  has  just  spoken  said 
that  the  way  in  which  our  Home  Secre- 
taries have  from  time  to  time  discharged 
the  onerous  duties  resting  upon  them  is 
deserving  of  all  praise,  and  I  quite  agree 
with  him.  It  is  a  most  distasteful  task 
that  the  Home  Secretary  in  such  cases 
has  to  perform,  and  I  believe  that  every 
Home  Secretary  has  brought  to  bear 
ujKin  it  the  greatest  possible  pains  and 
care  to  do  only  that  which  is  right  and 
just  in  the  discharge  of  the  onerous 
duties  connected  vnth  the  exercise  of  the 
prerogative  of  mercy.  Nevertheless,  we 
cannot  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the 
public  are  taking  an  increasing  interest 
in  the  administration  of  justice,  par- 
cularly    in    criminal    cases  ;  and    in    a 
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particnlar  case  recently   tlie  conduct  of 
the  Home  Secretary  was  canvassed  to  an 
extent  which  never  occurred  before  ;  and 
not    only    is    that    the    caae,    but    his 
determination  is  even  felt  to  aSect  the 
Government  of  which   he  is  a  Member. 
It  is  quite  conceivable  that  cases  might 
arise — recent  occurrences   have   shown, 
indeed,  tlrnt  it  may  actually  so  happen — 
where  the  position  of  a  Government  may 
be  seriously  affected  by  the  decision  of 
tho  Home  Secretary  in  dealing  with  this 
question  of  prerogative  in  particular  cases. 
T   cannot    help    thinking   that  nothing 
could  be  more  unfortunate  than  that  that 
state  of  things  should  exist.  The  preroga- 
tive of  mercy,  of  course,  must  remain  in 
the  Crown,  and  the   intervention  of  the 
Home  Secretary  will  have  to  be  in  some 
cases  sought ;  but  the  unfortunate  state 
of  things  which  I  have  mentioned  ought 
as  far  as  possible  to  be  remedied,  and  I 
cannot    doubt    that  in   many   cases   the 
trouble  would  be  avoided   altogether  if 
there  were  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal. 
If  you  had  some  tribu  nal  to  which  an  appeal 
could  legitimately  be  made,  youwouldstop 
the  kind    of  public  iigitation  which  now 
supervenes  after  sentence  is  pronounced 
and    when   the  matter  is   brought   be- 
fore the  Home    Secretary  for   his  con- 
sideration.     Now,   the    objections    that 
havu  been  urged  are  :  that  if  you  were  to 
allow  this   to   be   done,  and  if  such   a 
Court  were  in  existence,  yon    would  be 
overwhelmed    with   these  appeals,    and 
your  Judges  would  liave  more  than  they 
could   do.     That   seems    to   me   at   tho 
outset  to  be  an  objection  which   should 
not  be  considered  for  a  moment.     If  this 
is   a    right    thing     to    be    done    in     the 
administration   of    justicfl,    and    if   the 
present  number  of  Judges  is  not  enough 
for  the  work,  then  the  country  is  bound 
to  add    suflBciently   to  the    number  of 
Judges  to  enable  this  imfxirtant  work  to 
be  done,  and  ought  not  to  refuse  to  have 
right  and  justice  done  because  the   pre- 
sent number  of  Judges  is  not  sufficient 
to   composs   the   work.     For   myself,    I 
very    much    doubt,    however,    whether 
the  objection  is  not  to  a  large    extent 
imaginary.      I     doubt     whether    there 
would  be  anything  like  the  number  of 
apjieals  which  are  alleged  as  a  reason  for 
inducing   us    to    refrain   from    making 
this  change.     I  arrive  at  that  conclusion 
for    several    reasons,   and   partly    from 
analotry  to  civil  cases.     In  civil  matters 
Lord  llersclicU 


where  people  might  appeal  there  are 
numberless  cases  where  they  do  not  do 
80,  but  submit  to  the  judgments 
against  them,  in  a  certain  number  cf 
cases,  no  doubt,  partly  on  account  of  the 
experxse,  but  in  many  cases,  because  they 
feel  that  an  appeal  would  be  hopeless ; 
and  I  believe  that  which  operates  as  a 
deterrent  from  appeals  in  civil  cases 
would  be  practically  found  to  be  sufficient 
in  criminal  cases  too.  I  do  not  think, 
therefore,  you  would  have,  as  has  been 
said,  appeals  in  every  case.  A  vast 
number  of  those  appeals  certainly  might 
be  easily  and  rapidly  dis[iosed  of.  In 
another  country,  I  have  myself  seen  a 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  at  work  ;  and 
except  for  two  or  three  serious  appeals, 
where  there  was  really  a  question  to  be 
argued  and  fought  out,  the  majority 
of  the  cases  were  disposed  of  in  a  few 
minutes,  it  being  seen  at  once  that  there 
was  nothing  in  them  at  all.  I  beUeve 
this  fear  is  greatly  exaggerated,  and  it 
does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  a  sufficient 
ground  for  refusing  to  do  that  which  I 
think  has  long  been  felt  by  many  to 
be  needed  in,  at  all  events,  some 
cases.  I  feel  certain  that  if  where 
necessary  you  had  the  matter  after 
the  verdict  of  the  jury  again 
Calmly  urgued  out  before  a  Court  of 
Api)eal,  these  public  agitations  would 
subside.  It  would  be  seen  that  the 
matter  had  been  re-considered  by  per- 
sons who  were  entirely  indejiendent  and 
unafiected  by  the  passing  influences  of 
the  moment,  which  may  bo  sometimes 
attributed  to  the  Judge  who  presided  at 
the  trial  and  to  the  jury  who  tried  the 
prisoner ;  and  you  won  Id  consequently 
find  an  absence  of  that  agitation  which 
now  is  manifested  in  particular  ciises.  I 
think,  also,  that  you  may  gain  these 
advantages  without  suffering  the  incon- 
veniences which  some  apprehend  and 
deprecate.  One  thing  further  only  I 
would  say  in  reference  to  wliat  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  has  said.  I  agree 
that  thisConrt  must  be  a  Court  of  Appeal  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  do  not  think 
there  would  be  anything  unreasonable 
or  inconsistent  with  sound  principle  in 
permitting  that  Court  of  Appeal  to  lend 
its  ears  to  any  information  which  had 
been  derived  since  the  date  of  the  trial 
— any  further  facts  which  conld  be 
brought  to  their  attention — anything,  in 
short,   which  might    be  properly  con- 
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sidered  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that 
the  judgment  arrived  at  should  not  have 
been  arrived  at,  or  would  not  have  been 
arrived  at,  if  all  the  circumstances  had 
been  known.  My  Lords, I  have  thought  it 
right,  although  of  course  it  can  have  no 
practical  eSect,  as  this  matter  has  been 
broached  to  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
my  views  upon  it ;  because  I  have  long 
been  strongly  of  opinion  that  this  is  one 
of  the  reforms  which  is  most  urgently 
needed  in  our  administration  of  justice. 

House  adjoamed  at  twenty-fiv«  minntei 

past  Seven  o'elock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  17th  July,  1890. 


QUESTIONS 


POBTIPICATIONS  AT  CAPE  TOWN. 
Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  an 
agreement  was  made  some  years  ago 
between  the  Imperial  Government  and 
the  Gape  Government  that  gfuns  should  be 
supplied  from  England  for  the  fortifi- 
cations at  Cape  Town  ;  if  he  can  inform 
the  House  how  many  guns  have  been 
provided ;  and  what  steps  are  being  taken 
to  carry  out  the  agreement  op  the  part 
of  the  Government  ? 

•The  secretary  or  STATE  toe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  I  beg  to  refer  my  hon. 
Friend  to  my  reply  of  the  3rd  instent  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston. 

DECAPITATION  OF  DAC0IT8  IN 
BDBMA. 
Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fblbwing  state- 
ment telegraphed  from  Rangoon  by  the 
Times  correspondent  on  the  12th  inst. : — 

"In  accordance  with  the  promise  made  in 
Parliament  peremptory  instmctions  were  issued 
two  years  ago  by  the  Government  of  India 
forhidding  the  contiiiuance  of  the  barbarous 
practice  of  decapitating  Dacoits  and  carrying 
the  head  through  the  country.    This  order  has 

VOL.  OOCXLVII.    fraiED  sraws.] 


been  openly  disregarded.  Two  heads,  each' 
alleged  to  be  the  head  of  Bohkyawah,  havo 
been  brought  into  Ayah  within  a  fortnight. 
The  Local  Government  have  taken  no  steps  to 
enforce  these  orders,  or  punish  their  sub- 
ordinates for  disobeying  them  ; "  « 

and  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
truth  of  this  statement,  and,  if  it  be 
found  true,  will  take  such  steps  as  may 
be  necessary  to  prevent  British  Adminis- 
tration in  Burmah  being  further  disgraoed 
by  the  practices  described  1 
•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOE  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham) : 
If  the  statement  of  the  Times  correspon- 
dent is  true,  the  distinct  orders  of  the 
Chief  Commissioner  contained  in  a 
Circular  of  the  5th  of  March,  1887,  have 
been  violated.  The  Secretary  of  State 
will  inquire  into  the  truth  of  the  state- 
ment 

ASSISTANT  SURGEONS  IN  INDIA. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretarr  of 
State  for  India  whether,  under  the 
Circular,  No.  50,  of  the  15th  of  Septem- 
ber, 1868,  which  lays  down  strictly  the 
procedure  to  be  followed  in  the  examina- 
tion of  Assistant  Surgeons,  any  power  is 
given  to  Dr.  HUson,  the  Inspector 
General  of  Civil  Hospitals,  Bengal,  t& 
reverse  the  decision  of  the  Examining 
Committee,  and  to  order  further 
examination,  as  was  done  in  the  case 
of  the  three  assistant  surgeons  who  had 
beien  regularly  examined  in  May,  1889, 
before  Drs.  Coates,  Raye,  Joubert, 
Mackenzie,  and  Saunders  ? 

•Sib  J.  GORST  :  The  Secretary  of  State 
thinks  that  the  hon.  Member  must  have 
been  misinformed,  because  the  examina- 
tion of  the  two  assistant  surgeons  referred 
to  in  the  question  wbs  held,  not  under 
the  Circular  of  the  15th  of  September, 
1868,  but  under  the  later  orders  of  the 
13th  of  October,  1880.  The  Secretary 
of  State  will  be  glad  to  show  the  Papers 
to  the  hon.  Member,  and  if  he  thinks 
them  of  suiBcient  importance  to  be  pro- 
duced they  may  then  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

NUMBER  OF  TROOPS  IN  BURMA.     ■ 

Mb.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  what  is  the  number  of  troops 
now  employed  in  Upper  Burma ;  and 
what  is  their  number  as  compared  with 
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the    population    in    India  and  .  Upper 
Burma  respectively  ? 

•Sir  J.  GORST :  The  number  of  troops 
is  11,000;  being  00004  of  the  popular 
tion  of  India,  and  '0022  of  the  population 
of  Burma. 

SiK  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  ic.) : 
Is  there  not  practically  a  large  Municipal 
Army  in  addition  to  the  troops  1 

•SiE  J.  GORST  :  In  Burma,  as  well  as 
in  eveiy  other  civilised  community  in 
the  world,  there  are  police  as  well  as 
military. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Are  there  not 
police  retained  independently  for  mili- 
tary purposes  ? 

*SiR  J.  GORST:  No,  Sir;  the  military 
in.Bnrma  are  military,  and  the  police 
«re  police. 

Mr.  summers  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  what 
is  the  total  cost  of  the  Burmese  war  up 
to  date? 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  The  cost  of  the  Bur- 
mese war  up  to  date  is  Rx.  4,524,700.* 

INDIAN  MERCHANTS  IN  THE  ORANGE 
FREE  STATE. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aihirs  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  law 
has  recently  been  promulgated  in  the 
Orange  Free  State  prohibiting,  after  the 
lapse  of  two  months,  the  residence  and 
trade  in  such  State  of  Indian  merchants, 
British  subjects ;  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  any  action  in 
the  matter  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  this 
question.  I  have  heard  that  a  law  has  been 
passed  in  the  Orange  Free  State  prohibit- 
ing residence,  except  by  permission,  and 
prohibiting  the  acquisition  of  fixed 
property  there  in  the  case  of  all  Asiatic 
races,  other  than  Cape  Malays,  but  I 
have  not  heard  that  it  has  been  promul- 
gated. The  period  of  grace  in  the  draft 
law  was  12,  and  not  two  months.  The 
High  Commissioner,  acting  under  in- 
structions from  the  High  Commissioner, 
has  made,  and  is  making,  representations 
to  the  Orange  Free  State  Government 
•gainst  the  provisions  of  the  law. 

•Mr.   BRADLAUGH:     I    received    a 
telegram  late  last  night  signed  "  Shep- 
stone,"  from  Durban,  stating  that  a  law 
Mr.  SwnnuTt 


was  promulgated  on  the  15th  prohibiting 
trade  and  residence  of  Indian  merchants 
which  is  to  take  effect  in  two  months. 
That  is  my  only  ground  for  putting  the 
question. 

KING'S  CROSS  BRANCH  POST 
OFFICE. 
Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  any 
complaints  have  reached  him  with 
reference  to  the  alleged  unsanitary  or 
tinhealthy  condition  of  the  King's  Cross 
Branch  Office,  Caledonian  Road;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  has 
been  closed  twice  owing  to  the  pre- 
valence of  fever,  and  that  there  is  rarely 
a  fnil  staff  of  clerks  owing  to  absence  by 
reason  of  illness,  the  Post  Office  Authori- 
ties wiU  inquire  into  the  matter  1 
•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr- 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University):  The 
King's  Cross  Branch  Post  Office  was 
closed  in  1881  and  1887  in  consequence 
of  the  children  of  the  tenants  of  the 
upper  floors,  and  of  the  caretaker  rrapec- 
tively,  having  scarlet  fever.  In  neither 
case  was  there  any  reason  to  think  that 
the  disease  was  caught  in  the  house. 
The  premises  have  been  specially 
examined  by  the  Chief  Medical  Officer 
to  the  Department,  who  reports  the  sani- 
tary condition  to  be  very  fair.  The  rate 
of  sick  absence  among  the  staff  has  not 
been  above  the  average.  There  is  at 
present  one  clerk  absent  with  iyphoid 
fever,  but  the  cause  is  not  attributed  to 
any  defects  in  the  office. 

ADMIRAL  FREEMANTLE. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he 
can  explain  how  it  happened  that  Admiral 
Freemantle,  during  the  recent  Anglo- 
German  Blockade  on  the  coast  of  Africa, 
hired  a  small  steamer  called  the  Somali, 
at  a  cost  of  £25  per  day,  costing  for 
about  nine  months'  hire  a  total  sum  of 
£5,000,  although  he  could  have  pur 
chased  the  vessel  when  he  chartered  her 
for  £4,000 ;  and  whether  it  is  true 
that  he  has  again  chartered  the  vessel 
for  a  further  period  of  12  months  at  £20 
per  day,  or  a  total  sum  of  £7,300 '( 
•The  FIRST  LORD  or  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  facts  of  the  case  are  as 
follows  : — The   Somali  fully  found  and 
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equipped  was  hired  at  £2o  a  day  from 
Maj  to  October,  1.S89,  and  then  for  three 
months  further  to  the  end  of  January, 
1890,  at  the  reduced  rate  of  £12  10s.  a 
day.  On  tlie  termination  of  this  periiMi 
it  was  found  necessary  to  charter  her 
for  12  months  further  at  an  increased 
rate  of  £20  a  day,  the  owners  having  re 
■presented  that  the  rate  of  £12  10i».  a 
day  had  been  accepted  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  Admiralty  would  pur- 
«hase  the  vessel  at  the  end  of  the  first 
12  months.  The  charter  uptoJanuaiy 
31  cost  £5,275,  and  the  second  charter, 
if  continued  for  the  full  12  months,  will 
oost  £7,300.  I  am  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  possibility  of  purchasing  the 
.'ionuili  for  £4,000.  The  first  charter 
included  an  option  to  purchase  the 
vessel  after  12  months'  hire  for  £12,000. 

ttUN(;ORN  POOR  LAW  GOARDIANS. 
Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  NortU- 
•wich)  :  I  teg  to  ask  tlie  President  of  the 
Local  •Government  Board  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  toirregularitii's 
in  connection  with  the  last  election  of 
<iuardian8  of  the  poor  for  the  township 
•of  Runcorn  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
*  considerable  number  of  qualified 
■  -electors  received  no  voting  papers  ;  that 
many  mistakes  in  the  distribution  and 
•collection  of  voting  papers  occurred 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  numbers  of 
the  houses  in  any  street  were  not 
entered  on  the  pajjers ;  and  that  the 
persons  employed  by  the  Returning 
OflBoer  to  assist  in  the  counting  of  the 
votiug  papers  were  two  of  his  own  sons 
and  the  Workhouse  Master,  who  had 
"been  for  many  years  his  own  clerk; 
whether  the  irregularities  affected  the 
result  of  the  election  ;  and  whether  the 
liocal  Government  Board  made  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  election  so  as  to 
fix  the  resjxinsibility  for  and  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  such  irregularities  1 

•The    PRESIDEXT   or    thk   LOCAL 
'  "GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchik, 
Tower  Uamlets,  St.  George's) :    I  have 
received  complaints  as  to  irregularities 
|an  connection  with    the   last   election  of 
'  <Guardians  for  the  township  of  Runcorn. 
A/ the  election  five  Guardians   were  to 
be  elected,  and  there   were  nine  candi- 
dates.    I  am  not  able  to  give  the  precise 
number  of  persons  who  were  entitled  to 
vote  iu  the  election,  but  it   must  have 


been  very  large,  as  one  candidate 
received  as  many  as  946  votes.  In 
communications  which  I  have  received 
from  one  of  the  candidates  it  is  alleged 
that  in  37  cn«es  there  was  a  failure 
either  to  distribute  or  to  collect  voting 
papers.  I  have  made  inquiry  as 
to  each  of  these  cases,  and  find 
that  in  some  of  them  a  satisfactory 
explanation  has  been  given.  For  instance, 
there  are  cuees  where  persons  had  left 
the  house  in  res[)ect  of  which  thoy 
were  assessed  prior  to  the  election.  In 
others  the  collectors  were  unable  to 
obtain  an  answer  when  they  called  with 
the  voting  papers.  There  are  other 
aiees  in  which  mistakes  have  occurred 
through  inadvertence  in  preparing  the 
votingpapers orotherwise.  Itis.however, 
to  be  observed  that  in  the  public  notice 
which  is  given  of  the  election  the  atten- 
tion of  the  electors  is  distinctly  called  to 
the  fact  that  if  any  voter  fails  to  receive 
a  voting  pajwr  on  the  day  of  the  distri- 
bution, or  if  any  voting  paper  is  not 
collected  through  the  default  of  the  Re- 
turning Officer,  or  any  person  employed 
to  collect  the  voting  papers,  the  voter  is 
entitled  to  attend  at  the  place  fixed  by 
the  Returning  Officer,  and  there  per- 
sonally hand  in  a  voting  paper  filled  up 
by  him.  I  learn  from  the  Returning 
Officer  that  in  one  case  a  messenger,  who 
asked  for  voting  papers  for  certain 
electors,  was  informed  that  if  the  electors 
wished  to  vote  it  would  bo  necessary  that 
they  should  attend  before  the  Returning 
Officer  for  the  purpose.  In  none  of  the 
cases,  however,  did  the  elector  avail 
himself  of  this  right.  It  is  impossible 
for  me  to  say  whether  the  result  of  the 
election  would  have  been  affected  if  the 
persons  in  the  cases  referred  to  had 
availed  themselves  of  the  right  to  which 
I  have  alluded.  I  have  no  definite  in- 
formation as  to  whether  or  not  the  sons 
of  the  Returning  Officer  and  the  Work- 
house Master  assisted  the  Returning 
Officer  in  counting  the  votes,  but  the 
officer  was  entitled  to  have  assistance  in 
this  duty,  and  it  does  not  appear  to  me 
that  there  was  any  objection  to  the 
employment  of  these  persons.  It  is  a 
matter  for  regret  that  irregularity  should 
have  occuri-ed  in  any  of  these  cases,  but 
I  am  not  satisfied  that  there  was  any 
wilful  neglect,  and  after  full  considera- 
tion the  Local  Government  Board 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  cir- 
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cnmstances  were  not  sach  as  to  require 
that  the  heavy  expense  of  a  new  election 
should  be  incurred. 

PARISH  BOUNDARIES  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Mb.  CRAWFORD  (Livnark,  N.E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  is  aware  that  doubts  have  arisen  as  to 
the  powers  of  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners under  "The  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Act,  1889,"  to  alter  the 
boundaries  of  parishes  ;  and  whether  he 
would  have  any  objection  to  state,  for 
the  satisfaction  of  Ixjcal  Authorities,  to 
whom  litigation  would  be  a  serious 
matter,  whether  the  Commissioners  have 
any  power  to  detach  a  portion  of  a  pariah 
lying  entirely  in  one  county  for  the 
purpose  of  connecting  the  detached  por- 
tions of  another  parish,  also  wholly  in 
the  same  county  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute)  :  From  information 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  good  enough  to  give  me,  I  find  that 
this  question  is  specifically  before  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  at  the  present 
time.  Ho  will,  therefore,  not  misunder- 
stand me  if  I  say  that  I  do  not  think  1 
can,  with  propriety,  express  an  opinion  on 
the  subject. 

PAUPER  ALIENS. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shefliold, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
ihe  Board  of  Trade  if  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Arnold 
White  in  the  Titnes  of  15th  July 
(page  5),  upon  "The  Invasion  of  Pauper 
Aliens  "  ;  and  whether  the  aliens  arriving 
by  128  ships  oat  of  261  have  not  been 
subjected  Ui  the  statistical  control  now 
being  exercised  ;  and,  in  such  case,  if  he 
will  take  steps  to  ensure  that  Parliament 
shall  be  made  fully  conversant  with  the 
extent  to  which  foreign  labour  is  brought 
to  this  country  to  compete  with  national 
laiwur? 

Mr.  BRUNNER:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  the  question, 
may  I  ask  if  he  will  be  good  enough  to 
ascertain  and  inform  the  House  to  wliat 
extent  Englishmen  go  to  foreign  coun- 
tries and  compete  with  native  labour  ? 
•The  president  oi-  the  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  I  have  no  doubt  that  tliat  occurs 
to  a  large  extent,  but  it  scarcely  seems 
to  bear  upon  the  question  upon  the 
Mr.  Ritchie 


Paper,  and  I  am  afraid  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  obtain  statistics.  My  answer 
to  ihe  question  is  in  the  affirmative. 
My  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
letter  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Returns  of  aliens  arriving  by  the 
128  ships  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers 
were  not  subjected  to  the  same  statistical 
control  as  is  now  exercised  over  such  ' 
Returns,  because  the  ships  arrived  before 
the  new  arrangements  of  which  I  have- 
already  informed  the  House  were  put  in 
force. 

COLONIAL  DEFENCES. 

Mk.  JAMES \LA.CLEAN  (Oldham):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  StAte 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  following 
Papers  relating  to  an  increase  in  the- 
Military  contribution  proposed  to  be 
levied  on  the  Straits  Settlements,  namely, 
the  Despatch  from  the  Colonial  Office  of 
the  13th  December,  1889,  to  the  Governor 
of  the  Straits  Settlements  containiag  the 
demand  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
an  increased  Military  contribution  ;  the 
Proceedings  of  the  Legislative  Council 
of  the  Straits  Settlements  in  connectioi> 
with  that  Despatch ;  the  Governor's 
Despatch  forwarding  the  Proceedings  of 
the  Legislative  Council  to  the  Secretanr 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  ;  together  with 
any  other  Papers  bearing  on  the  subject 
which  are  already  in  hand,  so  that  the 
House  may  have  an  opportunity  of  form- 
ing a  judgement  on  the  proposed  action  in 
this  matter  f 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  have- 
also  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State- 
for  the  Colonies  whether  Her  Majesty's- 
Government  are  at  present  endeavouring 
to  arrange  for  a  more  adequate  contribu- 
tion for  military  defence  from  those 
Colonies  which  are  garrisoned  by  Her 
Majesty's  troops  borne  on  the  Britisli 
Estimates ;  whether  such  contribution 
is  required  from  colonies  with  a  good 
revenue,  wiiich  have  hitherto  paid  little 
or  nothing,  as  well  as  from  those  which 
have  hitherto  made  considerable  contri- 
butions ;  whether  the  rich  Colony  of 
Ceylon  is  resisting  the  demand  made 
upon  it ;  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  to  insist  on  a  demand  put 
to  this  country  in  the  case  of  Ceylon, 
Natal,  and  other  colonies  which  have 
hitherto  contributed  too  little  ;  and 
whether  the  representatives  of  the  tax- 
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payers  of  tha  British  Gploni^  will  be 
g^ven  on  opportunitj  of  i  expressing  an 
opinion  aa  well  as  the  Colonies  1 

*Baron  H.  db  worms  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oldham,  I 
«m  afraid  I  cannot  add  anything  to  the 
;answer  which  I  gave  on  the  19th  ult. 
■to  a  similar  question  from  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenock.  As 
jregwda  the  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  Her  Majesty's 
<jrovernment  have  given  much  considera- 
4don  to  this  subject,  and  have  determined 
that  the  military  contributions  of  the 
iQoloniea  must  be  increased  ..yr here  such 
«ontributions  are  inadequate.  ISo  demand, 
except  for  the  present  year,  has  yet  been 
made  upon  Ceylon  pr  Mauritius,  the 
amount  to  be  claimed  being  under  dis- 
ouBsion.  No  question  has  been  raised  as 
to  Natal.  An  increased  contribution  has 
been  demanded  from  the  Straits  Settle- 
ments and  .Hong  Kong. 

THE  BIVER  CLWYD. 
Mb.  J.  ROBERTS  (Flint,  <fec.) :  I  had 
intended  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Major  Rowley  Conway,  who  is  a  member 
of  the  Board  of  Conservators  of  the 
Rivera  Clwyd  and  Elwy,  has  caused 
>laige  stones  to  be  placed  in  that  part  of 
the  River  Clwyd  known  as  the  Junction 
.^ool,  which  is  admittedly  tidal  and  navi- 
^ble,  so  as  to  prevent  the  netting  of  it 
i.by  licensed  fishermen ;  whether  he  is 
Aware  that  crimiiial  proceedings  have 
twice  been  taken,  by  him  against  the 
£shermon  for  netting,  and  that  on  both 
occasions  the  Justices  considered  their 
jurisdiotion  to  be  ousted  by  a  bond  fide 
-claim  of  right ;  and  whether  the  Board 
-of  Trade  will,  in  the  interests  of  the 
navigation  of  the  river  and  of  the  fisher- 
men, take  st«p8  to  cause  these  stones 
to  be  removed  ?  At  the  request  of  the 
right  hon.  G«ntleman  I  beg  to  postpone 
iihe  question. 

FLASHING  SIGNALS— ADMIRAL 
C0L0MB"8  INVENTION. 
Me.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  :  I  beg 
,-to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
.■whether  the  £1,000  stated  to  have  been 
•paid  to  Admiral  Colomb  was  made  up  of 
.£750  from  the  Admiralty,,  and  £250 
from  the  War  OflBce ;  whether  of  the 
J^IIK)  paid  by  the  Admiralty,  £500  was 
paid  in  January,  1868,  in  recognition  of 


his  services  in  perfecting  the  plans  o^ 
flashing  signals  for  use  in  Her  Majesty's 
ships;  whether  the  remaining  £250 
was  paid  by  the  Admiralty  in  1871,  in 
respect  of  s^nals  for  joint  Naval  and 
Military  use ;  whether  the  £250  paid 
by  the  War  OfiBce  in  Januaiy,  1871, 
was  on  account  of  signal  arrangements 
for  land  service  only ;  and  what  was  the 
total  cost  incurred  for  the  purchase  of 
Admiral  Colomb's  signal  apparatus  sup- 
plied to  the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  during  the  period  the  supply  of 
the  signal  apparatus  to  Her  Majesty's 
Fleet  was  left  in  Admiral  Colomb's 
hands,  namely,  from  1864  to  1888,  and 
what  percentage  of  such  total  cost  do  the 
Admiralty  estimate  Admiral  Colomb's 
profits  to  have  been  P 

•LoED  G.  HAMILTON:  The  £1,000 
was  made  up  of  two  distinct  sums  of 
£500  each.  The  first  £500  was  on 
account  of  the  service  to  the  Navy 'alone. 
T'he  second  £500  was  on  account  of 
services  in  perfecting  the  system  of 
signalling  between  the  Army  and  Navy, 
ami  was  charged  in  equal  portiona  be- 
tween Army  and  Navy  funds.  The 
terms  of  the  receipts  given  by  Admiral 
Colomb  were  respectively — 

"In  fall  discharge  of  all  claims  connected 
with  the  introdaotion  into  Her  Majesty's  ships 
of  bis  plan  of  flushing  signals,  and  expenses 
attendant  thereon : " 

and — 

"  In  discharge  of  all  claims  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  account  of  signal  arrange- 
ments for  land  service,  and  in  respect  of  a  code 
of  signals  for  joint  Naval  and  Military  use." 

The  total  cost  of  the  apparatus  purchased 
by  the  Admiralty  from  Admiral  Colomb 
between  1864  and  1888  cannot  be 
definitely  stated  without  a  close  scrutiny 
of  the  old  Admiralty  ledgers,  but  the 
value  of  the  orders  given  between 
1879-80  and  1888-9  amounted  to  about 
£6,000.  As  Admiral  Colomb  made  his 
own  arrangements  with  the  firms  who 
manufactured  the  apparatus  the  Ad- 
miralty are  not  in  a  position  to  state 
what  profits  he  may  have  actually 
made  on  his  contracts  with  the  Govern- 
ment. 

THE  HOUSE  DUTY. 

Me.  storey  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer 

whether  it  was  intended  by  the  Customs 

qjid  Inland  Revenue  Act,  recently  passed. 
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to  exempt  from  House  Da<y  bouses  with 
one  front  door  yet  with  two  or  more 
tenements  each  of  less  than  X20  per 
annum  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  explain  why 
the  Somerset  House  officials  and  certain 
Inland  Revenue  officials  in  the  country 
state  that  such  houses  are  not  included 
in  the  exemption ;  and  whether,  as  this 
rendering  of  the  Act  would  deprive  of 
exemption  many  thousands  of  owners  of 
such  houses,  ho  will  give  instructions 
securing  to  them  what  the  House  in- 
tended? 

The  chancellor  or  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  Gooi^e's,  Han- 
over Square) :  Houses  such  as  those 
described  by  the  hon.  Member  would 
be  exempt  from  House  Duty,  irrespec- 
tive of  the  question  whether  they  luive 
one  or  more  front  doors,  if  they  fall 
within  the  conditions  laid  down  in  Sub- 
section 2  of  Section  26  of  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1890,  namely, 
that  they  are  constructed  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  providing  separate  dwellings 
at  rents  not  exceeding  Ts.  6d.  a  week 
and  are  approved  by  the  Medical  Officer 
of  Health.  No  'such  statement  as  that 
ascribed  to  the  Inland  Revenue  officials 
h&s  been  made  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  ;  but  the  Act 
has,  of  course,  no  retrospective  effect, 
and  several  applications  as  regards  the 
year  1889-90  have  been  refused  as  not 
being  within  the  Treasury  concession 
then  in  force. 

THE  NAVAL  MAK(EOVRES. 
Mr.  GOURLEY:  I  b^  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  about  what 
time  he  intends  holding  the  forthcoming 
Naval  Manceuvres ;  how  many  and  what 
type  of  ships  are  to  be  mobilised,  and 
whether  it  is  correct  that  the  date  has 
been  postponed  owing  to  many  of  the 
vessels  having  to  be  longer  under  repair 
than  anticipated  ;  and  whether,  with  the 
large  addition  to  the  Navy  of  ocean 
cruisers,  he  will  consent  to  extend  the 
scope  of  the  experimental  operations  to 
the  protection  of  the  leading  food  and 
cotton  ocean  routes,  notifying  to  com- 
manders of  British  shipping  that  they 
will  be  expected  to  avoid,  as  far  as 
practicable,  nominal  capture  by  hostile 
experimental  cruisers? 

•LOED  G.   HAMILTON:   The  date  of 
mobilisation  will  not  be  communicated 
to  the  ports  until  the  last  moment     It 
Mr.  Storey 


has  not  been  postponed  on  aooosnt  of  th» 
unpreporedness  of  the  vessels  for  conh- 
mission.  Fifty-six  ships  and  24  torpedo* 
boats  will  be  employed  dormg'  tha- 
manceuvres,  comprising  18  battle  ships^ 
four  belted  cruisers,  five  armoured  ooasfe 
defence  ships,  19  nnarmoured  cmiaenv 
one  torpedo  depdt  ship,  and  nine  smaSt 
craft,  besides  torpedo  boats.  The  pro- 
posal contained  in  the  last  part  of  ths: 
qnestion  is  not  practicable. 

LEITERS  FROM  EDIKBUBOH  TO 

THDR80. 
Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  I  beg  to> 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he  can 
explain  why  it  is  that  letters  from  £idin~ 
burgh  to  Thurso,  a  distance  of  over  30O 
miles,  are  carried  in  about  13  hoars,. 
while  from  Thurso  to  Reay,  a  distanoe  «£ 
11  miles  further,  they  take  an  additional 
15  hours;  whether  he  is  aware  thafc- 
coaches  run  every  day  from  Thnrso  to- 
Reay;  and  whether  something  can  bo- 
done  to  accelerate  the  delivery  of  letters- 
in  this  district  t 

•Me.  RAIKES:  The  passenger  car- 
for  Reay,  which  carries  the  mails,  leaves- 
Thurso  in  the  morning  and  returns  tho- 
same  day.  Hence,  letters  for  Reay 
arriving  overnight  are  necessarily  de- 
tained until  the  next  morning.  The 
coach  referred  to  could  not  be  made- 
available — the  hour  at  which  it  ranfr 
being  unsuitable  for  mail  purposes.  On 
the  whole,  the  present  arrangement» 
seem  best  calculated  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  locality. 

THE  WINTER  SESSION. 
Mr.  BECKETT  (York,  N.R.,  Whitby)  = 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of' 
Works  whether,  in  view  of  the  Honse 
sitting  hereafter  through  the  g^ater- 
part  of  the  winter  months,  he  will  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  providing  some 
protection  from  the  weather  in  Palace 
Yard  for  Members  alighting  at  or- 
departing  from  the  House ;  and  whether- 
he  will  instruct  an  architect  to  prepare 
perspective  drawings  of  what  might  be 
done,  and  have  them  exhibited  in  the 
Honse  before  the  prorogation,  so  as  to 
admit  of  the  other  669  Members  of  the 
Honse,  whose  comfort  and  health  may 
be  affected,  expressing  their  opinion  with 
regard  to  it ;  and,  if  he  will  not  do  thia. 
latter,  whether  there  is  any  objection  to> 
a  private  Member  doing  itt 
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The  first  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity) :  A  few  years  ago  we  did  pro- 
vide in  the  Star  Chamber  Court  a 
shelter  for  Members  alighting  at  and 
departing  from  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  Friend 
has  used  this  shelter,  but  I  believe  the 
other  669  Members  mentioned  in  my 
hon.  Friend's  question  do  avail  them- 
selves of  it.  I  do  not  myself  think  that 
it  would  be  well  to  risk  disfiguring  the 
front  of  Westminster  Hall  by  erecting 
any  further  shelter  in  Palace  Yard ;  but 
if  my  hon.  Friend  or  any  other  Member 
desires  to  have  such  a  perspective 
drawing  as  is  suggested  in  the  question 
prepared  at  his  own  expense,  I  do  not 
suppose  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
its  being  exhibited  in  the  Tea  Room. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if 
the  Standing  Order,  which  gives  prece- 
dence to  private  Members'  Bills,  passed 
through  the  greatest  number  of  stages 
after  Whitsuntide,  will  be  altered  to  suit 
the  new  condition  of  things  caused  by 
the  earlier  meeting  of  Parliament  ? 
•The  first  LORD  oip  the  TREA. 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SMrrn,  Stiand,  West- 
minster) :  I  think  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  one  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, and  I  will  undertake  that  it 
shall  be  considered. 

EXCESSIVE  SENTENCE. 
Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
b^  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  it 
is  the  case  that  the  men  sentenced  by 
Sheriff  Balfour  to  £5  fine  or  14  days' 
imprisonment  for  killing  a  rabbit  were 
unable  to  pay  the  fine,  and  have  been  in 
prison  since  12th  July;  and  whether  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  yet  been  able 
to  obtain  their  release  ? 

•Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  The  two 
men  referred  to  failed  to  pay  the  fine 
imposed  within  the  time  allowed  by  the 
Sheriff.  One  surrendered  himself  on 
Saturday,  July  12,  and  is  now  in  prison, 
the  other  has  not  yet  been  found.  The 
Secretary  for  ScotUind  has  inquired  into 
the  case,  and  sees  no  reason  for  inter- 
fering with  the  sentence  of  the  Court. 
The  offence  was  not,  as  stated  in  the 
question,  the  killing  one  rabbit,  although 
one  rabbit  was  killed.  The  accused  were 
found  guilty  of  night  poaching,  which, 
by  Statute,  is  severely  punishable,  not  on 


account  of  the  game  destroyed,  but  from 
serious  dangers  to  the  peace  and  to  life 
which  attend  such  night  expeditions.  In 
the  case  referred  to  the  circumstances 
were  not  favourable,  and  some  violence 
was  used.  The  penalties  imposed  were 
largely  within  the  statutory  limits. 

PROHIBITION  OP  PUBLIC   MEETINGS 
IN    SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  he  is  aware  that 
public  meetings  are  held  at  Wishaw 
Cross  every  week  of  the  year,  even  on 
Saturdays  and  Sundays,  and  that  no 
meeting  there  was  ever  prohibited  by  the 
Magistrates  till  the'  anti-compensation 
meeting  was  advertised  to  be  held  ;  and 
whether  he  can  now  state  under  what 
Statute  the  Wishaw  Magistrates  have 
poWer  to  "  prohibit "  a  meeting  "  either  at 
the  Cross,  or  on  or  adjacent  to  the  public 
streets  of  the  burghs  "  ? 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  am 
not  aware  whether  the  statements  in 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  question  are 
correct.  I  answered  the  whole  of  the 
last  paragraph  on  Monday. 

BEHRINa    SEA  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afbirs  if  he  has  seen  a  cable  message 
transmitted  from  New  York,  by  Renter, 
to  the  Globe  newspaper,  and  dated  16th 
July,  stating  that  President  Harrison,  in 
reply  to  a  Despatch  from  Lord  Salisbury 
relative  to  the  Behring  Sea  Seal  Kshery 
negotiations,  had  stated  that  he  thought 
it  the  duty  of  the  United  States,  under 
the  Act  of  Congress,  to  go  on  dealing 
summarily  with  British  sealers  ;  if  so, 
will  he  state  whether  the  message  is 
correct,  and  the  reply  of  Lord  Salisbury ; 
and  whether  the  two  Governments  have 
yet  arranged  a  close  time  for  the  capture 
of  seals,  and  when  Despatches  down  to 
date  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  1 

Sir  J.  QORST  :  I  have  been  requested 
\yj  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  answer  the 
question.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  no  Report  of  such  a  state- 
ment having  been  been  made  by  Presi- 
dent Harrison.  The  negotiations  have 
not  yet  been  brought  to  a  close.  Papers 
are  being  prepared  as  rapidly  as 
possible. 
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THE  INSUBORDINATION  OF  THE 
GRENADIER  GUARDS. 

Mb.  PICKEBSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  he  will  state  the  result 
of  the  inquiry  into  the  causes  of  the 
recent  act  of  insubordination  in  the  2nd 
Battalion  of  the  Grenadier  Guards  1 

•Mb.  B.  STANHOPE:  No,  Sir;  in  the 
interest  qf  the  Service  I  must  decline  to 
make  public  the  result  of  the  inqniry 
which  has  been  held. 

Mb.  PICKEBSGILL:  Is  there  any 
statement  in  the  finding  of  the  Conrt 
with  respect 'to  the  allegation  that  these 
men  have  for  the  last  three  months  been 
subjected  to  excessive  and  oppressive 
duties? 

.  •Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  From  the  an- 
swer I  have  already  given,  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  I  cannot  say  more. 

Mb.  PICKEBSGILL:  Is  there  not  a 
long  series  of  precedente  justifying  such 
questions  as  that  which  stands  in  my 
.  xtame  on  the  Paper? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Mb.   a.   O'CONNOR  (Donegal,   E.) : 

What  particular  o£Gcer  is  responsible  for 

the  fact  that  so  important  an   event  as 

that  referred  to  in  the    hon.  Member's 

question  had  not    been  brought  to  the 

notice  of  the  Minister    for    War   at    3 

o'clock  in  the  afternoon  ! 

;    •Mb.    E.    STANHOPE:   As    I    have 

'  alreadyexplained,theMilitary Authorities 

'  were  inquiring  into  the  matter  during 

the  day.     I  was  busily  engaged  myself, 

°and  so  they  did  not  inform  me  of  the 

circumstances  before   I  was  obUg^d  to 

come  down  to  the  House. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  :  Is 
it  true  that  the  Grenadier  Guards 
are  to  be  ordered  on  foreign  service  ? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  have  no  an- 
■  swer  whatever  to  give  on  that  subject 

CHATHAM  DOCKYARD. 

Mb.     EDWARD      KNATCHBULL- 

HUGESSEN    (Rochester):    I    had   in- 

tended    to  ask    the    Secretary    to    the 

Admiralty  whether  any  great  amount  of 

.  extra  time  has  recently  been  worked  in 

the  Clerical  Department  of  Her  Majesty's 

,  Dockyard,  Chatham ;  whether  the  regru- 

.  lations  provide   that,  when  continuous 

overtime    is    thus    being    worked,  the 


Admiralty  should  be  informed,  with  a 
view  to  steps  being  taken  to  remove  suoh 
strain  upon  the  staflE ;  and  whether,  in 
this  instence,  such  information  has  been 
received  P  but,  at  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  will  postpone  the  question. 

AGRICULTURAL  TENANTS. 
Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  R)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  G«nenJ 
whether  he  is  aware  that  many  resolu- 
tions have  been  passed  by  Farmers' 
Clubs  and  Chambers  of  A^culture  in 
support  of  the  principle  that  the  tenant 
of  an  agricultural  holding  under  mort- 
g^e  should  have  the  same  right  of 
claiming  compensation  from  a  foreclosing^ 
mortgagee  as  from  his  original  landlord, 
the  mortgagor;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Chester  Farmers'  Club  unani- 
mously passed  a  resolution  in  favour  of 
the  honourable  and  gallant  Member  for 
the  Wirral  Division's  (Colonel  Cotton's) 
Tenants  Compensation  Bill,  with  the 
addition  of  the  Amendments  of  the 
honourable  Member  for  East  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Channing),  to  extend  the  pro- 
tection in  case  of  mortgaged  farms  to 
rights  to  compensation  under  the 
"  custom  of  the  country  "  and  for  crops ; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  given  to 
the  Amendments  put  on  the  Paper  in 
pursuance  of  an  understanding  arrived 
at  between  both  sides  of  the  House  at 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  to  cany 
out  these  objects ;  and  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  period  of  the  Session,  and 
to  the  large  number  of  agricultural 
tenants  of  mortgaged  holdings,  who  need 
this  protection,  he  will  either  place  these 
Amendments  on  the  Order  Paper  with- 
out delay,  or  accept  the  Amendments 
now  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
honourable  Member  for  East  North- 
ampton 1 
•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  am  informed 
that  considerable  interest  is  felt  in  the 
matter  referred  to  by  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  though  the  circumstances 
out  of  which  the  matter  arose  are  very 
exceptional.  The  question  has  received 
the  most  careful  consideration  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Minister  for  Agri- 
culture and  of  myself,  but  having  r^^ard 
to  the  difficulties  which  surround  it,  I 
doubt  whether  it  will  be  possible  to 
carry  through  satisfactory  legislation 
during    the    present    Session,    but  the 
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matter  is  more  for  the  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture than  for  me. 

•Mb.  CHANGING:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  aware  of  the 
arrangement  come  to  some  time  ago  as 
to  these  Amendments.  Are  we  to  under- 
stand now  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  going  to  offer  no  aid  in  passing 
a  Bill  g^iving  a  protection  urgently  needed 
'  by  many  tenant  farmers  % 

•Sib  R.  WEBSTER :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  to  understand  nothing  of  the 
kind,  but  owing  to  the  numerous  sug- 
gestions which  have  been  made  by  a 
variety  of  people  it  has  not  been  found 
possible  to  deal  with  the  question 
hitherto. 

•Mb.  CHANNING  :  Will  it  be  dealt 
with  this  Session  ? 

•SiE  R.  WEBSTER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  better  address  that  question  to 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture. 

•Me.  CHANNING:  Then  I  wiU  ask 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  if  he  intends 
to  have  the  Amendments  put  on  the  Paper 
in  time  to  enable  the  Bill  to  be  dealt 
with  this  Session  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  or 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.CHAPLUf,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford):  I  do  not  know  what 
the  Amendments  are  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  refers  to. 

•Mb.  CHANNING:  I  refer  to  the 
Ajnendments  drawn  up  by  the  Attorney 
General  and  agreed  to  between  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  and  myself  with*  the 
cognizance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  At  present  I  have 
no  information  to  give. 

THE  ANGLO-GERMAN  AGREEMKNT. 
Mb.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  misdescription  of  the  German 
Emperor  as  the  Emperor  of  Germany  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  of  the  present 
Session,  in  the  Schedule  to  the  Anglo- 
German  Agreement  Confirmation  Bill, 
and  in  the  English  version  of  the  Anglo- 
(}erman  Agreement  ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  prevent  such  mis- 
description from  recurring  in  English 
official  documents  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  description 
given  in  the  Anglo-German  Agreement 
was    desired    by  the   G«rman    Foreign 


Office,  but  it  is  probable  that  the  title  of 
German  Emperor  will  hereafter  be  used 
in  this  country. 

"HANSARDS  DEBATES." 
Me.  MAURICE  HBALY  (Cork):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treuiuiy 
whether  he  is  aware  that  no  questions 
addressed  to  Ministers  are  reported  in 
Hansard  unless  Ministers  send  their 
answers  in  manuscript  to  the  Hansard 
room ;  and  whather  arrangements  will 
be  made  either  to  have  all  answers,  seqt 
in  manuscript  to  be  reported,  or  to  hare 
the  answers  to  questions,  which  are.ofteii 
very  important,  reported  otherwise  I 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  believe  that 
the  facts  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  at^ 
practically  correct,  but  I  cannot  a^mit 
that  Ministers  are  bound  to  seqd 
copies  of  their  answers  to  the  Reporters' 
GkiUery ;  indeed,  it  would  often  be 
impossible  to  do  so,  many  of  the  answers 
g^ven  being  unwritten,  and  there  being, 
therefore,  no  copies  to  send.  I,  am 
strongly  of  opinion  that  the  reporting  of 
all  questions  and  answers  is  essential  to 
a  proper  official  record  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  House,  and  Hansard  have 
always  shown  themselves  so  willing  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  Parliament 
that  I  am  sure,  now  their  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  matter,  there  will  bp 
no  further  cause  for  complaint. 

ANGLO-TUNISIAN    TfiEATY    OF 

CUMMEBCE. 
Mb.  SUMMERS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  undertake  that  the  British  Chambers 
of  Commerce  shall  be  consulted  before 
the  assent  of  the  Government  is  given 
to  any  modification  or  surrender  of  the 
commercial  privileges  which  we  enjoy 
under  the  Anglo-Tunisian  Treaty  of  Com- 
merce of  19th  July,  1875  ? 

•Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  K  it  should 
become  necessary,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Treaty  in  question,  to  enter  into 
negotiations  for  any  change  in  the 
existing  arrangements,  the  Government 
will,  of  course,  take  all  necessary  steps 
to  provide  themselves  with  requisite 
information  as  to  the  interests  affected. 

HELIGOLAND. 
Mb.   SUMMERS:   I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  when  the 
Papers  relating  to  Heligoland  that  wefe 
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promised  on  24th  June  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Copies  of  the 
Capitulations  respecting  Heligoland  will 
be  laid  on  tho  Table  and  probably  distri- 
bnted  on  Saturday.  We  have  not  at 
present  any  other  Papers  that  can  be 
laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Groremnient  will 
be  in  a  position  to  make,  before  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  for  the 
Cession  of  Heligoland,  a  statement 
regarding  the  negotiations  which  Lord 
Salisbury  has  stated  to  be  now  pending 
between  this  country  and  France  on  the 
subject  of  Zanzibar  } 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston):  When 
will  the  Bill  be  taken } 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Probably  on 
Thursday.  I  have  already  answered  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Bryce).  The  negotiations  between 
the  two  Governments  are  proceeding  in 
a  perfectly  friendly  spirit  on  both  sides, 
and  while  I  cannot  now  undertake  that 
any  statement  shall  be  made  with  regard 
to  them  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
gladly  give  any  information  which  it 
may  be  in  their  power  to  afford  without 
detriment  to  public  interests. 

IRISH  RESIDENT  MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  what  are  the  names  of  the  Resi- 
dent Afagistrates  appointed  since  1st 
October,  1886  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Baifour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  names  of  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates appointed  since  1st  October,  1866, 
are  aa  follows:— Mr.  N.  L.  Townsend, 
Mr.  J.  Preston,  Mr.  O'N.  Segrave  (since 
resigned),  Mr.  C.  Roche,  Mr.  U.  Bourke, 
Lieutenant-Colonel  M.  S.  T^nte,  Mr.  F. 
G.  Hodder,  Colonel  H.  Caddell,  Mr.  W. 
H.  Joyce,  Mr.  G.  Shannon,  Mr.  E.  F. 
Hickson,  Mr.  J.  M'Lean,  Mr.  H.  Bmen, 
and  Mr.  G.  B.  Butler. 

Me.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  How  many  in  all  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Fourteen. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  How  many  have 
been  retired  I 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  None  have  been 
retired. 

Mr.  Summers 


Me.  SEXTON  (Belfest,  W.) :  Did  noi 
Captain  S^rave  resign  7 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes;  that  was 
so. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Do  I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  no  members  of  the  staS 
have  been  retired? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
asked  for  that  information,  but  I  will 
procure  it. 

THE  GAELIC  ATHLETIC  ASSOCIATION. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  officials  of  the  National 
Board  of  Education  object  to  teachers 
being  members  of  the  Chielic  Athletic 
Association ;  and  what  is  the  rule  on  this 
subject  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  report 
that  teachers  are  not  prohibited  from 
being  members  of  the  Gaelic  Athletic 
Association,  unless  by  reason  of  such 
membership  they  take  part  in  politics,  in 
which  event  the  rules  which  prohibit  the 
attendance  of  a  teacher  at  meetings  held 
for  political  purposes  would  be  violated. 

BAIL  PRISONERS. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I  beg' 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  Mr.  Patrick  Staunton,  having- 
appealed  from  the  decision  of  a  Court 
held  at  Castlemartyr,  County  Cork,  on 
the  24th  February  last,  had  his  sentence 
increased  by  one  month  by  Mr.  J. 
Hamilton,  the  Cork  Recorder;  and 
whether  the  extra  month  imposed  by 
Mr.  Hamilton  was  given  subsequent  to 
the  confirmation  of  the  original  sentence, 
for  alleged  contempt  of  Court ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  Mr.  Staunton  will  be  treated 
during  the  additional  period  of  imprison- 
ment aa  a  bail  prisoner? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  tok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddes,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member 
to  postpone  the  question  until  Monday. 

THE  CORK  UNIOX. 
Db.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  he  can 
explain  why  the  Local  Gevemment 
Board  have  refused  to  sanction  the  bonus 
of  £50  granted  by  the  paid  Guardians  in 
the   Cork    Union    to    Mr.    Cotter,  the 
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assistant  clerk  to  the  Union  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Mr.  Cotter  had  for  some 
months  past  a  considerable  amduiit  of 
extra  work  thrown  on  hiin,  which  he 
performed  to  the  complete  satisfaction  of 
everybody  ;  and  what  are  tlie  reasoos  for 
refusing  the  bonus  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  Local  Govem- 
luent  Board,  having  considered  the 
amount  of  extra  work  thrown  upon  the 
assistant  clerk  by  reason  of  the  illness  of 
the  clerk  of  the  Union,  were  of  opinion 
that  the  merits  of  the  case  would  be  met 
by  the  award  of  a  gratuity  of  £40 
instead  of  the  £50  proposed.  They 
accordingly  sanctioned  payment  of  the 
former  sum. 

LICENSING  IN  IRELAND. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  will  inquire 
what  foundation  there  is  for  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  refuf-ul  of  the  Lurgan 
Bench  of  Magistrates  to  renew  the 
licence  of  Mr.  Patrick  Blayney,  after  70 
years'  uninttrrnpted  user,  was  grounded 
on  the  "  unsuitability  of  the  premises  ; " 
did  the  police  oppose  the  application  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  house  is 
one  of  the  largest  and  most  re- 
pectable  in  Lurgan,  situated  in 
the  centre  of  the  town,  being 
three  storey,  slated  premises,  with  a 
frontage  of  30  feet,  a  capacious  rear  and 
yard,  stabling  for  30  horses,  and  an  acre 
of  ground  attached,  all  hold  in  fee- 
simple  ;  and  if  these  facts  are  substan- 
tially accurate,  do  the  Governmf  nt  intend 
to  persist  with  the  Licensing  Clauses  of 
the  Local  Taxation  (Cnstt^ras  and  Excise) 
Duties  Bill,  which  would  prevent  for 
ever  the  possibility  of  Mr.  Blayney's 
licence  being  renewed  because,  by  a 
majority  of  one,  a  Bench  exclusively 
Protestiint  held  them  "  unsuitable  "  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  foundation  for  the  statement  as 
to  the  ground  upon  which  the  Magis- 
trates refused  the  application  for  a 
traasfer  of  the  licence  in  question  is  the 
fact  that  that  ground  was  publicly 
announced  in  Court.  The  jwlice  did 
give  notice  to  opfjose  the  transfer  on  the 
same  ground,  but  as  some  structural 
alterations  were  subsequently  made  they 
left  the  questi  >n  as  to  the  sufficiency  of 
these  alterations  to  the  Magisi  rates. 
The  house  is  not  one  of  the   largest  and 


most  respectable  in  Lurgan.  It  ia 
represented  to  be  a  small,  low,  three 
.storey  house.  It  has  not  a  frontage  of 
30  feet.  Its  totivl  frontage  including  the 
doorway  is  only  13  feet.  Tliere  is  an  ad- 
joining open  gateway  into  which  aa 
objectionable  side-door  opens.  The  open 
gateway  and  yard  at  rear  are  common 
to  all  the  tenants.  It  had  not  stabling  for 
30  horses.  On  the  contrary,  it  had  no 
sfcibling  accommodation  available  hereto- 
fore, but  stabling,  it  is  stated,  has  now 
been  provided  to  a  small  extent.  The 
ground  referred  tii  as  being  attachetl 
consists  of  an  open  unfenced  ixitnto- 
garden  situated  at  a  winsiderable  distance 
from  the  house,  and  R])pro:iched  by  a. 
mere  right  of  way.  The  statements  ii» 
the  question,  therefore,  do  not  appear  to- 
be  substantially  accurate. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Do  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  go  on  with  legislation  ai 
present,  which  will  have  the  effect 
of  preventing  a  man  who  has  been  im- 
properly deprived  of  his  licence  from 
ever  obtaining  a  chance  of  a  renewal? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  that  is  a 
question  which  relates  to  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Bill,  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
put  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  opposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell)  ha.s  practically  compelled 
me  to  withdraw  my  Bill,  and  if  the 
Government  persist  in  their  licensing 
pniposals  in  i-eference  to  Ireland  with- 
out aSoixling  an  opportunity  for  renewal 
to  a  man  who  has  been  deprivetl  of  ii 
licence  upon  sjtecial  grounds,  I  shall 
certain'y  oppose  them  as  strenuously  a* 
I  can. 

ruLICK  "SHADOWING." 
Mb.  FLYNN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
reports  in  the  Cork  }ia{>er8,  from  which 
it  appears  that  two  brothers,  Edmondl 
and  livvid  Kent,  were  at  Fermoy  fair  on 
6th  instant,  engaged  in  .selling  some 
lambs,  when  a  constable  came  and 
"  shadowed "  David  Kent  for  a  consi- 
derable time  ;  that  this  man,  David  Kent, 
then  went  and  stood  beside  District 
Inspector  Ball,  and  followed  the  Inspector 
about  the  fair,  ho  himself  being  followed 
meanwhile  by  the  constable  ;  that  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Ball  spoke  to  Mr.  Kent, 
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&nd  said,  "  If  yoa  persist  in  following 
me  I  will  have  you  arrested  ;"  and  thut 
Kent  replied  that  he  had  been  prevented 
from  doing  his  business  by  tiie  Constable 
shadowing  him,  and  that  if  the  Ins]>ector 
withdrew  the  consttible  lie  would  not 
follow  the  In8|ji;ctor  ;  if  it  is  true,  as 
reported,  that  the  Inspector  thereupon 
ordered  the  shadowing  constable  to 
arrest  Mr.  Kent,  who  was  kept  in 
custody  from  9  n.m.  until  3.30,  and  then 
fiummoned  ;  and  whether  he  can  state 
under  what  authority  was  Mr.  Kent 
arrested,  and  why  was  he  shadowed  in 
the  manner  described  1 

Mtt.  MADDEN:  The  Conatabulary 
Authorities  report  that  David  Kent  wns 
not  shadowed,  or  in  any  way  interfered 
with,  while  engaged  with  his  brother  in 
celling  lambs.  But,  upon  his  subse- 
quently leaving  the  place  where  the 
Iambs  were  and  proceeding  through  the 
fair,  his  movements  were  watched,  as 
the  piilice  had  reason  to  believe,  from 
previous  actions  of  the  man,  that  he 
would  endeavour  to  prevent  the  sale  of 
some  lambs  belonging  to  a  person  boy- 
cotted for  taking  an  evicted  farm,  and  in 
connection  with  whose  boycotting  David 
Kent  had,  on  a  former  occasion,  been 
convicted.  The  District  Inspectors  did, 
&ftcr  warning  Kent  twice,  order  his 
arrest,  his  conduct  being  such  as  to 
interfer.1  with  the  officer  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty.  He  was  detained  in  custody 
antil  the  arrival  of  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate, who  was  at  once  telegraphed  for, 
and  who  remanded  him  on  h»il.  The 
case  has  since  been  heard  in  Court, 
and  it  appears  that  Kent  was  discharged 
■on  giving  an  undertaking  not  to  so 
oSend  again. 

Mr.  sexton  :  la  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
constiible  prevented  the  sale  of  the  lambs, 
and  that  the  Magistnite  declared  the 
course  he  took  to  be  highly  improjmr  1 
The  buyer  went  up  while  the  bargain 
was  being  made,  and  the  buyer  walked 
away,  thus  producing  the  very  effect 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  so  strongly 
condemns,  of  preventing  a  man  from 
earning  his  living. 

Mb.  MADDEN:  Those  alleged  facts 
are  not  before  me. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo.  E.)  :  May  I  ask 

why,   if  it  was  illegal  for  David  Kent  to 

follow   Mr.    Bull,   it   was    legal  for   the 

constable  to    follow    David    Kent ;   also 
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under  what  law,  common,  statute,  or 
otherwise,  is  it  legal  for  a  constable  in 
plain  clothes  to  dog  and  tread  on  the 
heals  of  any  man  while  the  man  him- 
self may  not  follow  the  constable's 
superior  officer  t 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  I  gave  a  very  full 
answer  to  that  question  some  days  ago. 
In  my  opinion  the  following  a  constable 
in  plain  clothes,  who  is  performing 
detective  duty,  from  place  to  place,  and 
pointing  him  out  as  a  constable,  may  be 
carried  to  such  an  extent  as  to  amount 
to  the  offence  oi  obstructing  that  con- 
stable in  the  performance  of  his  duty. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  There  is  no  question 
in  this  case  of  a  constable  in  plain 
clothes.  The  man  followed  a  constable 
in  uniform. 

Mu.  MADDEN:  No. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  the  Government  are  obliged  by 
statute  to  take  down  the  evidence  in 
writing  when  the  case  is  heard.  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  giving  an  account 
of  what  took  place  from  his  own  specula- 
tions or  has  he  the  depositions  before 
him? 

Mk.  madden  :  No,  Sir ;  I  am  not 
giving  my  own  speculations,  but  I  have 
answered  from  the  best  information  I 
ctiuld  obtain.  There  has  been  no  time 
to  get  the  depositions. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HKALY:  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  an  answer  of 
a  purely  speculative  character,  without 
knowing  what  the  evidence  was  1 

Mu.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir.  I  stated 
that  I  had  liefuro  me  a  Report  of  what 
occurred  in  Court.  I  stated  also  that  1 
had  nut  seen  the  depositions.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  to  pursue  the  matter 
further  he  had  better  put  down  a 
question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  fail  to  see  what 
time  is  required  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the 
depositions.  The  Petty  Sessiuna  clerk 
could  copy  them  out  in  10  minutes 
[CrifiH  of  "  Order!"]  Uon.  Gentlemen 
seem  to  think  I  know  nothing  about  my 
diiily  work.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  have  made  his  statement  from 
the  sworn  evidence. 

Mii.  MADDEN:  I  have  stated  that 
the  Court  only  discharged  Kent  on  his 
undertaking  not  to  offend  again.  That 
was  an  admission  on  his  part  that  an 
offence  had  been  committed.     I  do  not 
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know  what  the  entry  in  the  book   was, 
but  I  will  inquire. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Tlie  matter  will 
come  up  in  Supply  to-night,  and  the 
Irish  Members  expect  to  gather  informa- 
tion upon  it  from  the  answer  to  the 
question. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  May 
1  ask  the  Attorney  General  whether  all 
the  information  he  has  given  to  the 
House  upon  the  subject  is  not  derived 
from  District  Inspector  Ball,  and  whether 
that  oflScer  is  not  a  man  against  whom 
a  Coroner's  Jury  returned  a  verdict  of 
wilful  murder  1 

Mr.  madden  :  1  have  no  informa- 
tdou  from  Inspector  Ball. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  Dr.  J.  F.  Gibbon,  an 
American  gentleman  travelling  in  Ire- 
land, was  shadowed  by  the  police,  when 
visiting  the  towTi  of  "Tipperary,  on  12th 
July  ;  whether  the  police  constables  per- 
sisted in  listening  whenever  he  conversed 
with  friends  in  the  street ;  and  for  what 
reason  Dr.  Gibbon  was  so  Ijeset  ? 

Mr.  A.J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  informed 
that  the  gentleman  referred  to  was  not 
shadowed.  It  appears  that  he  spoke  to 
CuUinane,  wlio  was  shadowed,  and  it 
may  be  that  upon  that  foundation  he 
formed  the  errtmeous  impression  tlint  he 
was  shadowed  himself. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.);  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Thomas  Hayes,  of 
Portumna,  on  leaving  his  house  on 
Sunday  the  11th  of  May,  to  attend 
evening  service,  was  shadowed  by  Con- 
stable Murphy,  who,  when  Mr.  Hayes 
met  two  of  his  friends  and  stood  to  speak 
to  them,  stepped  in  between  the  three 
men,  and  ordered  Mr.  Hayes  who  was 
smoking  at  the  time,  to  stop  doing  so  ; 
that,  upon  Mr.  Hayes'  refusal  to  obey  the 
order,  and  telling  the  constable  that  if 
he  did  not  like  the  smoke  he  could  easily 
get  rid  of  it  by  walking  away,  he  was 
arrest^id,  brought  to  the  barrack, 
searched,  and  £87  found  in  his  pocket ; 
that,  although  Mr.  Hayes  told  the  police 
he  had  sent  on  15  cattle  to  the  fair  of 
Woodford,  which  was  to  be  held  on  the 
following  day,  and  requested  that  he 
should  be  brought  before  a  Magistrate  that 
evening,  or  early  in  the  morning,  so  as 
ki  allow  him  to  attend  to  the  sale  of  his 


cattle,  his  request  was  refused,  and  he 
was  kept  in  custody  until  12  o'clock 
noon  on  Monday,  and  lost  the  sale  of  his 
cattle  ;  whether  Constable  Murphy  is  the 
same  man  against  whom  both  Mr.  Fahy 
and  Mr.  Morrissey  obtained  decrees  for 
£5  and  £2  at  last  Quarter  Sessions,  held 
at  Gort,  for  false  arrest :  can  he  explain 
how  it  happened  that,  although  Mr. 
Hayes  was  arrested  on  the  1 1  th  of  May, 
the  matter  was  allowed  to  drop  until  Fahy 
and  Morrissey  had  obtained  decrees 
itgninst  the  constable  ;  whether  he  has 
seen  that  it  was  proved  at  the  trial  that 
the  constable  had  t^iken  several  pints  of 
porter  befoi-e  he  arrested  Mr.  Hayes,  and 
that,  after  a  full  hearing,  the  case  was 
dismissed  ;  and,  if  so,  what  compensa- 
tion is  Mr:  Hayes  to  get ;  and  what 
action  he  proposes  to  take  in  reference  to 
the  constable  1 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  defer  the 
question  until  Monday.  I  have  not  yet 
received  information  upon  it. 

VICE  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  what  Irish  Poor  Law  Unions 
were  administered  by  Vice  Guardians 
during  the  years  1886,  1887,  1888,  and 
1 889,  or  any  of  those  years  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Unions 
administered  by  Vice  Guardians  during 
the  years  1886,  1887,  1888,  1889,  hav& 
been  as  follows  : — New  Ross,  Belmullet, 
Swineford,  Ballinasloe,  Athy,  Dungarvan, 
Ballyvaughan,  Portumna,  and  Cork. 

BEER  AND  SPIRIT  DUTIES. 
Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
can  now  communicate  to  the  House  th& 
information  obtained  in  his  further 
inquiry  as  to  the  incidence  of  the  Beer 
and  Spirit  Duties,  and  whether  he  in- 
tends to  present  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate ;  whether  he  proposes  to  transfer 
this  Session,  as  contemplated  by  the 
Ijand  Purchase  Bill,  the  charge  of 
£5,000  for  improving  the  breed  of  horses 
and  cattle  in  Ireland  from  the  Irish 
Local  Taxation  Account  of  the  Estimates  ; 
and  whether  he  intends  to  legislate  this 
Session  to  secure  to  Ireland  in  the 
present  financial  year  the  Exchequer 
contribution  of  £40,000  to  which  she  is 
entitled  ? 


Mr.  M.  Weld 
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Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  With  rtfgard  to  the 
first  question — namely,  iifi  to  the  incidence 
of  the  Beer  Duty — the  inquiries  which  I 
liare  made  result  in  ii  remarkable  agree- 
ment with  the  figures  on  page  4  of  the 
Return  of  May  7  laat.  That  Return 
gave  the  duty  on  beer  exported  from 
Ireland  to  England  in  1888-9  as  £190,000. 
The  actual  figures  for  1889-90  have  now 
been  carefully  examined  and  taken  from 
the  bills  of  entry  for  the  Port  of  Dublin. 
The  value  of  the  duty  paid  on  beer  ex- 
ported from  England  to  Ireland  is,  as 
near  as  possible,  £190,000.  With  regard 
to  the  duty  on  beer  exported  from 
England  to  Ireland  I  have  learned 
nothiui;  to  show  that  the  fiffure  of 
£35,000  was  under  the  mark.  Here  is 
the  difficulty — that  there  are  neither 
official  nor  commercial  Returns,  as  the 
exports  from  English  ports  to  Irish  ports 
are  not  entered  or  tabulated  by  the 
Customs.  I  am  still  making  inquiries, 
but  it  ssems  that  the  amount  of  beer 
sent  to  Irebind  from  England  is  not 
likely  to  be  larger  than,  and  is  possibly 
inferior  to,  the  amount  given  in  the 
Return  in  question.  Regarding  foreign 
spirits  no  record  was  previously  kept 
of  the  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
where  they  were  consumed,  but  a 
«ystcm  has  now  been  established  for 
following  them  up  similar  to  that 
pursued  in  the  case  of  home  spirits  The 
few  weeks  during  which  it  has  been  in 
operation  show  no  ground  for  believing 
that  the  calculations  in  the  Return  of 
May  7  were  incorrect,  but  the  time  is 
too  short  to  afford  any  really  fresh 
knowledge.  So  far,  then,  as  my  investiga- 
tion ha.s  proceeded  there  is  nothing  to 
change  the  figures  submitted  last  ilay, 
«o  that  there  is  no  question  of  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  at  present.  I  do  not 
propose  to  legislate  this  Session  for  the 
transfer  of  the  charge  of  £5,000  for 
improving  the  breed  of  horses  and  cattle 
in  Ireland  from  the  Irish  Local  Taxation 
Account  to  the  Estimates.  There  is  no 
.reason  for  doing  so  till  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  is  passed.  With  regard  to  the  last 
question,  legislation  will  not  he  necessary 
to  secure  to  Ireland  the  contribution  of 
£40,000  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
Vwt  ho  may  take  it  as  certain  that  I  will 
introduce  a  Supplementary  Estimate  to 
secure  this  sum  to  Ireland  during  the 
present  financial  year.  i 


DEATH  IN  A  LUNATIC  ASTLDM. 

Mk.  W.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Inspectors  of  Lunatics  have  made  any 
rejiort  on  any  death  of  Christopher 
O'Connor  in  the  Richmond  District 
Lunatic  Asylum  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  its 
purport  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Tlie  Inspectors 
of  Lunatic  Asylums  report  that  they 
have  addressed  the  Boaid  of  Governors 
of  the  Richmond  Asylum  on  the  subject 
of  O'Connor's  death,  who  have  appointed 
a  special  meeting,  on  the  22nd  instant, 
for  the  pnrp<^)se  of  further  investigating 
the  matter. 

Mb.  M.  weld  O'CONKOR. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  rep<}rt  of  the  Judg- 
ment of  Mr.  Justice  Monroe,  re  '*  King's 
Estate,"  in  the  Dublin  papers  of 
■itli  July,  dismissing  Mr.  Matthew  Weld 
O'Connor  from  the  Receivership,  and 
commenting  strongly  on  his  conduct  in 
allowing  four  tenants  to  be  sued  for 
£27  2s.,  rents  tliey  had  already 
paid,  and  surcharging  him  therewitlx, 
and  with  other  sums,  amounting  to 
£181  13s.,  "verified"  by  Mr.  O'Connor 
to  have  been  spent  on  police  huts  and 
emergency  men  ;  whether  Mr.  O'Connor 
is  a  Magistrate  for  the  three  counties 
of  Longford,  Cavan,  and  Meath,  and  will 
be  retained  in  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  ;  whether  he  has  observed  that 
Judge  Monroe  also  condemned  the  con- 
duct of  an  under  agent,  named  Francis 
CiMske,  of  whom  his  Lordship  remarked 
that  his  form  of  receipt  was  "a  curiosity," 
but 

"  Did  not  fe«I  at  liberty  in  holding  on  mere 
auspicion  that  C'ooku  had  Ixien  guilty  of  per- 
jurj-  and  fraud  j" 

whether  Cooke  is  barony  cess  collector, 
process  server,  and  summons  server  in 
Longford  or  Leitrim  ;  will  Government 
take  any  steps  to  have  him  removed 
from  these  positions ;  will  a  secret  in- 
quiry, under  Section  1  of  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Precodure  (Ireland)  Act,  be 
held  to  obtain  evidence  to  prosecute 
Cooke  in  case  that  existing  already  is 
not  considered  sufficient ;  if  not,  is  the 
suspicion  of  "  perjury  and  fraud  "  con- 
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sidered  insufficient  to  ground  such 
inquiry  ;  and  is  Cooke  the  same  person 
who  wus  tried  for  shooting  a  girl  in 
Mohill,  and  got  off  on  the  plea  of  self- 
defence  J 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  beg  to  refer 
the  hon.  and  lairned  Member  to  the 
reply  given  to  this  question  when  down 
some  days  ago,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  O'Connor.  Witli  resiiect  to 
the  case  of  Cooke,  he  appears  tu  lioJd  iu 
the  County  Leitrim  the  positions  men- 
tioned in  the  fourth  paragraj)h.  As, 
however,  such  appointments  are  not 
made  by  the  Irish  Government,  they 
have  no  power  to  consider  the  propriety 
of  his  continuing  to  hold  them,  or  other- 
wise. There  does  not  appear  to  be  any 
ground  for  the  course  suggested  in  the 
sixth  paragraph.  In  the  absence-  of  any 
positive  direction  from  the  Judg^,  the 
proper  course  would  api^ear  to  be  for  the 
aggrieved  party  to  make  complaint  on 
oath,  whereupon  the  necessity  for 
criminal  proceedings  would  be  con- 
sidered. Caiko  had  on  a  former  occa- 
sion been  returned  for  trial  as  stated  in 
the  last  paragraph,  but  the  Grand  Jury 
found  "  No  bill  "  in  the  case. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  not  the  estate 
in  Chancery,  and,  if  so,  is  it  not  the 
Court  of  Receivers  who  are  the  aggrieved 
persona  ?  Seeing  llmt  the  Judge  suggest* 
a  suspicion  of  perjury  and  fraud,  is  it 
not  a  case  for  a  prosecution  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  make 
an  inquiry  into  the  facts  of  the  case. 

Mb,  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  will  repeat  the 
question  on  Monday. 

DUBLIN  HOSPITALS. 
Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Secre- 
tary to  tho  Treaaury  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  proix>sal  made  last  year 
in  the  Dublin  Hospitals  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  fact  that  tho  Bill  has 
not  been  pressed  forward  this  year,  as 
promised,  the  Government  will  take 
steps,  jjending  a  permanent  settlement 
of  the  ciuestion,  to  effect  the  purpose  of 
the  Bill  by  distributing  the  amount  of 
the  annual  grant  among  the  several 
Dublin  hospitals,  according  to  the  relative 
«ztent  and  value  of  public  service  ren- 
dered? 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jack-sok,  Leeds,  N.): 
Although  it  has  not  been  jHJSsible  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  this  Session,  I  hope   that 


«(jme  agreement  may  be  arrived  at  as  tn 
details,  itc. ;  a  Bill  may  be  introduced 
next  Session.  In  the  meantime  I  do  not 
think  it  would  l)e  jMssible,  seeing  that 
the  present  system  has  been  in  existence 
for  more  than  30  years,  to  make  a  re- 
apportionment. 

Mil.  SKXTON:  I  think  it  is  quite 
possible,  and  I  wonld  suggest  the  pro- 
priety of  passing  a  Vote  in  bulk,  without 
defining  the  amount  to  be  appropriated 
to  the  different  institutions. 

Mu.  JAC;KS0N  :  I  understand  that  a 
Bill  is  absolutely  necessary. 

DUBLIN  COLLECTOR  GENERAL  OF 
RATES  OFFICE. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  with  reference  to 
the  fact  that  since  the  introduction,  this 
Session,  of  a  Bill  containing  provisions 
for  transferring  the  collection  of  certain 
local  rates  to  the  CorjKiration  of  Dublin, 
Robert  Henchy  and  William  Perry,  to 
tlieoffice  of  the  Collector  General  of  Rates 
Dublin,  have  been  retired,  b)-  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  upon  pensions  of  j£3 11  Os.ld. 
and  £40  respectively,  chargeable  to  the 
city  of  Dublin;  and  Robert  J.  Henchy 
(son  of  the  before-mamed  Robert 
Henchy),  Robert  M.  Richardson,  and 
William  Welsh,  have  been  appointed  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  the  stsvff  of  tho 
Collector  General's  OfiGce,  at  salaries  of 
£170,  £1,S0,  and  £110  respectively, 
mainly  chargeable  to  the  city  of  Dublin  ; 
canihe  state  what  were  the  salaries,  ages, 
and  termsof  service  respectively  of  Robert 
Henchy  and  William  Perry  ;  why  two 
warrant  officers  were  appointed  in  place 
of  one  retired  ;  what  were  the  occupa- 
tions of  Robert  J.  Henchy,  Robert  M. 
Richardson,  and  William  Welsh,  before 
their  appointment  to  the  Collector 
General's  office ;  whether  they  were 
recommended  by  the  Collector  General, 
and  their  appointments  declared  to  be 
requisite  ;  and  whether  he  ia  aware  that 
Mr.  Richardson  and  Mr.  Welsh  are  50 
years  of  age,  and  will  he  explain  why 
they  have  been  appointed  at  such  an  age 
to  offices  bearing  a  right  of  pensions 
chargeable  to  the  funds  of  the  city  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Mr.  Robert 
Henchy's  pensionable  emoluments  as  a 
collector  in  the  Collector  General's 
Office  consisted  of  poundage,  bonus,  and 
salary,  the  average  of  which,  for  the  three 
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years  preceding  his  retirement,  amounted 
to  £466  lOs.  2d.  His  age  at  time  of 
retirement  was  68,  and  he  had  a  service 
of  37  years.  Mr.  Perry  had  emoluments, 
consisting  of  salary  and  poundage, 
amounting  to  an  average  of  £240  a  year. 
His  age  was  65,  and  he  had  completed 
10  years  service  in  the  Collector 
GJeneral's  Department.  Two  warrant 
oiBcers  were  appointed  in  place  of  one 
(Mr.  Perry),  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Collector  General.  In  connection 
with  Mr.  Perry's  retirement  tho  Collec- 
tor General  reported  that  when  Mr. 
Perry  was  appointed  in  August,  1879, 
he  was  required  by  Mr.  Byrne,  the  then 
Collector  General,  to  appoint  a  deputy, 
whom  he  paid  out  of  his  income  as  war- 
rant officer.  The  Collector  General 
reported  that  for  some  time  he  had 
thought  it  would  be  necessai-y  to  moke  a 
change  in  that  department  of  his  office, 
and  that  the  proper  course  would  be  to 
appoint  two  warrant  officers,  one  for  the 
south  and  the  other  for  the  north  side — 
the  emoluments  of  the  two  not  to  exceed 
the  £240  a  year  heretofore  paid  t»i  the 
one  officer,  who  hivd  to  appoint  and  pay 
a  deputy.  Mr.  Robert  J.  Henchy 
assisted  his  father  in  the  general  work 
connected  with  the  collection  of  rates, 
and  was  employed  as  a  temporary  clerk 
in  the  Collector  General's  Office.  Mr. 
Robert  M.  Richardson  was  the 
deputy  warrant  officer  employed  by 
Mr.  Perry.  Mr.  W.  Welsh  was 
secretary  to  a  club.  They  were 
reoom.mended  by  the  Collector  General, 
and  the  appointments  declared  to  be 
requisite.  Both  gentlemen  are,  I 
believe,  50  years  of  age.  There  has 
been  no  regulation  laid  down  as  to  the 
age  for  warrant  officers.  Both  these  gen- 
tlemen have  been  informi-d  that  they  can 
only  hold  their  appointments  while  they 
are  able  actively  to  carry  out  the  duties. 
They  will  not  be  entitled  to  pensions  till 
they  have  completed  10  .years'  service, 
and  then  only  ta  lO-COths  of  their 
emoluments.  Mr.  Ricliardson's  tempo- 
rary service  will  not  count  towards  pen- 
sion. An  additional  sixtieth  would  l>e 
added  to  the  pension  for  each  additional 
year's  service  after  10. 

Me.  SEXTON  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cite  any  precedent  for  the 
appointment  of  persons  of  50  years  of 
age  to  posts  which  carry  a  high  rate  of 
])ea8iou,  and  does  he  consider  it  decent 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


of  the  Irish  Government  to  make 
changes  involving  charges  of  £300  for 
pension  and  £400  for  salary  upon  the 
City  of  Dublin  at  a  time  when  the  deci- 
sion of  Parliament  is  being  sought  by  B 
Bill  on  this  very  question  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  circamstances  relating  to 
the  appointments  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  refers,  and  must  ask  for 
notice  of  the  question. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  aware — has  he  not  ap- 
peared by  his  agent.  Sir  Richard  Wyatt, 
before  the  Committee  on  the  Bill,  and 
by  counsel  ?  Surely  he  must  be  aware 
of  his  own  action. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am 
perfectly  cognisant  of  the  action  taken 
Ijy  the  Irish  Government  with  regard  to 
the  Bill  before  the  House.  What  I  said 
I  was  not  cognisant  of  were  the  details 
relating  to  the  appointment  of  these 
gentlemen. 

Mr.  sexton  :  At  the  very  moment 
we  were  seeking  the  decision  of  Parlia- 
ment on  the  future  of  this  office,  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  justify  the 
Irish  Government  in  interfering  and 
making  appointments  which  will  throw 
charges  amounting  to  £700  a  year  on  the 
City  of  Dublin  t 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  reply  to 
the  question  ns  to  whether  the  course 
which  has  been  taken  in  this  matter  was 
proj)er  or  improper  is,  that  it  is  not 
one  on  which  I  should  be  asked  to  give 
an  opinion  if  I  say  I  am  not  acquainted 
mth  the  details  of  the  action  of  the 
officials  in  this  case.  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  the  question  before  being  asked 
to  give  a  judgment  upon  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  instructed  Sir  Richard 
Wyatt  to  make  the  allegation  both  be- 
fore the  Commons'  Committee  and  the 
Lords'  Committee,  that  if  the  Dublin 
Corporation  got  this  office  into  its  hands 
it  would  use  it  for  politiciil  purposes  and 
prevent  Conservatives  getting  votes,  I 
will  ask  whether  Mr.  Welsh,  who  has 
just  been  appointed,  is  not  the  Tory 
agent  on  the  revision  of  voters'  claims 
in  the  City  of  Dublin  ;  and  is  it  decent 
to  put  a  pronounced  partisan  of  that 
kind  into  an  office  connected  with  the 
franchise  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  must  have 
notice  of  that  question. 
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BUSINESS    OP    THE    HOUSE. 


Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
bargh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  when  the  Bill  relating  to 
Heligoland  will  be  taken  f  I  wish  also 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  ques- 
tion as  to  Malta  and  the  mission  of  Sir 
Lintom  Simmons.  That  is  distinctly  a 
-question  for  discnssion  on  the  Colonial 
vote,  on  which  it  is  understood  we  may 
ask  for  infonnation  or  make  any  re- 
marks we  have  to  make.  I  hope  he  will 
be  able  to  hold  out  a  prospect  of  an  early 
day  being  fixed  for  that  Vote.  The 
question  I  have  referred  to  is  of  great 
interest  to  the  Irish  Members,  and  it 
would  be  hard  upon  them  to  be  kept 
waiting  for  the  discussion  to  come  on. 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  will  understand  that  I  am 
not  able  to  say  on  what  "day  that  Vote 
will  be  taken.  I  hope  it  may  be  possible 
to  complete  Irish  Supply  to-morrow,  and, 
in  that  case,  we  shall  be  in.  a  position  to 
forecast  the  course  of  public  business. 
On  Monday  I  shall  be  able,  probably,  to 
«tate  when  we  shall  take  the  Colonial 
Vote. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne)  :  After  what  hour  will  the  Votes 
in  Class  4  not  be  taken,  and  what  will  be 
the  business  on  Monday  1 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  !  Class  4  will  not 
loe  entered  upon  after  11  o'clock  unless 
with  the  concurrence  of  hon.  Members. 
In  regard  to  the  question  of  the  right 
ton.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  the  subject  he  referred  to  can 
be  raised,  not  on  the  Colonial,  but  on  the 
Foreign  Office  Vote.  On  Monday  the 
Committee  on  the  Housing  of  the  Work- 
ing Classes  Bill,  and  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Census  Bills  will  be  taken. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT:  The  Irish 
Members  haye  shown  that  they  do  not 
desire  to  delay  the  Irish  Votes,  but  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  .will 
make  arrangements  for  continuing  the 
Irish  Votes  on  Monday,  as  on  Friday  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  have  to 
make  an  important  statement  on  the 
subject  of  Light  Railways. 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :    Her  Majesty's 

Government  have  set  apart  a  fortnight 

for  the  Irish  Votes,  and  other  business 

must  be  proceeded  with  on  Monday.  ■ 

VOL.  CCCXLVIL    [thibd  sebies.] 


Me.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  What  is  proposed  to  be  done  with 
regard  to  the  Reformatory  Schools  Bill 
and  the  Industrial  Schools  Bill  ? 
•Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  already 
Bhited  that  if  those  Bills  are  opposed  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  proceed  with  them 
this  Session.  As  several  notices  of  op- 
position appear  on  the  Paper,  I  fear  they 
will  have  to  be  postponed  until  next 
Session.  The  responsibility  for  the  post- 
ponement must  rest  upon  those  who 
have  given  the  notices. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Will  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary consent  to  postpone  the  Report  of 
Supply  on  the  Land  Commission  Vote  ? 
I  refrained  from  discussing  the  land 
purchase  branch  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion yesterday,  in  order  that  the  Vote 
might  be  taken,  though  I  might  have 
talked  it  out.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  will  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  not  to 
take  Report  of  the  Land  Commission 
Vote  until  such  time  as  a  reasonable 
opportunity  for  further  discnssion  might 
be  available. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  cannot  at 
present  say  more  thnn  that  the  Report 
of  this  Vote  will  not  be  taken  to-night. 

LAND  COMMISSION— I RVINESTOWN. 
Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Ferma»agh,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
explain  why  the  Land  Commission  is  to 
hear  the  Irvinestown  cases  in  Ennis- 
killen,  instead  of  at  Irvinestown,  in  view 
of  ■  the  great  inconvenience  which  the 
change  will  cause  to  the  farmers  of 
Irvinestown,  who  will  have  to  travel  18 
miles  to  Enniskillen  in  order  to  have 
their  rents  fixed  1 

Mb.  a.  X  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  state  that  the  Chairman 
of  the  Sub-Commission  referred  to  re- 
ports that,  at  the  request  of  the  solicitors 
for  the  landlords  and  tenants,  the  Sub- 
Commission  arranged  to  take  up  such 
Irvinestown  cases  as  could  be  con- 
veniently heard  at  Enniskillen  in  that 
town,  on  the  22nd,  23rd,  and  24th  instants, 
provided  both  sides  agreed  to  appear 
there  on  these  days,  and  with  regard  to 
any  such  cases  which  could  not  be  con- 
veniently heard  at  Enniskillen  the  Sub- 
Commission  announced  their  intention 
of  taking  them  up  on  some  later  day  at 
such  place  as  the  hearing  could  be  more 
conveniently  held. 
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THE  CASE  OF  llu.  EDWARD  ATTHILL. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  Mr.  Edward  Atthill, 
of  Advarncy  House,  Ederney,  County 
Fermanagh,  who  was  arrested  and 
lodged  in  SHgo  Gaol  on  a  charge  of 
forgery,  is  a  Magistrate  for  Ferraaniigh  ; 
and,  if  so,  is  he  to  be  allowed  to  retain 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informed 
that  Mr.  Atthill  was  not  arrested  on  a 
charge  of  forgery,  but  was  imprisoned 
for  contempt  of  C-ourt.  The  Report 
before  mo  does  not  show  wlien  this 
occurred  ;  but  if  the  matter  has  not  been 
already  before  the  Lord  Chancellor  I 
have  no  doubt  it  will  receive  his  con- 
sideration. 

iniSU    VOTES. 

Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secret4iry  to  the  Treasury  in  what  class 
can  be  found  the  Vote  for  the  Ulster 
King  at  Arms  and  the  Knight  of  St. 
Patrick.? 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  In  Class  VII. 

Mk.  mac  NEILL  :  Why  are  they  not 
in  the  same  class  as  formerly  ? 

*Mb.  JACKSON:  Because  in  the  re- 
arrangement of  the  Votes  it  was  found 
convenient  to  put  several  of  these  small 
Votes  together. 

THE  IRISH  CENSUS  BILL. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretiiry  whether  the  Irish  Cenans 
Bill  will  provide  for  ascertaining  the 
exact  proportion  the  loyal  minority  in 
Ireland  bears  to  the  whole  population  ? 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
And  will  he  consider  the  desirability  of 
including  in  the  Census  Returns  statistics 
showing  the  number  of  evicted  tenants  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  do  anything  of  the  kind. 


BEGIBTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (BOROUGH 
OF  BELB'AST)  BILL.— (No.  153.) 
Lords   Amendment   to    be  considered 
forthwith  ;   considered,   and    agreed   to, 
with  an  Amendment. 

PERPETUAL   PENSIONS. 

Copy  ordered — 

•'  Of  Treanurv  Minuli-,  dated  the  16th  day  of 
JuJy,  1890,  00  Ihc  i>ii1>jtol  of  de'.emiiniog  some 


of  thtj  remaining  Perpetual  PbnsioDS,  4c."- 
(J/r.  JaektoH.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [Noil 
305.] 

ULTIMUS    n.j;RES   (SCOTLAKDV   fLlS 
OF  ESTATES). 

R«tum  ordered — 

"  Of  Alphabetical  Liat  of  Estates  which  fell 
to  the  Crown  as  UUimus  Heres  in  Scotland, 
administered  by  the  Queen's  and  Lord  'J'reS' 
■urcr's  Remembrancer,  virtute  officii,  in  the 
year  ended  the  SIst  day  of  Uceember,  1889." — 
(J/r.  Jackson.) 

Return  presented  accordingly ;  to  li©' 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No_ 
310.] 

BILLS  OF  SALE  [LORDS]  BILL. 
Bill  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and 
be  printed.     [Bill  384.] 

PUBLIC  HOUSES.  HOURS  OF  CLOSINC 
(SCOTLAND). 

Return  ordered — 

"  Showing  (1)  the  hoar  of  dosing  lioen; 
premises  prescribed  in  each  Burgh  or  County  in 
Scotland  in  which  such  hour  is  earlier  than  ]  t 
p.m.,  and  the  date  of  the  adoption  of  such 
earlier  hour;  (2)  in  Ihe  case  of  each  Burgh 
and  County  in  which  an  earlier  hour  thiin  1 !. 
p.m.  was  prescribed  as  the  hour  of  closing  io 
1888  or  1889,  the  number  of  .Arrests  for 
Drunkenness  in  the  twelve  months  immediately^ 
preceding  and  in  the  twelve  months  imme 
diatcly  succeeding  the  adoption  of  such  earlie 
hour  in  such  Burgh  or  County  ;  and  (3)  the 
names  of  each  Burgh  and  Countv  in  which  th» 
licensing  authority  under  the  Public  Houses^ 
Hours  of  Closing  (Scotland)  Act  having  beeik 
empowered  to  fix  an  earlier  hour,  II  p.m.  has. 
been  retained  as  the  hour  of  closing." — (Br_ 
CamtroH.) 

DRUNKENNESS  (SCOTLAND). 

Return  ordered -- 

"  Of  the  number  of  Persons  arrested  as  (1> 
drunk  and  disorderly,  and  (2)  drunk  and 
incapable,  in  the  diS'ercnt  burghs  and  counties 
in  Scotland  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  Decemlier  IS'l'g,  distinguishing  between 
those  arrested  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  ock 
Sunday  and  8  a.m.  on  Monday,  and  those 
arrested  during  the  rest  of  the  week  (in  con 
tinuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  150, 
ol  Session  1887)."— (fir.  Cameron.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That   they    have   agreed    to, — Public- 
Health  (Scotland)  Act  (1867)  Amend- 
ment Bill  without  Amendments  ;  Com- 
panies (Memorandum  of  Association)  Bill 
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Colonial  Courts  of  {JutT  17,  1890} 


Admiralty  Bill, 
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Iniectious  Disease  (Prevention)  Bill, 
h  Amendments. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
"  An  Act  to  assent  to  certain  provisions 
in  an  Agreement  between  Her  Majesty 
and  the  German  Emperor."  [Anglo- 
German  Agreement  Bill  [Lords.] 

M  0  T  I  0  NS. 


CENSUS  (eholanh)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ritchie,  Rill  for  taking 
the  Census  in  England,  order«<l  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Attorney  (ieneral,  and 
Mr.  Long. 

Hill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  385.] 

CKSBUS  (Ireland)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Hill  for 
taking  the  Census  in  Irelund,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour  and  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  386.] 

CENSUS   (SCOTLAJfD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  the  Lord  Adrocato,  Bill  for 
taking  the  Censns  in  Sootlitnd,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  the  I^ord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland,  and  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,  [Bill  387,] 

LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  (mONEy)  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  further 
amend  the  Acta  relating  to  the  raising  of  Money 
by  the  London  County  Council,  and  fur  other 
purposes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr, 
Jackson  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  383.] 

FUBUC   WORES  LOANS   BILL. 

On   Motion   of  Mr.   Jackson,  Bill   to   grant 

money  for  the  purpose  of  c<>rtain  Local  l^ians, 

and  for  other  purposes  relating  to  IiOcal  Loans, 

ordered  to  be   brought  in  by  &(r.  Jackson  and 

>Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [  Bill  38S.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


COLONUL  COURTS   OP  ADMIRALTY 

BILL  [LORDS].- (No.  260.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

(4.45.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  This  Bill  appears  to  mo  to  be  very 
strangely  drafted.  There  is  a  clause  at 
the  end  which  apparently  was  intro- 
duced as  an  affccTthought,  and  by  it 
Vice  Admiralty  Courts  throughout  the 
British   possessions  are  abolished.     Yet 


in  Clause  9  there  is  power  given  to 
establish  Vice  Admiralty  Courts ;  and, 
therefore,  it  seems  to  me  a  most  difficult 
matter  to  construe  this  BUI,  having 
regard  to  Clauses  9  and  1 7. 

•(4.46.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(Sir  R.  Wf.bster,  Isle  of  Wight):  The 
Bill  was  prepared  as  far  back  as  1885, 
and  has  been  the  subject  of  most  careful 
negotiation  between  the  colonies  and  the 
Colonial  Office.  The  power  of  estab- 
lishing Vice  Adminilty  Courts,  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  drawn  attention,  is 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  enabUng  them 
to  bo  established  in  small  colonies  where 
the  ordinary  provisions  do  not  apply. 
The  scheme  is  one  to  secure  that  there 
are  Courts  of  Admiralty  in  all  British 
possessions. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  17. 

(4.48.)  Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR:  This  i» 
the  clause  which  abolishes  Vice  Admi- 
ralty Courts  throughout  the  whole  of 
the  British  possessions.  Now,  under  the- 
Interpretation  Act  of  last  year  the 
words  '•  British  possessions '  were  held 
to  include  "  all  possessions  of  the  Crown, 
whether  self-governing  colonies  or  not." 
Under  Sub-section  3  of  this  clause  all 
officers  of  Vice  Admiralty  Courts  who 
sustain  any  pecuniary  loss  in  conse- 
quence of  the  abilition  of  the  Courts  are- 
to  receive  reasonable  compensation. 
Wliere,  1  want  to  know,  does  the- 
Govemment  claim  to  obtain  the  Con- 
stitutional right  of  imposing  a  money- 
charge  upon  self-governing  colonies  in 
respect  of  officers  whose  functions  are 
brought  to  an  end,  not  by  the  action  of 
the  colony  in  the  first  instance,  but  by 
the  action  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  f 
I  submit  that  this  is  a  very  questionable 
proceeding  in  jioint  of  Constitutional- 
Law. 

•(4.50.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  to  niise  this 
point  so  far  as  it  affects  the  self  govern- 
ing colonies.  I  may  infornj  hira  that 
the  Bill  was  specially  referred  to  those- 
colonies,  and  their  consent  obtained  to 
the  Bill.  I  do  not  think  there  is- 
anything  uncoustitutioual  in  inserting 
the  provision. 

(4.51.)     Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR;  If  the 

consent   of   the   self-governing   colonies 

has  been  obtained,  would  it  not  be  proper 

to  set  that  fact  forth  in  the  Preamble,  audi 
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thus   save  -the  Constitutional 
these  Gbvemments  ? 
♦(4.52.)    Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  I  do  not 
think  it  is  either  necessarj  or  usual. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  repoited,  with  an  Amendment; 
as  amended,  to  be  considered  to-morrow. 

SHREWSBURY  AND  HOLYHEAD  ROAD 

(ANGLESEA      AND       CARNARVON) 

BILL.— (No.  377.) 

Bill  considered    in    Committee,    and 

reported,    without    Amendment  ;    read 

the  third  time,  and  passed. 

80PPLY— CIVIL   SERVICE  ESTIMATES, 
1890-91. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  III. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £82,766,  be 
i;ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  td  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March,  1891,  for  the 
Salaries,  Allowances,  and  Expenses  and  Pen- 
sions of  various  County  Court  OfScers,  of 
Divisional  Commissioners  and  Magistrates  in 
Ireland,  and  the  expenses  of  Revision." 

(4.55.)  Mb. W.  O'BRIEN (Cork,N.E.): 
If  the  Irish  Members  'vtere  to  insist  on 
discussing  in  anything  like  detail  all  the 
complaints  they  have  to  make  against 
the  Divisional  and  Resident  Magistrates 
whose  salaries  are  included  in  this  Vote, 
there  would  not  be  much  probability  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  realising 
his  anticipation  of  concluding  the  Irish 
Estimates  to-morrow.  I  propose  to 
allude  briefly  to  one  specimen  of  these 
Removable  Magistrates.  I  want  to  call 
attention  to  the  conduct  of  an  ez-Iudian 
c^cial.  Colonel  Caddell,  whose  only 
qoalification  for  his  office  is  his  churlish 
insolence  to  every  one  who  addresses  him. 
For  nearly  nine  months  this  gentleman 
has  been  ruling  in  Tipperary  with  as 
much  unbridled  power  as  if  he  were 
a  Turkish  Pasha.  He  is  one  day  com- 
manding the  police  when  dispersing  a 
meeting,  and  the  very  next  day  sitting 
in  judgment  upon  their  conduct. 
Colonel  Caddell  was  one  of  my  Judges 
at  Clonakilty.  On  that  occasion  I  was 
cross-examining  a  police  note-taker, 
named  Garvey,  who  had  taken  bodily 
out  of  a  newspaper  my  speech  and  the 
Mr.  A.  (yConnm- 


speech  of  my  hou.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Cork,  but  swore  that  he  had 
taken  them  down  while  they  were  being 
delivered.  Garvey's  evidence  was  so 
evidently  perjured  that,  though  my  hon. 
Friend  was  sentenced  to  two  months' 
imprisonment,  the  Government  never 
dared  to  meet  the  case  in  a  Superior 
Court,  and  the  sentence  on  my  hon. 
Friend  has  never  yet  been  ttiforced,  al- 
though I  myself  went  through  four 
months'  imprisonment  on  the  evidence  of 
this  policeman.  I  was  cross-examining 
this  policeman  when  Colonel  Caddell 
came  to  his  rescue  and  said  that  if  the 
man  had  copied  the  speech  correctly 
from  the  Freeman's  Journal  it  was  the 
newspaper,  and  not  the  witness,  that  I 
should  accuse  .of  perjury.  That  is  a 
sample  of  Colonel  Caddell's  intelligence  ; 
he  failed  alt<^ether  .  to  appreciate 
the  difference  between  a  man  swear- 
ing that  he  had  taken  a  note  of  a 
speech  and  copying  it  from  a  public 
newspaper.  He  did  not  know  the 
difference  between  a  newspaper  reporter 
taking  a  note  honestly  for  his  paper  and  a 
police  shorthand  writer  stealing  that 
report  and  swearing  it  was  his  own  note. 
That  is  a  fair  specimen  of  Colonel  Cad- 
dell's intelligence,  but  I  am  glad  to  sav 
that  the  condition  of  this  gentleman^ 
liver  has  a  great  deal  more  to  do  witii 
his  government  of  Tipperary  than  his 
intelligence.  Here  is  another  illustra- 
tion of  the  double  function  Colonel 
Caddell  fulfils  in  Tipperary,  first  as  a 
policeman,  and  then  as  a  Magistrate — 

"  Constable  King  appeared  on  the  table  to 
prosecute  Miss  Hogan  and  Mrs.  Nunan,  and 
John  Hennessy,  William  O'Brien  Street,  for 
g^roauing  st  the  police  on  the  day  the  e'iotini; 
party  knocked  down  Mr.  O'Brien-Dalton'a 
mill.  Mr.  O'Dwyer,  LL.D.,  appeared  for  the 
defendants " 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  What  is  the  date  ? 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN:  The  date  is  the 
l.'ith  February  last.  It  is  the  case  of 
two  ladies.  Miss  Hogan  and  Mrs.  Nunan, 
respectable  shopkeepers  in  the  town, 
who  were  prosecuted  for  groaning  at  the 
police,  but  that  is  not  the  point  I  am  on. 
Mr.  O'Dwyer,  their  solicitor,  called 
Colonel  Caddell's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  he  (Colonel  Caddell)  had  been 
in  command  of  the  Police  Force 
upon  the  day  in  question,  and  asked 
him     would  he    undertake    to  adjudi- 
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cate  in  the  present  proceedings  ? 
Colonel  Caddell  replied  that  on  the 
occasion  referred  to  he  was  acting  ininis- 
terially,  and  that  in  the  present  instance 
he  ■was  acting  judicially.  Here  you  have 
a  distinct  ami  naked  claim,  which  he  has 
repeatedly  enforced,  on  the  part  of 
Colonel  Caddell— that  Culonel  Caddell 
the  Magistrate  can  sit  in  judgmL-nt 
upon  Colonel  Caddell  the  policeman  and 
his  subordinates.  The  people  of  Tip- 
perary  are  exjiected  to  reverence  tiie 
law  tliat  is  administered  by  such  on 
insulting  —  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
call  him  so — jackanapes  as  this  gen- 
tleman who,  when  a  clergyman  ad- 
dresses him  in  the  streets  of  Tippemry, 
sticks  out  his  tongue  at  him,  and  who 
has  never  to  this  day  apologised  or  ex- 
plained— I  invite  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
explain  it  if  he  can — the  indecent,  filthy 
language  which  he  addressed  to  a 
respectable  poor  young  girl  in  Youghal 
who  was  at  the  time  in  the  custody  of 
hia  policemen.  This  is  the  sort  of  thing 
that  goes  on  every  week,  almost  every 
[  day.,  in  Tipperary,  and  it  ia  into  the  hands 
of  persons  like  Caddell — I  venture  to 
Bay  again,  an  ignorant,  insulting,  and 
incompetent  little  tyrant — it  is  into  his 
I  hands  that  tlie  peace  of  Tipperary  and 
the  lives  of  a  whole  community  have 
been  committed  for  thf  last  nine  months. 
Let  me  give  another  specimen  of  the 
conduct  of  this  Magistnite.  It  waa 
Colonel  Ciuldfll  who  superintended,  and 
is  responsible  for,  the  outiiige  that  was 
perpetrated  over  poor  Michael  O'Dwyer's 
grave  ;  and  we  are  not  going  to  allow 
that  outrage  to  pass  without  reminding 
this  House  and  the  English  people  of 
it  again  and  a^fiin.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary complained  the  other  night  that 
we  repeat  our  charges.  Well,  Sir, 
we  do,  and  wc  will ;  and  we  will 
not  only  repeat  them  in  this  House,  but 
we  will  repeat  them  from  end  to  end  of 
England,  and  I  rather  think  the  i-ight 
hon.  Gentleman's  complaint  is  not  so 
much  against  us  as  against  the  English 
constituencies,  who  have  repeated  again 
,  and  again  their  verdicts  upon  those 
Dharges.  It  is  not  surprising  that  their 
verdicts  are  beginning  to  be  a  little 
monotonous  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
But  what  are  the  facts  of  the  outrage 
in  the  graveyard  at  Tipperary?  Mr. 
"•'Dwyer  was  one  of  the  most  respectable 
nen    in    the   whole    town — a    splendid 


young  man  about  30  years  of  age.  He 
was  under  a  notice  of  eviction  by  Mr. 
Smith-Barry.  His  little  baby  had  died 
a  short  time  before,  and  his  wife  was  on 
the  point  of  death.  He  was  being 
buried,  and  actually,  while  the  coffin  was 
being  brought  out  of  the  church  in 
Tipperary,  a  b<idy  of  policemen  came  up, 
and  posted  im  the  gates  of  the  church  a 
proclamation  signed  by  Colonel  Caddell 
proclaiming  the  funeral  as  an  illegal 
assembly.  The  town  was  crammed  with 
policemen  that  dny.  Huge  bodies  of 
them  armed  with  ritles  moved  about  in 
the  funeral  procession,  and  a  force  of 
them  galloped  to  the  head  of  the  proces- 
sion— shadowing  the  dead.  When  we 
came  to  the  gniveyard  we  found  Caddell 
and  a  body  of  policemen  drawn  up  out- 
side it,  and  they  stood  there  while  that 
solemn  ceremony  was  going  on,  Caddell 
with  an  insulting  smirk  upon  his  face. 
He  was  not  satisfied  with  that,  and, 
acting  on  his  orders,  a  body  of  policemen 
rushed  into  the  graveyard  and  forced 
their  way  within  a  few  feet  of  where  the 
coffin  was  lying.  These  policemen  had 
not  the  common  decency  to  take  off 
their  spiked  helmets  while  the  funeral 
service  was  being  performed.  They 
remained  there  throughout,  the  people 
being  maddened  and  outniged  by  their 
presence,  and  the  moment  there  was  a 
word  of  protest  uttered  hy  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Blast  Tipperary, 
in.stantly  the  jxilice  note-taker  bronglit 
oat  his  note  book  and  took  down  what 
was  said.  I  want  to  know  is  it  possible 
to  imagine  any  proceeding  that  was 
better  calculated  to  wound  and  to  out- 
rage the  deepest  and  the  dearest  feelings 
of  the  people  than  the  conduct  which  I 
have  described  ?  Because  the  people  are 
BO  patient,  we  see  what  use  is  made  of 
their  patience.  The  very  same  thing 
happened  at  the  grave  of  my  poor 
Friend  Matthew  Harris,  the  late  Mem- 
ber for  East  Galway.  The  police 
then  again  forced  their  way  into 
the  graveyard,  stood  by  the  grave, 
took  a  note  of  what  was  said  there,  and 
I  believe  that  was  claimud  to  be  a  per- 
fectly proper  proceeding  on  their  part, 
because  the  jwople  did  not  take  the 
ruffians  by  the  neckand  throw  them  out  of 
the  giiiveyard.  But  the  police  pursued 
poor  Michael  O'Dwyerbej-ond  the  grave. 
Three  or  four  diiys  after  his  interment, 
when  Ilia  wife  had  struggled  up  to  open 
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the  shop,  the  first  porsDn  who  came  into 
it  was  a  policeman  with  a  notice  that  he 
meant  to  oppose  )itT  licence  at  the  next 
Sessions— that  is  say,  the  police  would 
try  to  deprive  her  of  her  only  means  of 
Jivelihood  simply  because  she  had  refused 
to  supply  an  emergency  man  when  he 
was  brought  into  her  shop  by  some 
jjolicemeu  with  the  deliberate  purpose  of 
entrapping  her  into  a  refusal.  Because 
she  would  not  facilitate  Mr.  Smith-Barry 
in  provisioning  his  garrison  in  Tipperary 
ithe  poor  woman,  broken-hearted  as  she 
was,  is  told  by  the  police  that  her  last 
cneauB  of  livoUhood  are  to  be  taken  away 
from  her.  That  is  only  another  speci- 
men. I  could  give  liuiidreds  and  thou- 
«ands  of  them  if  necessary.  I  ask  any 
Member  on  either  side  of  the  House 
how  long  he  would  be  prepared  to 
tolerate  such  a  state  of  th  ings  ?  I  venture 
•to  say  our  people  would  be  the  veriest 
slaves  and  hounds,  and  should  bo  justly 
•considered  so,  if  they  did  not  loutlie  the 
law  and  order  that  is  associated  with 
men  like  this  Caddell.  The  only  reply 
we  get  in  this  House  when  we  mention 
lihese  things  is  that  crime  is  common  in 
Tipperary.  I  venture  to  saj'  that  the 
only  crime  in  Tipperary  is  that  which  is 
«ncouraged  by  Caddell  and  his  police- 
men. A  struggle  has  been  going  on  in 
that  town  now  for  12  months,  and 
•two  vast  estates  have  been  cleared,  and 
I  defy  the  Chief  Secretary  to  name 
one  single  act  of  bloodshed  that 
has  been  committed  by  the  people. 
I  could  name  acts  of  bloodshed  on  the 
•other  side,  and  I  venture  to  say  tliere 
never  vraa  a  people — and  they  a  hot- 
blooded  people — who  conducted  them- 
Bolves  so  crimelessly,  so  peacefully,  and 
BO  marvellously  in  the  face  of  insults  like 
those  this  man  Caddell  has  heaped  upon 
•them  day  after  day.  And  what  is  the 
result?  You  have  achieved  the 
maximum  as  regards  outraging  the 
people's  feelings,  and  you  have  accom- 
plished only  the  minimum  as  far  as  your 
owu  purposes  are  concerned.  This  con- 
dition of  affaira  in  Tippemry,  if  it  were 
not  so  horrible  in  many  ways,  would  be 
downright  ridiculous  and  disastmuB. 
For  nearly  nine  months  Colonel  Caddell 
has  had  at  his  ba^-k  about  1,30  }x>licemeu 
and  600  or  700  soldiers.  He  lias  abso- 
iutely  limitless  power  both  »s  a  police 
bravo  and  a  Police  Mngi.strate  under  the 
Crimes  Act.  He  has  done  all  tliat  a  man 
Mr.   r.  O'Brien 


could  do — ^all  that  I  verily  believe  a 
demon  with  all  his  ingenuity  could 
do — to  exa.sporate  the  people  into 
riot  and  disturbance,  and  what  is  the 
resinlt?  At  this  moment  the  combina- 
tion iigainst  which  you  are  in  vain 
fighting,  and  the  legality  of  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  practically  obliged 
to  acknowledge  the  other  night,  is  as 
firmly  rooted  as  the  Rock  of  Cashel. 
Notwithstanding  all  the  horrible  shadow- 
ing that  has  been  going  on,  Colonel 
Caddell  has  not  succeeded  in  establishing 
a  single  successful  prosecution  for  boy- 
cotting. Although  priests  are  dogfged 
from  day  to  day,  and  every  prominent 
man  is  dogged  by  policemen,  I  venture 
to  say  the  only  tbiug  he  has  succeeded 
in  has  been  acquitting  policemen  who 
jostled  men  they  were  shadowing,  and  in 
punishing  men  who  remonstrated  with 
the  ]Mlice.  At  this  moment  he  is  an 
utter  failure  in  Tippemry,  and  still  he  is 
allowed  to  rem.iin  there,  day  after  day, 
as  a  constant  source  of  outrage  and 
insult  to  the  whole  community. 
I  only  wonder  that  he  has  not 
been  actually  promoted  for  his  services 
in  Tipperary.  He  is  the  best  of 
all  types  of  the  Resident  Magistrate, 
who  is  promoted  actually  in  proportion 
to  his  brutality  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
There  is  scarcely  a  man  who  has  so 
distinguished  himself  who  has  not  found 
the  results  in  speedy  promotion.  There 
is  Mr.  Cecil  Roche.  I  saw  him  beat 
with  a  stick  a  man  in  Tralee,  who  had 
the  temerity  to  salute  me,  and  he  after- 
wards gave  him  three  months  in  gaol. 
His  salary  has  been  increased  by  several 
hundred  prmnds  since,  and  I  am  told  that 
at  this  moment  he  is  indignant  because 
more  has  not  been  given  to  him.  I  am 
also  told  that  thei-e  has  been  a  good  deal 
of  indignation  and  heart-burning  on  the 
part  of  Caddell,  because  he  has  not  been 
promoted  to  a  Divisional  Commissioner- 
ship.  All  I  can  say  is,  if  these  are  the 
sort  of  men  the  Government  have  pinned 
tlieir  faith  to,  we  need  nut  object  except 
for  the  sake  of  the  unfcirtunate  people 
who  are  subjected  t<»  their  outrages. 
These  men  are  doing  our  work.  They 
are  exemplifying  the  hatefulness  and 
the  impissibility  of  the  present  system 
of  government  in  Ireland,  and  all  I  can 
say  is  we  have  not  the  least  objection 
that  you  should  choose  such  instruments 
in  Ireland  so  long   as   you  carry  on   a 
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Kystem  of  coercing  and  oppressing  the 
L-iah  people.  It  is  quite  another  thing 
how  these  proceedings  will  be  regarded 
in  England,  and  I  venture  to  say  tlie 
longer  you  continue  this  system  in 
Ireland  the  surer  you  are,  in  the  first 
place,  to  cement  our  Union  in  Ireland 
.and  the  combination  of  the  Iriah  tenants  ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  to  meet  con- 
•demnation  here  where  you  fear  it  most. 
(fi.30.)  Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.): 
This  subject  of  the  Irish  Magistrates  has 
'keen  frequently  and  fully  brought  before 
*he  House.  We  have  proved  on  many 
previous  occasions  that  the  personnel  of 
.the  Irish  Resident  Magisti-acy  would  be 
-a  disgrace  to  any  Government  in  the 
world.  It  has  been  shown,  I  regret  to  say, 
and  no  one  liaa  attempted  to  contradict 
Jt,  that  successive  Governments — and  I 
do  not  blame  the  present  Government 
more  than  its  predecessors — have  made  it 
a  custom  to  appoint  to  these  most  im- 
portant posts  in  Ireland  men  with  abso- 
lutely no  qualifications  for  the  position  ; 
men  not  only  without  any  experionoe 
^>f  civil  administration,  but  the  whole 
course  of  whose  lives  has  been  such  as  to 
unlit  them  for  the  delicate  task  which 
■ihej  have  to  perform.  I  am  speaking 
now  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  himself.  We  have  Returns 
before  the  House  in  which  the  ante- 
cedents of  all  these  gentlemen  are  set 
forth,  and  as  well  as  I  can  remember 
now,  and  I  have  not  the  Returns  by  mo, 
■three-fourths  of  the  Resident  Magistrates 
of  Ireland  are  retired  military  men ;  and 
when  we  look  into  the  personnel  of  the 
pemainder,  we  find  that  with  few  excep- 
tions there  is  little  more  to  recommend 
the  civilians  than  the  military  men. 
We  find  for  the  most  jiart  that  they 
are  broken-down  "  ne'er-do-wells "  of 
county  families  in  Ireland,  whom 
4heir  relatives  will  not  support,  and 
who  are  utterly  unable  to  make  their 
own  way  in  the  world — men  of  no 
education  or  knowledge  but  of  hunting, 
sbootiug,  fishing,  and  hare  coursing. 
On  one  occasion  an  interesting  collection 
of  letters  fell  into  our  hands  at  an  auc- 
tion in  Dublin,  letters  of  application  to  the 
iLords  Lieutenant,  in  which  the  most  ludic- 
.rons  reasons  were  set  forth  as  justification 
for  their  application  for  appointment  as 
Resident  Magistrates.  Well,  the  result 
liaB  been  the  appointment  of  men  with 
BO  sort  of  qualification  for  the  duties  and 


ditHculties  of  the  position.  I  intend  to 
explain  fully  the  reasons  why  we  Irish 
Nationalists  think  the  office  of  Irish 
Resident  Magistrate  is  an  office  that 
ought  not  to  exist  under  any  Govern- 
ment, and  I  will  explain  that  in  a  few 
minutes.  It  must  be  admitted  by  all 
sections  that  the  duties  under  a  Coercion 
Administration  are  of  a  peculiarly  diffi- 
cult and  delicate  character  ;  and  that,  in 
order  to  secure  the  due  discharge  uf  those 
duties,  even  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  his  supporters, 
men  should  be  selected  who  ore  well 
experienced  in  civil  administration, 
trained,  and  who  may  be  expected  to 
restrain  their  temper  with  rigid  self- 
control  under  difficult  circumstances,  and 
who  are  somewhat  versed  in  the  Criminal 
Law.  Now,  I  need  not  go  at  length  into 
the  matter,  for  I  do  not  think  it  is  con- 
tended that  these  qualifications  are  in 
any  considerable  number  of  cases  pos- 
sessed by  the  present  occupants  of  the 
posts  of  Resident  Magistrates.  It  is  a 
scandalous  condition  of  things.  There 
is  not  a  man  on  these  Benches,  nor  do  I 
think  there  is  an  Irish  Representative 
opposite,  who  has  not  witnessed  the 
scandalotia  behaviour  uf  these  men  at 
Petty  Sessions.  I  recollect  perfectly 
well,  before  the  late  agitations  arose,  in 
my  own  district  in  East  Mayo  a  Resident 
Magistrate,  a  retired  Army  Officer,  who 
wtis  in  the  habit  of  drinking  too  much  ; 
and  I  know  that  day  after  day  he 
attended  the  Petty  Sessions  Court  under 
the  influence  of  drink,  and  frequently  he 
did  not  attend  at  all.  There  was  no 
remedy.  I  have  watched  the  un- 
fortunate people  coming  in  with  their 
solicitors  from  a  distance,  for  there  was 
at  that  time  no  solicitor  in  the  town.  I 
have  seen  them  waiting  for  hours, 
losing  their  time  and  their  solicitors' 
fees,  and  no  Magistrate  came.  When  on 
the  Bench  his  bearing,  his  language, 
was  that  of  a  fishwife.  I  remember  a 
case  brought  before  him  in  which  a 
tinker  was  charged  with  stealing  a 
donkey ;  and  in  an  altercation  which 
took  place,  it  was  difficult  to  understand 
from  the  language  used  which  waa 
Magistrate  and  which  waa  tinker.  I  am 
referring  to  a  considerable  number  of 
years  ago ;  but  this  is  a  case  that  came 
within  my  personal  knowledge,  and  he 
occupied  the  Bench  for  a  number  of 
years.     For  a  quarter  of  an   hour  re- 
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criminationa  were  exchanged  between 
the  Magistrate  and  the  tinker,  police  and 
people  standinfc  by  and  regarding  it  as 
the  ordinary  method  of  atlministering 
justice.  This  same  Magistrate,  travelling 
to  a  country  st-ation  one  wet  evening, 
found  that  there  -was  only  ono  car  at  the 
station,  which  had  been  secured  by  a 
commercial  traveller.  The  Mag^sti-a^e 
ordered  the  commercial  traveller  to  get 
off  the  car,  which  the  man  refused  to  do. 
The  Magistnito  then  ordered  the  two 
policemen  who  usually  attend  at  stations 
to  drag  the  man  ofiF  the  car,  and  this  they 
proceeded  to  do,  and  in  doing  so  broke  the 
man's  leg.  The  man  was  ill  for  six 
months,  and  the  Mi^istrate  had  to  pay 
;£100  compensation.  But,  after  this, 
this  Magistrate  was  still  allowed  to 
occupy  his  seat  on  the  Bench  and 
administer  justice.  I  only  mention  this 
to  show  the  kind  of  men  whom  the  Irish 
people  in  the  past  have  had  to  go  for 
justice. 

Colonel  SAUNDKRSOX  (Armagh, 
N.) :  Will  the  hon.  Member  give  the 
date  of  this  occurrence  1 

Mb,  DILLON:  It  twk  place  about 
seven  yeai-s  ago.  I  do  not  present  it  as 
more  than  an  illustration.  The  facts  are 
admitted  and  well  known  in  the  district. 
I  only  mention  it  to  show  the  scandHlous 
system  which  was  allowed  to  go  on,  and 
it  is  to  be  charged  against  all  Admiuistra- 
tious — not  only  the  prasent— that  this 
scandalous  system  has  been  allowed  to 
grow  up  and  form  an  integral  part  of 
Irish  government.  All  Administrations 
I  say,  must  sliare  in  the  blame.  And  now 
I  come  to  what  I  consider  to  be  the  funda- 
mental blot,  or,  at  all  events,  one  of  the 
fundamentiil  blots  in  the  Irish  system  of 
Resident  Magistrates,  such  aa  I  do  not 
know  is  to  be  found  in  any  free  country 
in  the  world,  and  which,  even  if  the 
personn*!.  of  the  Irish  Resident  Magis- 
tokcy  were  beyond  question,  beyond  all 
blame,  would  condemn  the  whole 
system.  It  is  this :  that  you  have 
in  Ireland  a  system  under  which 
police  officers  act  as  Magistrates. 
Now,  I  ask  any  hon.  Member,  suiy 
Englishman,  what  would  he  say  if  in 
any  district  a  police  officer  were  to  sit  on 
the  Bench  and  decide  cases  in  which  the 
police  acted  as  prosecutors?  And,  un- 
happily, the  objection  is  very  much 
stronger  in  Ireland  than  in  this  country, 
because  in  Ireland  the  number  of  pro- 
Mr.  DUlon 


ficcutions  instituted  and  originated  by  the 
police   is   infinitely  greater  than  in  this 
country,  owing  to  a  variety  of  unhsppy 
ciivumstances.     I  need  not  now  go  into 
detiiil.      .Summonses    and    prosecutions- 
that  in  England  would  bo  loft  t»  private 
initiative  are  instituted  by  the  police  ii» 
Ireland,    and    this    makes   the    position 
still  more  intolerable,  that  a  man  who  na- 
executive  police  officer  directs  a  prosecu- 
tion, should  then  climb  on  bi  the  Bsucb 
and  act  as  Judge  in  the  case.     First  ho 
orders   the  pri«ecution,  and  is  thr<jugli 
his  subordinates  a   party  to  it,  and  thei» 
he  decides  the  case.     We  have  heard  it 
great  deal  about  recent  disturbances  at 
Cashel  and  Tipperary.      They  are  of  the 
same  character    as  many  previous  dis- 
turbances in    Ireland.     But  they   serve 
excellently    as    an    illustration   of    the 
complaint  I  am  now  about  to  make.     It 
is   terrible  that  such  things  shonld    be 
done  in  the  name  of  justice  as  are  now 
being   done    in    Cashel    and   Tipperary- 
What    happens  ?      Gaddell    orders    the- 
charge    by    the    police,    and    then    hr 
is    found    sitting     on     the    Bench     tj> 
decide    between    the    police    and    the- 
persons    who    complain    against    them- 
Take  what  happened  to  myself.     I  was- 
standitig  talking  peaceably  to  a  friii'nd  ia 
the  Square  of  Tipperary  when    Colonel 
Caddell  ordered  the  police  to  charge  anri 
baton.     The  police  did  not  obey  ordoi's 
by  batoning  the  people.      But  suppose 
any  of  these  policemen  Imd  struck  me, 
what  would  have  been  my  redress  I    The- 
Chief  Secretary  would  have  told  me  that 
I  had  a  legal  remedy  against  the  police- 
man if  I  could  identify  him.     And  where 
would  this  policeman  have  been  tried? 
Before  the  police  officer  who  ordered  the 
charge.       Could     yon     have     a     more- 
grotesque   travesty    of    justice  ?       Here 
is    another    example    of    the    principle 
which  obtains  in   the  administration  of 
the  law  in  Ireland.     A  man  was  charged 
with     assaulting    an    officer    who    waa 
(iliadowing  him.      The  charge  was  that 
he  had  shoved  the  officer  off  the  path. 
I   venture    to   point  out  that   it  is  ex- 
ceedingly necessary,  if  you  have  such  a 
system  of  shadowing  as  thiit  wliicli  now 
prevails    in    Ireland,   that    the    assanlt 
shonld    bo   very  cieiirly  proved      When 
an   officer   walks  so  closely    behind    the 
person  shadowed   as   to   kick    his   heel, 
while    another    constable     touches    hia 
I  shoulder,  it  may  easily  hap{>en  that  the 
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action  necessftry  to  escape  the  kicking  of 
the  heel  and  tlie  touching  of  the  shoulder 
is  construed  into  assault.  In  the  cose 
tried  before  Colonel  Caddell,  three 
uiyilians,  againtit  whose  character  there 
is  no  accusation,  swore  there  wiis  no 
assault,  yet  Colonel  Caddell,  who  had 
ordered  the  shadowing,  called  upon  the 
men  to  find  hail.  And,  therefore, 
Mr.  Morgan  Hay,  who  had  gone 
into  the  town  of  Tipperary  t<3 
transact  some  business,  was  sent 
to  gaol  for  six  weeks.  That  is  an 
illustration  of  what  goes  on  in  Ireland. 
The  police  are  ordered  to  adopt  a  certain 
course  of  proceeding,  and  if  a  policeman 
alleges  assault  in  the  course  of  that  pro- 
ceeding he  is  supported  by  bis  6U|ierior 
officer  who  tries  the  case.  So  long  as 
such  a  system  as  that  prevails  you  cannot 
expect  the  peojile  of  Ireland  to  respect 
lAw  and  order,  I  want  to  say  this  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Caddell.  I  have  had  a 
good  deal  of  experience  of  Magistrates 
and  policemen  during  the  agitation  in 
Ireland,  and  I  must  say  that  some  of 
them  are  gentlemanly  and  self -restrained. 
But  there  are  others  against  whom  Irish 
Members  liave  frequently  had  occasion 
to  bring  charges  in  this  House.  Of  one, 
Captain  Plunkett,  1  will  say  nothing  now, 
an  he  is  dead.  Of  another,  Captain  Se- 
grave,  I  may  remind  the  Committee  that 
when  a  charge  was  made  against  him  he 
waa  enthusiastically  defended  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  There  was  the  fat<il 
day  at  Mitchelstown,  and  when  I  stated 
what  occurred  between  me  and  Captiiin 
Segrave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
fended him.  We  rakedupthe  antecedents 
of  Captain  Segrave,  who  was  cnrajielled 
to  return  to  that  obscurity  from  which 
he  ought  never  to  have  emerged. 
Captain  Segrave's  character  was  so 
abominable  that  even  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  to  give  him  up.  If  necessary,  we 
ahallgoin  to  the  past  of  Colonel  CaddelL  I 
do  not  like  such  a  method  of  warfare,  but 
if  we  are  to  have  scoundrels  and  ruffians, 
dragged  from  the  purlieus  of  society, 
placed  in  the  seat  of  justice,  we  shall  be 
compelled  to  resort  to  it.  I  shall  apply 
myself  to  the  career  of  Colonel  Caddell, 
and  if  liis  record  is  a.s  foul  as  that  of 
Captain  Segnive,  he  will  have  to  leave 
the  Bench.  There  are  men  sitting  on 
the  Magistorial  Bench  in  Ireland  who 
are  not  fit  to  be  in  decent  society,  and 
whose  record  is  such  that  ihey  would  not 


be  admitted  to  any  club  of  gentlemen  if  it 
were  made  known.  Rather  than  see 
murdere  and  oatrages  committed  upon 
our  people  by  these  dissipated  and 
dLsreputable  wretehes,  I  will  rake  np 
their  po-st  historj-,  in  order  to  relieve  the 
Irish  people  of  their  intolerable  presence. 
I  wish  now  to  call  attention  to  what  may 
be  described  as  rather  a  shady  trick 
of  the  Irish  Kxecutive.  I  have  over  and 
over  again  called  attention  in  tliis  House  j 
to  the  gross  irregularities  of  the  pro- 
vi8i:>nal  Magistrates  in  Ireland.  The 
Chief  Secretary  did  not  approve  of  re- 
gularising these  i)rovisional  Magistrates. 
The  Government  promised  that  that 
payment  should  be  recognised  by 
Statute,  but  they  have  not  kept  their 
word,  and  I  want  to  know  why  they 
pledge  themselves  to  introduce  legisla- 
tive measures  and  break  their  pledge  ? 
1  suppose  it  is  because  they  dread  the 
discussion  of  any  such  proposal,  and  it  is- 
exceedingly  likely,  after  the  experience 
they  have  hod,  that  they  do  not  wish  to 
excite  further  discussion  with  regard  to 
their  jjolicy  on  matters  of  this  kind. 
Everybody  knows  the  unpleasant  ex- 
perience of  the  late  Mr.  Forster,  and 
the  proposal  he  brought  forwaixl,  which 
was  supposed  to  be  a  device  intended 
simply  to  meet  a  tremendous  ijnier- 
gency.  In  order  to  meet  that  emer- 
gency, Mr.  Forster  started  the  idea  of 
decentralisation  and  division  of  responsi- 
bilitj',  by  means  of  a  system  of  Divisional 
Magistrates,  a  system  which  I  contend 
could  not  Ix!  Hp[ilied  for  a  single  hour  to 
any  other  country  in  the  world.  What 
happened  1  Why,  that  the  system,  which 
was  intended  to  meet  a  grave  crisis, 
became  the  regular  system  of  the 
country,  and  continues  to  be  siiddled 
with  all  the  additional  cost  and  incon- 
venience it  entailed.  The  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General  was  that  those  payments  should 
be  made  by  Statute,  and  the  Government, 
although  they  pledged  themselves  to 
carry  out  his  suggestion,  have  broken 
that  pledge,  and  have  got  round  the 
Auditor  Genei-al  by  culling  the  Divi- 
sional Magistrates  Executive  Officers. 
That  is  an"  idea  unworthy  of  a  Govern- 
ment. The  Auditor  General  objected  to  j 
the  payment  of  these  three  gentlemen  a» 
Resident  Magistrates,  because,  under  th» 
Act  of  William,  the  maximum  salary  of 
the  Resident  Ma^ristrates    was  fixed   at 
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£750  a  year,  and  the  Government, 
iastfad  of  passing  a  fresh  Act  creating 
fresh  officers,  go  to  the  filthy  archives  of 
Dublin  Castle,  and  rake  out  some  musty 
precedent  which  enables  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive to  appointExecutive Officers  provided 
the  Government  pay  them.  They  cease  to 
«all  these  men  Resident  Magistrates,  and 
describe  them  as  Executive  Officers, 
whom  they  keep  ranging  in  the  air, 
ready  to  do  anything  the  Government 
require  ;  they  get  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor to  make  them  Magistrates,  and  they 
pay  thorn  £1,000  a  year  as  Executive 
Officers.  A  more  monstrous  way  of 
evading  the  Auditor  General  was  never 
heard  of  ;  and  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  respect  is  most  disgraceful 
and  must  be  protested  against.  Under 
the  present  system  the  Government  have 
placed  a  superior  officer  in  every  district 
of  Ireland,  giving  him  absolute  control 
over  all  the  other  Magistrates,  who  are 
actually  dependent  on  him  for  their 
children's  bread.  Let  us  consider  how 
.this  system  works.  Some  time  ago  the 
Government  made  an  appointment 
which,  for  brazen-faced  indecency,  pnsses 
anything  I  ever  heard  of.  I  allude  to 
the  ai)pointment  of  Mr.  Cecil  Roche. 
Who  was  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  ?  He  was  a 
briedeas  barrister  utterly  unable  to  make 
a  living  at  the  Irish  Bar,  and,  like  many 
other  adventurers,  at  the  Election  of 
1886  he  cast  in  his  lot  with  the  Unionist 
Party.  Briefless  barristers  and  needy 
:advontur6rs  in  Ireland  generally  do  cast 
io  their  lot  with  the  Tory  Party,  because 
all  the  pickings  they  hope  to  get  come 
from  that  side.  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  came 
over  to  England  and  perambulated  the 
country  making  speeches  in  the  interest 
of  the  Government ;  sp.'Cches  in  which 
he  was  prominent  for  the  violence  and 
the  vigour  of  his  vituperation.  He  de- 
nounced the  Nationalist  Party  in  Ire- 
land in  the  most  horrible  language, 
although  I  must  admit  that  sometimes 
we  use  strong  language  ourselves,  only 
there  is  this  difference  between  us, 
that  if  I  make  use  of  vigorous  lan- 
guage I  cannot  go  to  the  Bench 
and  send  my  opponent  to  gaol  for 
six  months.  Well,  what  did  the 
Government  do?  Mr.  C.  Roche  had 
distinguished  himself  by  this  sort  of 
eonduct,  and  I  am  informed  that  on  one 
occasion  he  stated  that  "  when  Hell  was 
&ozen  over  he  would  go  down  and  fight 
Mr.  Dillon 


the  Parnellites  on  the  ice."  Well,  when 
the  Election  was  over  he  did  not  go  to 
fight  the  Parnellites  on  the  ice  of  frozen 
Hell,  but  he  got  a  much  more  comfort- 
able place,  and  obtained  an  appointment 
under  which  he  was  enabled  to  send  the 
Parnellites  to  gaol,  so  that  they  might 
experience  the  effects  of  hard  labour 
and  the  plank  bed.  I  regard  it  as  a 
most  disgraceful  thing  that  a  man,  for 
going  round  the  country  and  denouncing 
the  Parnellite  Members,  should,  in  some- 
thing like  six  months,  be  placed  upon 
the  Magisterial  Bench  and  emptiwered 
to  send  to  hard  labour  and  the  plank 
bed  men  infinitely  more  respectable 
than  himself.  That,  Sir,  is  the  historical 
Mr.  C.  Roche,  and  his  hi8t<3ry  is  a  most 
scandalous  one.  Well,  let  me  jwint  out 
the  oiinnection  between  his  apf)ointment 
and  the  appointment  of  the  Executive 
Officers.  We  have  all  heard  of  Colonel 
Turner,  who  found  Mr.  Cecil  R<'Che  so 
utterly  unscrupulous  and  unreliable  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Government  that  he 
practically  used  him  as  a  ''  walking 
gallows."  I  may  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  there  was  a  historical 
character,  a  man  of  great  height  and 
physique,  standing  well  over  6ft.  3in.  in 
his  stockings,  who  used  to  dispose  of  the 
rebels  by  putting  a  rope  round  their 
necks  and  hanging  them  over  his 
shonldei-s  whereby  he  acquired  the  name 
of  the  walking  gallows.  Mr.  C.  Roche 
was  used  as  a  facile  instrument  and  un- 
scrupulous tool  by  Colonel  Turner ;  wher- 
ever a  case  was  to  be  disposed  of  in 
which  it  was  essential  to  secure  a 
conviction  Mr.  C.  Roche  was  sent.  Can 
anything  more  indecent  be  iumgined 
than  a  system  like  this,  where,  in  case 
the  Local  Magistr.ites  can  not  be  relied 
upon  to  adjudicate  in  certain  cases, 
another  man  is  to  be  imported  from  a 
distance,  because  he  is  known  to  be  a 
thorough-going  hater  of  the  Nationalist 
Party.  But  this  system  does  not  end 
with  Mr.  C.  Roche ;  unfortunatuly,  it  is 
being  pursued  throughout  the  whole  of 
Ireland.  I  remember  that  when  I  was 
on  my  trial  the  Government  would  not 
trust  the  Magistrate  of  the  district,  Mr. 
M'Carthy — he  was  too  honest  a  man ; 
they,  therefore,  im()orted  an  ironclad 
Magistrate,  who  was  an  Orangeman  of 
the  deepest  dye,  and  made  him  Magis- 
trate for  my  district  simply  in  order  that 
I   might  be  tried  by   him.      [Criet  of 
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"Name."]     The  name   was  Harris,  and 
he  was  a  blackguard,  and  the   reason  he 
was  placed  upon  the  Bench  was  that  he 
was  as   Oiikn^e   at   heart   as   he   cuuld 
possibly  be.     I  say  that  such  a  system  is 
infamous,  and    can    have    no    possible 
jastification.     I  will  endeavour  to  jwint 
out  to  the  Committee  the  work  which 
Colonel    Turner     does.       He    was    the 
Executive  OflBcer  for  Clare,  Kerry,  and 
Limerick.     As  Executive  Officer  he  liad 
the  means  of  life  of  every  Magristrate  in 
the  district  under  his  control.     I  know 
he  could  not  actually  dismiss  a  man,  but 
I  know  there  is   not  u   Magistrate  who 
does  not  tremble  in  his  shoes  before  him. 
Colonel  Turner    was    sent    down    to  a 
district  greatly  disturbed  on  the  agrarian 
question.     His  sympathies  were  strongly 
with    the    present     Government,    and, 
indeed,    Colonel     Turner's     sentiments 
are  of  the  most    convenient  churafter. 
When   Lord    Aberdeen  was  in    Dublin 
Colonel  Turner  was  an  enthusiastic  Home 
Ruler.      He   even  declared  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  friend  of  mine  that  if  ho  were 
an    Irishman   he    would    have    been     a 
Fenian.    When  the  right  hon.  Gentkman 
opposite  went   over  to    Dublin   Colonel 
Turner  became  an  equally  entliusiastic 
Unionist.      That  is  a  very  convenient 
form  of  conviction  for  a  man   to   have. 
When  he  went  down  to  take  charge  of 
this  disturbed   district,   8ui*ly   common 
sense  and  decency  would  dictate  to  him 
an  attitude  of  the  strictest  impartiality 
between  landlord  and  tenant.     What  did 
he  do  1     He  went  down   into  Clare  and 
took  up  his  abode   with   the   chief  and 
most   unpopular    agent,   Mr.   Stacpixde, 
a^     that     gentleman's     guest,      dining 
at    his    table,    driving    round     in     his 
carriage  or  car,  and  he  had  actually  the 
indecency    to    drive    into    Ennis   npon 
official  business  more  than   unce   in  the 
private  carriage   of   Mr.  Stacpoole,  the 
most  unpt>pnlar   agent  in  County  Clare. 
For  months  he  resided   as  a  member  of 
the  family  with  Mr.  Stacpoole.     I  have 
not  language   strong  enough  to  charac- 
terise the  conduct  of  a  Government  that 
would     tolerate  such    things.      Colonel 
Turner  became  the  servant,  the  lackey 
of  Mr,  Stacpoole,  there  was  no  work  too 
dirty  fur  Colonel  Turner  to   do,  until  at 
last  the    police    in   Clare   acted   as  the 
servants  of  Mr.  Stacpoole,  and  members 
of  the  Force   were  employed  to  collect 
the  tolls  at  a  fair    for  Mr.  Stacpoole. 


Magistrates  and  police  became  the  ser- 
vants   of  Mr.    Stacpoole,    and    when  a 
Magistrate  Wiia  required  to  do  the  dirty 
work  of  Colonel  Turner,  and  a  local  man 
could    not   be   trusted,  Mr.  Cecil  Rocho 
was  sent  for  from  Tralee  at  the  cost   of 
additional  travelling  expenses.     In  spite 
of  all  these  things,  and  tliis  state  of  ad- 
ministration, these  charges,  which  have 
been  made  before  and  never  denied,  the 
Government  complain  that   the  people  of 
Clare  and  Kerry  have  no  respect  for  the 
at^lministrationof  the  law.     All  lean  say 
is  that  if  the  people  of  Clare  and  Kerry 
had  any  respect  for   the  tulministration 
of    law  under  such   circumstances  they 
■would  be  the  most  contemptible  creatures, 
and   would   deserve    to  be   kicked   and 
flogged    like   slaves.        When    Tliomas 
Drummond  instituted  a  class  of  Resident 
Magistrates,  he  hod  in   view  the  protec- 
tion of  the  poorer  classes   against  pos- 
sible tyranny  and  annoyance  of  the  Local 
Magistrates   of   the    landlord  class ;    he 
never  dreamed  of  the  use  to  which  they 
have  been  put.  He  forgot  that  the  appear- 
ing of  Resident  ihigistrates  as  protectors 
of  the    poor  depends  on  the  men  who 
preside   in  Dublin  Castle,  and  who  may 
make      these      Magistrates     an     addi- 
tional  instn^m^nt  for  the  oppression  of 
the  people.       As  a  further   instance  of 
Colonel  Turner's  abuse  of  his  position, 
I  may  mention  the  pvrt  he  took  towards 
preventing  a  settlement  of  the  dispute 
on  the  Vandeleur  Estate.     He   wrote  a 
letter  to  the  7'ime«  denouncing  the  land- 
Itird  for  not  taking  more  stringent  steps, 
and    for  not    bringing  emergency    men 
down  to    his  estate.     In  view  of  these 
facts   it   is  perfectly  outi-ageous  on  the 
part   of  the    Government   to  endeavour 
by  a   shady    trick  to  jiuss  this  Vote  to 
jiay  such   men,   who  are  no  more   nor 
less  than  Executive  Officers   placed  over 
the  heads  of  the  Magistrates  in  Ireland 
for   the   purpose   of  intimidating   them 
into   doing  the  dirty  work  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    What  would  English  Mem- 
bers say  if  the   Commissioner  of  Police 
were  to  sit  upon  the  Bench  one  day  and 
command    the  police   the    next  ?      That 
would  give  a  faint  idea  of  what  we  have 
to    put    up    with     in    Ireland,    though 
that  is  not  exactly  a  parallel  case,  be- 
cause there  we  have  officers  at  the  head 
of  the  Judicial  Bench  and  of  the  police 
in  Ireland  who  are  in  noway  responsible, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to   the  people  of 
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Ireland.  Now  I  turn  tci  say  a  word  or 
two  upon  tlie  County  Court  Judges  of 
Ireland.  I  regret  to  say  the  people  of 
IreLind  have  not  couiidence  in  these 
officials. 

Tb£  chairman  :  There  is  nothing, 
I  think,  in  the  Vote  for  Couuty  Court 
Judges. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Under  those  uircum- 
staaces,  I  will  proceed  with  u  few  words 
I  have  to  say  ujjou  a  case  recently  tried 
before  a  liesident  Magistrate,  wliich,  in 
my  judgment,  illuBtrates  in  a  forcible  and 
valuable  way  some  of  the  doctrines  as 
well  aa  the  value  of  the  facts  of  right 
hou.  Gentlemen  opposite  iu  regard  to 
boycotting  cases.  VVo  liave  heard  boy- 
cotting described  by  the  right  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  in  strong  language  as  being  ac- 
companied by  intimidation  and  violence. 
Now  1  want  U>  draw  attention  to  a  case 
of  boycotting  recently  tried  inTipperary, 
in  which  the  charge  was  made  against  ' 
two  schoolboys  named  William  Quin  and 
Robert  Lewis.  The  summons  set  forth 
the  grounds  on  which  the  prosecution 
was  instituted,  and  is  a  kind  of  a  mani- 
festo on  the  part  of  the  officials  founded 
on  the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite — 

' '  When-aa  it  is  a  matter  of  popular  notoriety 
thut  a  sysleui  exi«l8  iu  Bovuntl  purU  of  Jrelund 
known  Hi  boyc'otiing" — so  runs  this  muuifealu 
of  Colonel  Cuddell — "  which  iujuriouHly  intor- 
forea  with  tho  iteo  exorcise  of  legal  rights  by 
Her  Majesty's  subjects,  and  that  the  said 
aj  stem  it  carried  out  by  certaia  persous,  who, 
by  signs,  ur  otlierwise,  warn  those  who  wish 
Ui  exercise  their  legal  rights  not  to  do  so," 

and  after  other  "  whereases  of  great 
oliarge,"  tinally,  on  June  19,  these  two 
respectable  lads,  under  1 6  years  of  age,  are 
charged  with  the  commission  of  that  offence, 
to  wit,  endeavouring  to  prevent  children 
from  attending  school.  The  evidence 
given  by  the  police  showed  that  the  lads 
stood  outside  the  school  house,  and  in 
this  case  the  overt  itct  of  intimidation  and 
violence  alleged  was  that  one  of  the  lads 
charged  shook  a  rose  at  the  girl  supposed 
to  be  intimidated,  and  prevented  her 
from  attending  school.  Of  course,  tho 
whole  thiug  is  perfectly  ludicrous,  and  I 
do  not  wish  to  discuss  it  at  great  length, 
but  1  wish  to  emphasise  the  fact  that  in 
all  these  prosecutions  before  Magistrates 
iu  Ireland  for  boycotting  there  is  no 
established  proof  of  violence  or  intimi- 
dation. We  hoar  of  violence  and 
intimidation  from  the  Chief  Secretary, 
Mr.  JDUloH 


but  when  we  oome  to  hard  facts   before 
the  Magistrates,  we  hear  nothing  at  all  of 
these  acoompanimenta.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is,  of  course,  quite  entitled  to 
denounce    boycotting,    but    he    is    not 
entitled     to     connect    boycottinj,'    with 
violence  and  intimidation  when  there  is 
no  violence  and    no  intimidation.     The 
Irish     Government     are     armed     with 
enormous    jiowcrs.      Why,   if   there    i» 
violence,    are    not    such     coses    brought 
before  the  Magistnttes  ?    But,  as  a  matter 
of   fact,  there   are  no  cases  of  violence 
connected    with  boycotting.      Over  and 
over  again  we  have  had  it   in  evidence 
that    the    offence    of    a    man    charged 
with  boycotting    was  indicated    by   his 
pointing    with    a   cratch    he    held    in 
his     hand    at    certain    animals,   or    he 
said  some  words,  ur  he  winked,  nndded, 
or    coughed     in     the    sight     or    hear- 
ing of  the  persons  who  were  alxmt  to 
make  purchases.     There  is  no  proof,  1 
say,  that  boycotting  is  based  on  intimida- 
tion.    One  word  in  conclusion,  and  I  do 
not  know  whether  I  shall  be  strictly  in 
order,  but  I  will  only  make  a  brief  refer- 
ence to  the  question  of  '•  shadowing."  as 
exemplified  in   the  case  of  David  Kent. 
It  has  transpired  in  evidence  that  tho 
constable  who  shadowed  David  Kent  did 
prevent  the  sale  of  calves  and  lambs  by- 
Kent,  by  thrusting  his  head  between  thfr 
owner   and   possible   purchaser,  scaring 
away  the  latter.     Kent,  unable  t«i  do  his 
business,   unable    to   sell   the   stock    he 
brought  into  the  fair,  turned  round,  and 
at  a  short  distance  away  saw  a  police 
officer,  who  was  walking  about  the  fair, 
and  began  to  follow  liim.      The    police 
officer  turned  ronnd,  and  said,  "  If  yon 
continue   to  follow  me  I  shall  have  yon 
arrested."  Kent  continued  to  follow  him, 
j  and   was    arrested.      He    was    brought 
before  a  Magistrate,  put  in  gaol  for  five 
or  six  hours,  and  theujbailed  out.    When 
brought  liufore  the  Magistrates  for  trial 
he   was  charged   with   obstructing    the 
police  in  the   execution  of   their  duty. 
The  Magistrates,  I  understand,  held  the 
charge  to  be  proved,  although  there  is 
some  mistiness  about  the  record  of  the 
decision ;    but    Kent  was  dismissed   on 
condition  that  he  should  not  follow  the 
policeman  any  more.     Now,  Sir,  I  want 
to  know  what  is  the  legal  ground  of  the 
charge  against  Kent,  and  I  want  also  to 
know  what  right  the  Magistrate  had  to 
dismiss   the   man  on  condition  that  he 
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would  not  cnafcinue  to  follow  the 
policeman  ?  If  it  be  maintained  that 
the  Magistrate  wiis  acting  within 
his  legal  right  in  finding  this  man  guilty, 
and  in  requiring  such  an  uuderlaking 
from  Uim,  I  want  to  know  how  it  can 
be  lawful  for  the  police  to  obstruct  a 
poor  man  in  the  discharge  of  his  busi- 
ness? The  Government  has  hitherto 
given  no  clear  and  definite  statement  of 
the  law  on  this  point  in  Ireland.  We 
want  to  know  whether,  if  it  be  lawful 
for  a  policeman  to  follow  a  civilian,  and 
to  obstruct  and  annoy  him  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  business,  it  is  also  lawful 
for  a  civilian  to  follow  a  jjoliceman  and 
in  the  same  way  annoy  him  ?  Under 
what  law  may  a  policeman  molest,  annoy, 
irritate,  and  interfere  with  the  private 
business  of  an  individual  against  whom 
no  charge  is  made,  if  a  civilian  is  not 
entitled  to  do  the  same  thing  1  We  had 
it  the  other  day  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opjx)8ite  that  the  Magistrates 
in  each  district  are  allowed,  on  their  own 
responsibility,  to  select  the  individuals 
who  are  to  be  subjected  tu  this  horrible 
persecution.  I  say  frankly  that  during 
the  autumn  we  shall  try  to  put  a  stop  to 
this  system.  Peo])le  who  are  shadowed 
will  insist  upon  following  the  police,  and 
if  they  ore  arrested  for  following  the 
police,  I  am  bound  to  say,  it  will  come 
to  this  in  the  end,  that  on  a  suitable 
opportunity  it  will  lie  the  duty  of  one  of 
our  men  to  knock  down  a  "shadow." 
Although  I  have  over  and  over  again 
used  my  influence  in  Ireland  to  preserve 
the  police,  and  to  prevent  collisions 
between  the  police  and  the  people,  often 
under  very  unpleasant  circumstances, 
I  say  I  think  our  people  are  justified, 
when  a  favourable  opportunity  arrises, 
in  trying  the  law  on  this  matter,  if  the 
Attorney  General  refuses  to  state  it 
clearly  in  this  House.  I  think  the 
proper  way  to  try  the  law  is  for  the 
man  shadowed  to  take  his  opportunity 
when  out  of  sight  of  the  picket  to  knock 
down  the  "  shadow,"  and  assert  liis  right 
not  to  be  dogged,  ]iunished,  and  outraged 
by  policemen  wlien  there  is  really  no 
law  to  justify  it. 

•(6.26.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  think  this  the  most 
important  Vote  in  the  whole  of  tly?  Irish 
Estimates.  We  have  been  discussing 
for  the  past  fortnight  the  administrative 
and  the  executive  policy  of  the  right 


hon.  Gentlomiiu  the  Chief  Secretary.  This 
Vote  duals  with  the  whole  question  of  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland.  Of 
course,  we  are  not  going  to  touch  the 
administration  of  justice  by  the  Superior 
Courts.  In  Ireland,  as  in  England,  and 
I  suppose  everywhere  else,  the  Courts  of 
First  Instance — the  Courts  of  the  Local 
Miigistnicy — are  the  Courts  with  whicli 
tlie  people  are  familiar,  and  these  are  the 
Courts  which  represent  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  that  much  repeated  phrase  of 
"  law  and  orddr."  They  represent 
British  justice,  and  I  submit  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  voting 
the  money  for  these  Courts,  to  satisfy 
itself  that  they  are  Courts  which 
adequately  administer  justice,  and 
which  have  the  confidence  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  I  believe  someone  has  said 
it  is  necessary  in  a  free  country  not 
only  that  justice  should  be  impartially 
administered,  but  that  the  people  should 
believe  it  is  impartially  administered.  If 
that  be  true  I  think  both  sides  of  the 
House  will  admit,  even  without  the  con- 
firmatory evidence  of  the  two  speeches 
made  to-night,  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
Jo  not  believe  justice  in  impartially 
administered  to  them.  I  suppose  there 
is  hardly  a  gentleman  sitting  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  who  is  not  in  the 
habit  of  taking  part  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  his  own  locality,  and 
there  are  many  also  on  this  side  of  the 
House  who  administer  the  law.  I  am 
not  going  to  say  a  word  disrespectful  to 
the  general  ability  and  legal  knowledge 
of  Stipendiai-y  Magistrates  in  the  great 
towns  of  England,  and  especially  in  the 
Metropolis,  where,  I  think,  they  dispense 
justice  in  a  highly  satisfactory  manner, 
but  I  believe  it  to  be  the  just  toast  of 
Englishmen  that  justice  is  fairly  and  im- 
partially administered  by  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace.  In  London,  and  wherever  you 
think  it  necessary  to  provide  paid  Mngis- 
tnites,  yon  take  the  greatest  possible  care 
that  they  shall  be  fully  qualified  to  dis- 
charge their  duties.  No  one  is  appointed 
who  ha.s  not  studied  the  law  and 
practised  the  law.  It  is  a  rule,  almost 
withoutanexception.that  the  men  selected 
as  Stipendiary  Magistrates  are  not  only 
possessed  of  knowledge  of  affairs,  but 
that  they  are  also  possessed  of  knowledge 
the  law.  The  same  rule  prevails  in  Scot- 
land, and  in  the  colonies,  and  in  India. 
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In  India,  which,  perhspa,  aome  people 
wooJd  iftj  is  the  parallel  of  Ireland  with 
regard  to  onr  mle,  we  are  a  oonqnering 
race  governing  a  subject  race.  I  be- 
lieve, myself,  the  s' longest  hold  we 
hare  on  the  people  of  India,  the  strongest 
tie  which  attaches  India  to  British  rule 
— ia  not  onr  military,  or  our  ciril,  or  onr 
financial  administration,  but  the  belief 
which  pervade*  all  classes  in  India  that 
in  the  Courts  of  the  Queen  they  receive, 
and  will  continue  to  receive,  bir,  equal, 
and  impartial  justice.  And  why  is  this  ? 
How  do  we  provide  for  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  India  t  We  do  not 
make  the  office  of  the  administration  of 
jostice  a  refnge  for  the  morally  and 
intellectually  destitute — we  take  care  to 
jMttvide  suitable  men.  The  examination 
imposed  upon  men  who  go  out  to  India 
ifl  the  most  severe  competitive  examina- 
tion, and  a  man  who  passes  it  does 
that  which  is  equal  to  taking  a  fint-class 
degree  at  Oxfonl.  Then  we  give  him  a 
special  University  training  at  the  public 
expense  for  a  certain  number  of  years. 
When  we  send  him  to  India  we  take 
care  that  he  shall  have  judicial  training 
and  every  Magistrate  is  compelled  to 
stote  in  writing,  not  only  the  decisions 
he  g^ves,  but  the  reasons  on  which  these 
decisions  are  founded,  and  they  are  sub- 
mitted to  a  Superior  Court  for  revision, 
and  alteration  if  need  be.  I  am  simply 
giving  these  details  to  the  House  to  show 
the  means  we  take  to  secure  the  just  and 
foir  administration  of  justice  in  India. 
Now,  what  do  we  do  in  Ireland  1  Is 
thera  any  parallel  between  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Ireland  and  its 
administration  in  England,  or  Scotland, 
or  the  colonies,  or  India  1  I  am  not 
going  to  say  a  single  word  reflecting  on 
the  personal  character  of  any  Besident 
Magistrate — I  am  dealing  with  a  system, 
and  I  do  not  hold  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  responsible  for 
that  system.  He  found  it  when  he  cjime 
.into  Office,  and  it  is  one  of  the  evil  results 
of  English  rule  in  Ireland  that  the 
system  exists.  Although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  defended  it  with  un- 
swerving fidelity  to  the  men  over  whom 
ho  has  been  set,  it  would  be  a  mistake 
for  us  in  dealing  with  it  to  regard  it  as 
an  accident  of  the  present  Administration. 
I  have  in  my  hand  a  Return  respecting 
the  Besident  Magistrates  in  Ireland.  It 
was  moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mr.  U.  H.  Fowler 


th«  Boshcliffe  Division  of  Notts  (Mr.  J. 
K  Ellis)  last  year,  and  I  find  from  it 
there  were  then  75  Magistrates  in  Ireland, 
who  are  receiving  the  grant  provided  for 
by  this  Vote.  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  composition  of  this  body. 
Only  14  of  the  Besident  Magistrates  have 
the  slightest  ostensible  connection  with 
the  legal  profession.  In  the  14  I  include 
not  only  gentlemen  who  have  been 
barristers-at^law,  theoretical  or  prac- 
tising, but  one  gentleman  who  kept  all 
the  terms  for  the  Bar,  bnt  "  for  &mily 
reasons  was  not  called."  I  have  also 
included  gentlemen  who  served  in  the 
Army  after  they  had  been  at  the  Bar.  I 
do  not  think  it  requires  much  knowledge 
to  know  what  that  means.  At  all  events 
it  ia  a  very  fair  presumption  that  men 
who  did  that  were  not  much  fascinated 
by  or  attracted  to  the  legal  profession. 
Well,  then,  there  are  24  ex-officers  of 
the  Army,  22  ex-officers  of  the  Con- 
stabulary, and  la  gentlemen,  who 
are  variously  described,  some  a» 
"Hon.  Secretary  to  the  Tipperary 
Agricultural  Society,"  "  In  the  Bevenue, 
Police  and  Superintendent  Departments," 
"  On  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for 
several  years,"  and  so  on.  One  gentle- 
man  ia  described  as  an  Army  tutor. 
Now,  let  me  ask  the  House  what  these- 
gentlemen  have  to  do.  Here  we  can 
bring  the  matter  more  closely  home  to 
the  present  Administration.  It  is  under 
the  present  Chief  Secretary's  legislation 
that  there  has  been  thrown  upon  these 
gentlemen  some  of  the  most  difficult! 
legal  duties  which  possibly  can  fall  on 
any  Court.  You  have  deprived  the 
p3ople  of  Ireland  of  the  protection  of 
juries,  which  is  given  in  other  parts  of 
the  Kingdom,  and  you  have  devolved 
upon  the  Besident  Magistrates  the  func- 
tions not  only  of  Judges,  but  of  juries. 
I  will  quote  one  sentence  from  one  of  the 
greatest  authorities  we  have  on  criminal 
jurisprudence.     He  says — 

"  I'erhaps  few  things  are  left  so  doubtful  ia 
the  Criminal  Law  as  the  point  at  which  tb» 
combination  of  several  persons  in  a  common 
object  becomes  illegal." 

Well,  this  delicate  and  difficult  question 
of  Criminal  Law  has  been  handed  over 
to  these  75  gentlemen,  of  whom 
only  .  14  are  in  any  way  com- 
petent to  decide  a  legal  question. 
What  do  these  gentlemen  cost  7  I  know 
the  Chief  Secretary  will  say,  "The  House 
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of  Commons  does  not  vote  enough  money 
for  me  to  get  the  article  which  India, 
and  the  colonies,  and  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land get."  I  liave  heard  him  suy,  "  I 
cannot  with  the  Vote  that  you  supply 
provide  niyBL'lf  with  perfectly  competent 
men."  I  am  rather  duubtful  about  that. 
The  Vote  is  20  Magistrates  at  £675,  32 
at  £550,  and  20  at  £425.  In  addition, 
each  receives  £100  as  travelling 
allowance,  and  something  more  than 
£100  for  their  personal  and  travelling 
expenses.  Jndging  of  Irish  salaries 
by  English  siilaries,  applying  the 
test  that  an  Irish  Judge  of  the  Supreme 
Court  receives  abont  two-thirds  of  the 
salary  paid  to  an  English  Judge.  I 
think  if  an  Irish  barrisU-r  receives  two- 
thirds  of  the  salary  which  is  paid  to  an 
English  Stipendiary  Magi-strate,  the  pro- 
portion is  pretty  well  observed,  and  to- 
night we  shall  vote  to  the  Irish  Resident 
Magistrates  considerably  higher  salaries 
than  two-thirds  of  what  is  generally  paid 
in  England  to  Stipendiary  Magistrates, 
excluding  the  Metropolis.  In  addition 
to  these  salaries  a  large  number  of  these 
gentlemen  are  in  receijit  of  Army  pen- 
sions. I  concede  to  tlie  Chief  Secretary 
that  we  ought  toprovidesufficient  money. 
This  House  has  never  been  niggardly  in 
Irish  administration.  These  Irish  Esti- 
mates are  monuments  of  extravagance. 
The  cost  of  the  Government  of  Ireland  is 
a  great  deal  too  large.  When  the  Chief 
Secretary  obtains  from  this  House,  prac- 
tically without  discussion  and  objection, 
the  most  liberal  allowances  for  the 
Constabulary  and  every  branch  of  his 
administration,  I  am  sure  the  House 
would  not  grudge  him  money  to  enable 
him  t()  give  the  people  of  Ireland  proper 
administration  of  justice.  Whether  we 
are  Home  Rulers  or  Uuionists  we  must 
be  agreed  upon,  this  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  are  entitled  to  a,  competent 
Judicial  Bench,  and  until  the  Chief 
Secretiry  comes  down  to  the  House  and 
asks  for  a  sum  which  will  enable  him  to 
appoint  competent  qualified  men,  and 
the  House  refuses  him  such  a  sum,  he 
has  no  right  to  shield  himself  behind 
the  supposed  zeal  for  economy.  Now, 
how  do  these  gfentlemen  discharge  their 
duties  ?  The  Chief  Secretary  may  say 
they  do  their  work  satisfactorily.  Ihave 
seen,  again  and  again,  in  speeches  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  statements  that  the 
appeals  which  have  been  made  from  the 
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decisions  of  the  Resident  Magistrates  are 
a  very  fair  indication  of  the  admirable' 
manner  in  which  their  duty  is  dis- 
charged. We  have  been  told  that  a  very 
largo  number  of  cases  have  Ixjen  heard 
by  Resident  Magistrates,  and  that  there 
have  been  very  few  appeals.  I  have 
got  the  Judicial  statistics  for  1888.  la 
that  year  there  were  1,082  convictiona 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  There  were  201 
appeals.  Yon  may  say  that  that  is  a 
small  proportion,  and  that  there  is  a, 
jrrimd  facie  presumption  that  the  de- 
cisions have  been  satisfactory.  But  go  a 
little  further,  and  you  find  that  by  the 
astute  manner  in  which  the  mode  of 
appeal  was  dealt  with  697  cases  were 
not  ap))ealable  against.  The  sentence); 
were  below  the  mark  carrying  the  right 
of  npjieal.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  were 
only  385  cases  which  could  be  appealed 
against,  and  in  201  of  the  385  cases, 
appeals  were  made.  In  70  cases,  or  in 
33  per  cent,  of  the  cases  appealed 
against,  the  appeals  were  successful  I 
lielieve  that  isquite  as  high,  if  not  higher, 
than  any  similar  dfEort  in  this  country, 
A  few  divys  ago  the  hon.  Member  for 
theRushcliffe  Division  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis) 
obtained  a  Return  up  to  the  Slat  of 
March,  1890.  Tliere  have  been  7CU 
convictions  ;  204  could  not  be  appealed 
against,  leaving  only  5G5  that  could  be 
appealed  against.  233  were  appealed! 
against,  and  in  72  cases  the  appeals  were 
successful — again  33  per  cent.  I  think 
that  is  very  fair  evidence  of  the  effect  of 
the  appeals,  Ijct  me  bring  tinder  the 
notice  of  the  Committee  one  or  two 
cases.  I  am  not  one  of  the  Members 
who  have  been  to  Ireland,  but  the 
reports  I  have  read  in  the  Timeg,  for 
example,  fully  confirm  my  opinion  as  to 
the  unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  system, 
and  prove  the  incompetency  of  the  men 
who  have  been  put  into  these  positions. 
But  I  also  rely  for  a  good  deal  of  my 
Irish  information  upon  what  I  think  is 
one  of  the  ablest  pi-ovincial  newspapers, 
the  Manchester  Giiardian.  With  the 
pormission  of  the  Committee,  I  will  read 
a  few  sentences  from  the  account  gi/en 
by  the  special  correspondent  of  the 
Manche.stvr  Guardian  of  what  he  saw  in 
Ireland  ufion  the  trial  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr„ 
W.  O'Brien).     He  said— 

"  People  in   England  are  often    puzzled   to> 
know  Hby  the  Irish  want  Home  Rule,     Ihts 
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best  *n«wer  to  a  man  in  such  perplexity  would 
be  to  take  him  to  a  town  where  a  political 
trial  18  proceeding  and  bid  hirn  '  Mark,  leum, 
and  inwardly  digest.'  He  would  «eo  much  to 
astonish  liim.  Paaaing  by  the  hotel  patrooiaed 
\)y  the  landlord  party,  he  would  prolvibly 
observe  a  group  conaisting  of  the  SlaKislrales 
who  wore  to  Ity  the  case,  the  Magiatraloii  who 
were  to  command  the  police  and  the  troops, 
flercral  police  oflicers  with  swords  and  rovolverg, 
several  officers  of  the  Army,  the  counsel  and 
'Solicitors  for  the  Crown,  and,  to  protect  the 
vholepartj.a  plain  clothes  detective.  That, 
at  least,  is  the  sight  which  I  saw  last  night, 
«nd  it  is  a  sight  I  have  ofU^n  seen  in  Ireland.'' 
"  Turning  out  this  morning  after  10  o'clock 
I  f<>und  great  preparations  for  meeting  the 
^nenty— I  beg  pardon,  I  mean  our  Irish 
fellow-subjects.— The  hussars  had  saddled 
their  horses,  made  ready  their  carbines,  and 
were  wailing  the  signal  to  mount  'J'he  men 
of  tke  Welsh  Uegimeat  were  seeing  to  their 
accoutrements  and  trj'ing  whether  the  locks  of 
their  rifles  worked  well.  Police— some  armed 
with  rifles,  others  with  batons— were  pouring 
in  from  country  stations,  and  those  encampud 
in  the  town  were  preparing  their  weapons.  In 
«1I  110  police,  34  hussars,  and  60  infantrv 
•oldiers  were  present  to  make  it  quite  certain 
that  respect  for  the  law  is  completely  restored 
in  Ireland." 

The  correspondent  then  gave  some 
details  of  the  trial,  and  proceeded — 

*'  The  Magistrates  who  were  to  try  a  Member 
of  Parliament  on  a  highly  complicated  charge 
which  would  test  the  acumen  of  the  most 
learned  and  skilful  judge  were  Mr.  Irwin,  a 
promoted  olfictr  of  the  police,  und  Colonel 
■CaiideU,  an  ex-soldier.  By  no  possibility 
oould  either  of  these  gentlemen  have  had  any 
legal  training  worth  speaking  of,  and  if  an  io- 
■tricate  question  of  law  were  to  arise  they  were 
bound  to  go  slap-dash  at  their  conclusion.  Now 
it  turned  out  that  the  questioo  they  had  to  try 
was  in  a  singular  degree  one  which  the  most 
'Cultivated  lawyer  would  have  faced  with 
hesitation.  The  charge  in  the  summons  was 
that  Mr.  O'Brien  and  Jlr.  Gilhooly  had 
«ntcred  into  a  criminal  conspiracy  lo  induce 
certain  persons  not  to  fulfil  their  legal  obliga- 
tions. Amplifled  by  Mr.  Ryan,  U.C,  the 
prosecuting  counsel,  the  formal  charge  meant 
this— that  Mr.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Gilhooly  had 
•delivered  speeches  at  Olonakilty,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  put  pressure  on  Mr.  Smilh-Barr>' 
to  desist  from  his  Ponsonby  estate  operations 
tiy  inducing  his  tenants  to  withhold  their 
rents." 

The  lion.  Member  has  already  alluded  to 
the  uvidence  ^ven  in  tiie  case,  and  cer- 
tainly there  was  perjary  on  the  part  of 
the  police  officer,  who  pretended  to  have 
taken  shorthand  notes.  Writing  later, 
the  correspondent  said — 

"A  wretched  and  miserable  farce  is  just  over. 
I  suppose  that  no  man  with  the  slightest  legal 
training—  I  will  go  further,  and  say  no  man  with 
oomoiun  sense — could  have  sat  in  Court  this 
-day  and  have  come  away  without  being  con  - 
winced  that  wherever  the  iateresta  of  the  land- 
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lords  are  concerned  impartial  justice  cannot  be 
expected  from  Irish  KcsiJent  Magistrates." 

I  have  given  the  Committee  some  details 
of  the  case  in  order  to  show  how  justice 
is  administered  in  the  eyes  of  an  iude- 
jjeudeut  observer.  I  desire  now  to 
refer  to  the  attitude  of  the  Irish  Magis- 
tracy towards  Members  of  Parliament. 
The  Chief  Secretary  says  that  if  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  break  the  law  they 
should  be  prosecuted  the  same  as  other 
people,  and  there  I  agree  with  him.  But 
the  {x>int  in  which  I  differ  from  him 
is  that  Members  of  Parliament  should 
not  be  punished  because  they  are  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  and  that  is  the  crux 
of  the  Irish  situation.  I  put  it  lo  Gentle- 
men opposite  who  have  judicial  instincts 
whether  after  the  strong,  powerful,  and 
excited  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  to-night,  in 
which  speech  he  mentioned  by  name 
certain  of  the  Resident  Magistrates  of 
Ireland,  it  would  be  decent  in  case  of 
any  alleged  infraction  of  the  law  by  him 
— I  will  not  put  it  stronger — that  he 
should  be  tried  by  the  men  lie  has 
denounced  to  night?  Is  it  human  to 
expect  juatici"  under  such  circumstances'/ 
Would  it  be  considered  fair  to  the  hon. 
and  gitllant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson),  for  instance, 
that  he  should  be  tried  for  anything 
he  may  have  said  or  done,  by  a  Court 
composed  of  Gentlemen  below  the  Oppo- 
sition Gangway  1  The  Irish  Resident 
Magistrates  assume  that  they  are  part 
of  the  great  army  in  the  controversy 
which  is  now  going  on,  that  they  are 
fighting  under  a  distinguished  and  able 
general,  and  that  their  policy  and  aim  is 
(lot  the  administration  of  justice,  but 
the  winning  of  a  political  victory  against 
their  political  opponents.  Let  us  take 
the  case  of  the  prosecution  of  the  Rev. 
Mr.  Crawley,  a  Roman  Catholic  curate, 
on  the  ciiarge  of  having  intimidated  a 
Protestant  rector.  I  think  a  little  com- 
mon sense  would  suggest  to  any  im- 
pirtial  spectator  that  where  a  Catholio 
clergyman  is  accused  of  intimidating  a 
Protestant  clergyman,  or  where  a  Pro- 
testant clergyman  is  charged  with 
intimidating  a  Catholic  clergyman,  or  any 
other  clergyman,  a  good  deal  of  caution 
should  be  exercised  in  dealing  with  the 
case,  a  case  which  evidently,  in  the  first 
instance,  is  not  entirely  disconnected 
with  sectarian  rivalry.      But  I  am  not 
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poing  into  the  case.  I  understand  it 
was  a  case  of  strung  languas'e  ;  and,  as 
ft  friend  sjiid  to  nio  the  other  day,  any 
English  Magistrate  would  have  dia- 
mifised  it.  Captain  Welsh  and  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche  were  the  two  Judges  in  the  case. 
Captain  Welsh  said  the  defendant  was 
represented  as  being  in  a  position  to 
sway  the  people  of  the  district.  As  the 
language  he  addressed  to  the  people 
carried  great  weight  the  Magistrates  had 
no  difficulty  in  arriving  at  the  conclu- 
eiou  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Hopley  and 
Sergeant  Burke  were  intimidated, 
and  they  sentenced  the  defendant  to  a 
month's  imprisonment  in  each  of  the 
cases.  Would  aiij'  English  Magistmti- 
have  sentenced  the  defendant  toa  month's 
imprisunmenti  Captain  Walsh  added  that, 
to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  the  use  of  such 
language  in  the  future,  they  would  bind 
the  defendant  over  in  one  surety  of  ,£40, 
and  two  of  £20  each,  to  be  of  good 
behaviour,  aft«r  the  expiration  of  his 
sentence,  for  12  months.  In  default  of 
finding  those  sureties  he  was  to  go  to 
gaol  for  six  months.  I  call  that  a 
travesty — a  prostitution  of  justice.  But 
that  evidently  did  not  come  up  to  the 
requirements  of  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  who 
said — 

"  The  defendant  wa»  a  vprj"  remarksble  miin. 
Of  oonsiderable  power  of  mind,  of  siilendiJ 
physique,  he  had  actod  kindly  towards  his 
poriahioners,  who  were  an  i|;norant.  wild  set  of 
people,  half  tnountaioeers,  hnlf  avafariner  men. 
liightly  and  prupiirly,  lie  had  great  intluence 
over  them.  The  part.  Father  Crawley  had 
taken  between  landlord  and  tenant  was  praise- 
worthy and  credilabl"",  but  his  intense  egotism 
had  led  him  astraj-." 

Fancy  Members  of  Parliament  being  con- 
victed for  intense  egotism  1  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche  evidently  regards  liirasclf  ns  dic- 
tator. Such  words  would  never  be  used 
in  English  or  Scotch  Courts.  If  any 
Magistrate  acted  like  Mr.  Cecil  Rcche,  the 
Lord  Cliancellor  would  immediately  have 
Jjim  removed.  The  Resident  Magis- 
trates have  no  knowledge  of  law,  and  do 
not  appreciate  the  elementary  princijilcs 
of  justice.  They  are  in  the  thick  of  a 
great  politioxl  fight,  and  are  con- 
scientiously c^invinced  that  the  policy 
of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  opposite  is 
the  best  policy  for  Ireland,  and  that 
advocated  on  these  Benches  the  worst ; 
but  they  are  not  qualified  men 
to  steer  an  even  keel  in  a  country 
where  agrarian  disputes  are  the  main 
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source  of  all  criminal  trouble.  These 
Magistrates  connected  with,  influenced 
by,  belonging  to,  one  class,  are  not 
competent  to  deal  out  evcn-haiidud  jus- 
tice, and  the  result  of  their  action  proves 
it.  What  yon  have  said  i  priori  %voald 
happen,  has  happened,  in  almost  every 
case  brought  before  us.  The  other  night 
the  Chief  Secretary  made  a  startling 
admission.  I  admire  him  for  having  the 
courage  of  his  convictions.  He  never 
shrinks  from  a  paradox,  however  it  may 
turn  against  him,  or  stays  to  fence  with 
qualifications  of  the  case  he  makes  in  his 
defence. 

"  It  may,  he  said,  be  the  result  of  three 
centuries  of  mis-government.  I  form  ns 
opinion  on  that,  but  the  condition  of  Ireland 
is  Much  that  practically  tcroc-fourths  of  the 
people  cannot  be  trusted  to  keep  thtir  oaths  ai 
jurymPD  on  a  trial,  and,  therefoie,  a  syotem  of 
procedure  unknown  in  this  country  hiid  been 
pursued  by  successive  Governments  in  Ire- 
land." 

Is    he    going    to    say   the    same    thing 

to-night ;  is  ho  going  to  say  it  is 
impossible  to  trust  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  hence  it  is  necessary  to  adopt  the 
system  of  administration  of  justice  i  Is 
it  a  necessity  in  Ireland  that  we  should 
autocratically  and  despotically  administer 
justice,  shutting  the  people  out  from 
their  share  in  the  administration,  re- 
lying on  ttdministratinn  by  Magistrates 
alone  ?  Then  I  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  liave  competent 
Magistrate.s,  men  like  those  whom  we 
send  to  India  and  to  the  colonics,  and 
those  whom  we  have  in  England  and  vm. 
Scotland,  men  apaii:  from  all  jxiliticaii 
prejudice,  so  that  they  will  show  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  that,  no  matter  whether 
they  have  Home  Rule  or  rule  at  West- 
minster, wherever  the  Queen's  power 
extends  justice  will  be  fairly  and  im- 
partially administered.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has  said 
that  he  is  striving  for  pi-inciples  which 
lie  at  the  root  of  civilisation.  There  is 
a  greater  principle  than  he  contends  for 
which  lies  at  the  ro<jt  of  all  civilisatioai 
and  society,  and  that  is  the  pure  aiul 
impartial  administratimi  of  justice.  lu 
that  consists  the  condemnation  of  th« 
present  system,  which  we  so  tnuck 
deplore,  and  are  trying  to  put  an  euJ  to. 
Whether  we  succeed  or  fail — I  do  not 
wish  to  mix  this  question  up  with  Party 
politics — I  make  one  more  appeal  to  him, 
not  to  defend  the  present  system,  but  ta 
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tusk  the  House  of  Commons  tfi  helji  Ijiiu 
to  remt'dj  wimt  is  a  natiomil  danger  and 
K  national  dis^nu.'o. 

(7.5.)  The  CHIEF  SECRKTARY 
»0B  IRELAND  (ilr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Miiuchester,  E.)  :  Every  one  who  lia-s 
heaid  the  speecli  just  dflivfrrd  by  the 
rijfht  lion,  (ientlcnian  will  agree  that  it 
is  not  an  unwelcome  intermpiion  to  the 
ordinary  coursj  of  invective  in  this 
Debate  against  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
raent  The  right  lion.  Gentleman  has 
tried,  and  successfully  tried,  to  keep  the 
question  of  {mlitics  out  of  sight,  and  has 
asked  me  to  do  the  Sfime.  Tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  no  personal 
attack  on  the  Government,  who  can 
defend  themselves,  or  njwn  individual 
Magistrates,  who  cannot  defend  them- 
selves, and,  for  my  nwn  jMirt,  I  will 
endeavour  in  the  observations  I  have  to 
make  to  follow  the  example  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  set.  The  right 
Hon.  Gentleman  began  by  saying  that 
politics  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  enter 
into  any  question  connected  with  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland.  In 
one  sense  of  that  rot-ommendation  eveiy 
human  being  who  heard,  and  every 
iiuman  l«ing  who  may  read  tiiose  words 
will,  I  am  sure,  cordially  agree.  That 
the  course  of  justice  should  be  diverted, 
if  only  by  a  hair's  breadth,  to  serve  the 
interests  of  any  jwlitical  Party, would  be  a 
horrible  and  disgraceful  thing  ;  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  means,  by  what  he 
has  said,  that  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  in  Ireland,  in  the  state 
of  opinion  of  the  Irish  people  as  they 
were  now  led  in  certain  ]mr(8  of 
Ireland,  is  to  be  kept  wholly  in- 
dependent of  political  objects  which  the 
commission  of  crime  is  intended  to 
attain,  that,  I  think,  is  not  at  present 
possible.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
argued  throughout  upon  the  hyjtothesis 
that  the  political  objects  of  a  great  Party 
in  Ireland  are  wholly  independent  of  the 
Criminal  Law.  and  its  administration. 
He  has  argued  as  if  it  had  never  occurred 
to  anybody  in  Ireland  to  commit  a  breach 
of  the  Common  Lfiw  or  the  Statute  Law, 
in  order  to  gain  a  jKiliticil  object.  I  do 
not  wish  U)  introduce  more  controvei'sial 
subjects  than  I  am  obliged  ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  that,  whether 
rightlv  or  wrongly,  the  (jovernment  do 
not  follow  that  opinion,  but  are  forced  to 
the  melancholy  conclusion  that  political 
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objects  in  Ireland  for  the  last  lOycarshave 
lxH;n  aimed  at  by  criminal  methods.  As 
long  OS  that  unhappy  state  of  things 
continues,  so  long  as  political  objects  are 
arrived  at  by  criminal  methods,  so  long 
will  trials  which  ought  to  be  purely 
criminal  trials,  and  abstnicttd  entirely 
on  the  part  of  the  uudienco  as  well  us 
the  Judge  fi'om  all  political  consiilem- 
tions,  be  attended  with  those  unfortu- 
nate symptoms  which  the  right  hon. 
trentleman  has  described,  of  an  excited 
mob  and  disgraceful  scenes  iu  the  streets, 
which  havt'.unfortuiiately, so  of  ten  accom- 
panied the  administration  of  justice  iu 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks 
me  how  it  is  possible  and  legitimate  to 
try,  for  example,  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  before  one  of  the  Magistrates 
he  ha.s  so  cruelly  aspersed  in  his  speech. 
I  admit  that  the  fact  that  the  administra- 
tion of  Criminal  Law  is — through  no 
fault  of  ours — mixed  up  with  politics,  is 
a  great  misfortune  and  a  difficulty.  But 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
chooses  to  make  this  sort  of  attack  on 
the  Magistrates,  is  he  to  bo  allowed  to 
break  the  law  in  Ireland  with  impunity  'i 
I  take  a  purely  hypothetical  case  never 
likely  to  occur.  I  trust  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  never  come  into  collision  with 
the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  ; 
but  supposing  that  the  hon.  Member,  in 
carrying  out  his  political  object,  does 
resort  to  nietJiods  regarded  as  criminal 
by  the  law  of  the  country,  is  he  not  to 
be  tried  because  ho  has  tliought  fit,  in 
the  exercise  of  his  duty,  to  make  a 
violent  and,  I  am  bound  to  add,  a  dis- 
creditable attack  upon  certain  Magis- 
trates ? 

Me.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  did  not  say 
that  he  wiw  not  to  be  tried,  but  that  ho 
should  be  tried  by  an  iiupartial  tribunal. 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Tluir.  is  to  say, 
it  only  rests  with  the  hon.  Member  to 
attack  every  tribunal — and  to  do  him 
justice,  I  think  he  has  attacked  every 
tribunal  in  turn.  Attempts  were  made 
in  these  Deliates  yesterday'  to  attack  the 
High  Conrt,  and  this  evening  to  attack 
the  County  Court  Judges,  attacks  which 
were  only  prevented  by  the  ruling  of 
the  Chairman,  and,  therefore,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  if  his 
principle  is  to  be  carried  ont,  an  hon. 
Member  will  only  have  to  add  to  a 
breach  of  the  law  a  violent  attack  in 
this  House  on  the  tribunal  which  would 
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liave  to  adjudicate,  and  he  wilJ  secure 
immunity  for  himself.  I  have  only 
takeu  the  case  of  the  hun.  Mumher  for 
East  Mayo,  becanse  it  has  been  cited  by 
'the  right  hon.  (jentleman.  I  do  not 
iissume  tliat  the  hon.  Member  contem- 
plates any  breach  of  the  Criminal  Law. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  aa  to 
■apply  to  this  systtm  in  Ireland  the  teat 
•of  experience.  I  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  that  is  the  proper 
test  to  apply.  If  experience  shows  that 
the  present  sj'stem  ii.  Ireland  works 
tolerably  well,  I  presume  that  the  case 
-will  fail  that  we  ouglit,  by  spending  a 
-great  deal  more  money,  to  get  a  class  of 
juen  who  will  not  serve  at  the  present 
Varies.  In  order  to  see  whether,  in  a 
normal  condition  of  society,  the  existing 
system  of  Magistrati'S  works  well,  we 
have  only  to  look  at  that  jjart  of  Ireland 
which  is  in  a  normal  state,  and  I  main- 
tain that  in  Ulster,  or,  at  all  events,  in 
those  parts  of  Ulster  which  are  not  dis- 
turbed (I  am  aware  tliat  there  ia  a 
■certain  amount  of  disturbance  in 
Donegal),  the  system  works  admirably. 
It  is  only  when,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
<luty,  through  no  fault  of  tlieir  own, 
]K>litic8  are  connected  with  these 
breaches  of  the  Criminal  Law,  that  it  is 
alleged  that  the  Magistrates  fail.  The 
I.  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  tliat  they 
bavc  to  deal  with  a  very  difficult  law, 
and  that  they  have  no  legal  training, 
for  my  own  part,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  in  England  experience  shows 
tiiat  men  of  the  same  class  as  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates,  milititry  men  and 
vthers,  are  incapable  of  deahng  with  such 
matters.  How  many  Chairmen  of 
(Quarter  Sessions  are  old  officers  ?  The 
right  hou.  Gentleman  assumes  that 
t -experience  in  the  Army  for  a  good  many 
l^ears  renders  a  man   incapable  of  per- 

I  forming  such  duties.     For  my  own  jiart, 

I I  maintain  that  some  of  the  be.st  Chair- 
lineuof  Quarter  Sessions  have  had  jire- 
Icisely  the  same  kind  of  legal  training  as 
\  tliese  Resident   Magistrates.     The    right 

hon.   Gentleman    says    the    law     which 

these  Resident  Miigistrates  have  to  ad- 

■  iniuister  is  very   difficult,  especially  the 

[law    of    conspiracy,     but    Chairmen    of 

iQuarter  Sessions  have  also  to  administer 

the   law   of    conspiracy.     ["  No,    no  1 "] 

)f      that      I      do     not      speak     with 

con6dence,  but  I  refer  to  the  argument 

of   the  right   hon.  Gentleman   that   the 


administration  is  difficult.  We  have 
henrd  a  great  deal  of  the  right  of  appeal, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  there  is  no 
right  of  i^ppeal  from  a  conviction  where 
the  sentence  is  below  a  month.  But  on 
a  point  of  law,  whatever  the  sentence  may 
be,  tliere  is  an  appeal  to  a  Court  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  is 
competent — namely,  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer or  the  Queen's  Bench — by  case 
stated.  I  have  no  doubt  that  appeals  on 
points  of  law  have  been  taken  exactly  in 
those  cases  where,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
defendants'  counsel,  the  Resident  Mugia- 
trates  had  shown  themselvts  weakest  in 
law.  Since  the  p;is8ing  of  the  Crimes 
Act  to  July  1,  1890,  there  have  been  25 
appeals  to  the  Court  of  Exchequer  or  the 
Queen's  Bench  by  cases  stated.  Of  iheae 
25  cases,  obvioasly  those  in  which  the 
Resident  Magistrates  were  considered 
weakest,  only  three  were  reversed,  and 
the  remaining  22  were  affirmed.  There- 
fore, I  sny  that,  looking  to  past  ex- 
perience of  the  law  administered  by  these 
gentlemen,  it  is  not  at  all  so  weak  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  lead  tlie 
Committee  to  believe.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  examined  the  cases 
in  which  there  have  been  a])peala 
on  the  facts,  but  1  was  not  quite 
able  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's figures.  Accoi-ding  to  a  Return 
furnished  I  find  that  from  Novem- 
ber, I88t<,  to  .June,  1890,  1,393  cases 
were  tried.  The  number  of  appeals 
lodged  in  that  period  was  256,  and  of 
these  only  18  were  reversid  on  appeal. 
That  is  a  proof  that,  on  the  facts,  aa  well 
an  on  the  law,  experience  demonstrates 
tliat  these  tribunals  are  competent,  fair, 
and  honest  tribunals^. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  left  out  the  cases  of 
reductions  of  sentences. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  There  were,  no 
doubt,  some  60  cases  in  which  there 
were  reductions  of  sentence.  But  with 
respect  to  those  il  mu.«t  be  nmembored 
that  two  Courts  of  co-ordinate  jurisdiction 
often  jiass  different  sentences  on  cases 
apparently  similar.  But  such  differences 
of  opinion  by  no  menus  demonstrate  that 
the  Court  of  first  instance  did  not  do  its 
duty.  As  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
reminds  uie,  on  appeal  the  cases  were 
re-heard,  and  therefore  evidence  not 
F  3 
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before  the  Court  below  mig'ht  be,  and 
probably  wns  in  most  instances,  called  in 
the  Court  above,  and,  further,  that  in 
several  cases  the  sentences  have  been 
increased  for  the  very  purpose  of  giving 
a  right  of  appeal.  Therefor?  the  mere  fact 
that  a  sentence  was  reduced  on  app.'al  by- 
no  means  demonstrates  that  the  Court  of 
first  instance  did  not  do  its  duty.  I  pass 
from  that  general  criticism  on  Courts  of 
first  instance  in  Ireland  to  certain  spe- 
cific allefjations  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  East  Mayo  and  North-Eiast  Cork. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  accuses 
the  Government  of  havintj  bn>ken  their 
pledges  in  not  having  regularised  the 
position  of  the  Divisionul  Commissioners 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  Ls  there  any 
human  beino;  whu,  in  the  present  state 
of  public  business,  would  do  anything 
by  Act  of  Parliament  which  could  bo 
done  in  any  other  way  ?  Would  it  be 
common  sense  to  come  for  an  Act  when 
we  found  that  it  was  unnecessary  for  us 
to  do  BO  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  such 
a  Bill  would  have  been  met  with  the 
same  kind  of  resi.stanoe  as  the  Bill  for 
the  appointment  of  an  Assistant  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
met  with.  If  that  is  so,  the  Govern- 
ment were  justified  in  taking  the  ob- 
viously r.itional  course  of  avoiding 
the  diflScnlty  by  not  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment at  all.  Tne  hon.  Gentleman  then 
proceeded  to  make  a  most  violent  attack, 
and  exhausted  even  his  budget  of  invec- 
tive upon  Colonel  Turner.  But  when 
it  all  comes  to  be  analysed  it  amounts  to 
this.  Colonel  Turner  lived  with  Mr. 
Staopoote,  who  was  a  landlord  in  Clare. 
On  account  of  that  unforgiveable  offence 
he  has  been  described  as  a  man  who 
acted  as  Mr.  Stacpoole's  lackey,  who  is 
unworthy  of  the  confidence  of  the  Go- 
vernment, who  ought  to  Ix!  dismi.ssed  on 
the  earliest  possible  occasion,  and  who  is 
a  proper  target  for  the  ordinary  arrows 
of  Nationalist  invective.  Why  should 
not  Colonel  Turner  stay  in  Mr.  Stac- 
poole's house  ?  Is  every  man  who  stays 
in  a  country  house  the  lackey  of  his 
hostt  Is  every  man  who  stays  in  a 
country  house  incapable  of  doing  justice  ? 
Is  it  an  iniquity  to  use  the  carriage  of 
your  host  to  go  to  a  neighljouring  town  ? 
Incredible  ns  it  may  seem  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  weru  not  in  the  House  when 
the  hon.  Memb.-r  mada  his  npeoch, 
that  is  one  uf  the  chief  counts  in  the 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


indictment  against  Colonel  Tttme*.. 
He  drove  from  Mr.  Stacpoole's  resiienoo 
into  Ennis  in  Mr.  .Stacpoole's  carriage-!. 
Monstrous  enormity  '.  Horrible  iniqnity  ! 
Ireland  indeed  requires  Home  Rnlbj 
when  such  things  as  these  are  done  >i«] 
that  unhappy  country. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Do  we  anderstand  i\\ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  he  ap 
provesof  theactionof  Colonel  Turner  in  bei-j 
coming  an  inmate  of  the  house  of  a  land 
agent  in  County  Clare,  in  the  then  con- 
dition of  the  county  1 

Mk.     a.     J.     BALFOUR:     ColoneP' 
Turner  has  never  sskcd  me  whether  I 
approved  or  not,  and  I  think  it  would 
grossly  impertinent    if   I  interfered   ir 
such  a  matter  by  eiprt'ssing  any  opinion 
at  all.     The  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to 
be  driven  to  rely  on  his  attack  on  the 
I  Iribh  Magistracy,  on  some  old  and  some 
j  very  hypothetical  incidents.     He  gave  a  ] 
'  long  account  of  what  happened  seven  o« 
eight  years  ago  in  County  Mayo  in  cou> 
I  nection  with  a  Resident  Magistrate,  sinoel 
dead.     That   might   have   been   a  gooAl 
thing   to   bring   up    on    the   Estimates 
seven  or  eight  years  ago,  but  it  is  not  a 
good  thing  to  bring  before  the  Committe 
now,    because    it    can   afiEord   them   no 
guide   as  to   the  course   they    ought    to- 
'  pursue  with  regard  to  the  present  Esti- 
i  mates.       The     hon.     Gentleman     then 
I  related   what  occnrred  to  him   at  Tip-, 
I  perary.     He  said  he  was  talking  to  some 
I  friends  when  Colonel  Caddell  ordered  th« 
I  police  to  draw  their  batons  and  charge. 
j  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  police  did  ' 
I  not   obey  their  orders,   and  so  nothing- 
!  liappened.    But  supposing,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  siiid,   something   had  happened, 
'  then  Colonel  Caddell  would  have  had  to 
'  try   the   onse   of    an  injury  inflicted  in 
obedience  to  his  own  orders.     1    think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  stating  this  hyjio- 
I  thetical    case    has    fallen    into    several 
I  serious  errors.     Colonel  Caddell  did  not 
order  a  charge ;  the  police  did  not  dis- 
obey his  orders,  and  if  batons  were  not 
drnwu  on  that  occasion  it  wtis  because 
the   jKilice  followed    strictly  the  orders 
given  by  Colonel  Caddell. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  heaid  the  order  to 
draw  butons  given  myself. 

Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR:  I  believe  I 
have  stated  the  facts  as  I  have  been  told 
them  by  Colonel  Caddell ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  Colonel  Caddell  gave  no  direction 
which  would  have  justified  the  police  in 
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batoning  the  hou.  Geutleraan  or  his 
fitianAs.  Then  the  hon.  Member  said, 
'fiupposing'  he  bad  been  brous^ht  before 
•Colonel  Caddell  as  the  result  of  what 
inight  Iwve  happened'/  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  friends  have  said  over  and 
over  again  that  the  utmost  care  ought  to 
•be  taken  not  to  mix  up  executive  and 
judicial  functions.  With  that  I  agree, 
•and  everj  effort  is  made  by  the  Irish 
Government  not  to  allow  the  man  who 
has  executive  functions  to  perform  to 
adjadicate  on  the  cases  arising  out  of 
itliat  executive  action.  It  is  in  order  to 
pursue  that  rule  that  it  is  necessary  to 
make  Resident  Magistrates  leave  one 
•district  and  go  into  another. 

Mh.  SV.  O'BRIEN:  How  does  the 
vight  hoD.  Gentleman  explain  the  case  of 
Nunan  and  Hogan,  in  which  Colonel 
■Goddell  combined  the  two  functions? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  two 
•women  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
■were  bound  over  by  Colonel  Caddi.il  to 
keep  the  peace  on  a  day  subsequent  to  the 
'•disorder  in  which  they  were  concerned. 
Colonel  Caddell  could  liave  performed 
that  operation  on  the  spot.  He  preferred 
>to  do  it  next  day,  and  he  did  it  next  day. 
The  facts  of  that  case,  therefore,  do  not 
bear  out  the  contention  of  the  hon. 
Member.  No  Resident  Magistrate  has 
«ver  ordered  a  baton  charge  and  then 
■directed  a  prosecution  of  those  charged. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Yes  ;  Mr.  Ri)clie  did  on  three  occasions. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  is  mistaken. 

Mk.  E.  HARRINGTON  :  No,  I  am 
not  mistaken.  It  occurred  in  my  own 
constituency.  I  know  Mr.  Roche  quite 
as  well  as  you. 

Mii.A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  other  chief 
case  brought  against  Colonel  Caddell  was 
4n  connection  with  the  funeral  of  a  man 
named  O'Dwyer.  The  hon.  Member 
accused  the  police  of  violating  the 
graveside,  of  desecrating  the  feelings  of 
ithe  relatives  of  the  dead,  and  of  behav- 
ing in  a  way  in  wliieh  no  one  in  a 
civilised  country  ought  to  behave.  I  will 
remind  the  Committee  of  the  facts  con- 
nected with  that  funeral.  If  it  had  been 
an  ordinary  funeral,  merely  an  occasion 
on  which  the  relatives  committed  to  the 
earth  the  body  of  one  who  liad  been 
dearly  connected  with  them,  and  chose 
that  occasion  for  the  display  of  natural 
amotion,  interference  bj  the  police  would  \ 


have  been  monstrous.  But  was  this  so  ? 
Does  the  hon.  Member  claim  immunity 
for  a  funeral  when  it  is  mode  the 
occasion  of  a  political  demonstration  ?  I 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  will  feel  it 
to  be  absurd  to  put  forward  any  such 
claim.  It  had  been  published  abroad 
that  the  hon.  Member  himself  was  going 
to  the  funeral,  and  that  other  political 
friends  would  be  present.  There  were 
12  policemen  told  off  to  protect  the 
reporter  on  that  occasion.  There  were 
nine  reporters  not  connected  with  the 
police  present.  On  this  sacred  and 
solemn  occasion,  therefore,  there  were 
nine  reporters,  I  presume,  of  the  Na- 
tionalist Pre.ss  who  had  come  to  the 
grave  not  to  make  public  the  family 
grief,  but  in  order  to  take  down  the  speech 
which  the  hon.  Member  might  deliver  and 
publish  his  words  all  over  Ireland  with 
a  political  object.  I  am  far  from  saying 
that  the  action  of  the  police  on  that 
occasion  was  necessary,  but  to  describe 
it  as  a  desecration  of  the  grave  is  sorely 
absurd.  There  was  no  attempt  to  inter- 
fere with  anyone  present. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  Yes.  They 
shouldered  the  jieople  out  of  the  way. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  jwHce 
were  there  because  they  believed,  on 
good  evidence,  that  this  was  a  political 
demonstration,  and  whether  they  were 
right  or  wrong,  whether  they  were 
necessary  "or  unnecessary,  I  maintain 
that  the  attacks  which  have  been  made 
are  utterly  outrageous  and  teyond  the 
merits  of  the  case.  There  liave  been 
cases  in  which  graves  have  been  dese- 
crated and  funeral  processions  interfered 
with.  The  other  day  when  a  iiohceman 
was  burying  his  child  in  Tipp<;rary  the 
unfortunate  mother  and  father,  stand- 
ing by  the  grave-side,  were  assaulted  by 
stones. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
That  is  false. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  they  were 
standing  by  the  grave  they  were 
a.ssauUed  with  stones  thrown  by  the 
ranghs  of  Tipperary.  I  call  such  conduct 
as  that  interfering  with  the  likst  rites  of 
the  dead,  and  in  a  manner  which  is  dis- 
graceful and  discreditable.  Some  modera- 
tion, however,  might  be  shown  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  language  which  tliey 
use.  The  hon.  Member  for  Enst  Mayo 
not  only  denounced  in  the  most  violent 
language  the  character  of  the  Magistrates 
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with  ■whom  he  has  been  brought  into 
conflict,  but  he  announced  his  intention 
of  Hiking  up  details  of  their  private  life, 
and  of  dragging  out  anything  wliich  he 
thought  could  be  twisted  into  an  nccusa- 
tioii  against  them.  I  have  never  listened 
■with  greater  pain  to  any  speech  delivered 
than  to  this  one.  I  think  it  most  dis- 
creditable to  the  hon.  Member  who  made 
it.  As  for  Colonel  Caddt'll,  who  haslx'en 
made  the  object  of  a  vituperative  attiiek 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Rusholiffe 
Division,  who  has  used  language  wliich 
he  would  never  dare  to  use  outside  the 
House,  this  Magistrate  has  nothing  to 
fear  from  attacks  of  that  kind.  If  the 
hon.  Member  wishes  to  rake  up  di-tail.s 
about  Colonel  Ciuldell's  private  life  I 
■will  give  the  hon.  Member  some  assist- 
ance in  the  task  he  is  undertaking. 
Colonel  Caddell  was  23^  years  in  the 
Royal  Irish  Fusiliers ;  he  was  an  in- 
structor of  mnskutry  for  three  and  a  half 
years,  an  Adjutant  in  Louth,  Deputy 
Assistant  Adjutant  General  in  Belfa.st 
during  the  critical  time  of  the  riots  ;  he 
served  iiitho  Soudan  cimpaign  of  IH84, 
for  which  he  received  a  medal  atiil  the 
KhedivinI  decoration.  Colonel  Caddell 
has  served  and  is  serving  his  country, 
and  such  attacks  as  have  been  mside  upon 
him  this  evening  will  do  nothing  to  sully 
the  reputation  of  a  mati  like  him.  I  do 
not  ask  lion.  Members  to  moderate  the 
attacks  which  they  make  on  the  Govern- 
ment or  the  officials  in  Ireland.  Let 
them  make  what  attacks  they  plenae, 
but  surely  the  private  life  of  thos-  in- 
dividuals might  be  sacred.  Surely  those 
who  from  the  vantage  ground  of  this 
Hou.se  may  say  anything  they  pleftse 
without  being  called  to  account  for  it, 
might  feel  that  that  privilege  carries 
with  it  some  duties  ;  and  it  is  discreditable 
not  only  to  themselves,  but  to  the  cause 
they  desire  to  serve,  that  they  should 
seek  to  use  the  language  of  private 
calumny  and  private  slander. 

Mr.  DILLOJf :  As  a  matter  of  personal 
explanation,  I  should  like  to  say  that 
nothing  was  further  from  my  mind  than 
that  I  should  employ  the  vantage  ground 
of  this  Honse  to  make  an  attack  upon 
any  one  and  which  I  should  be  afraid  to 
repeat  outside.  When  I  attacked  Captain 
Segrave  I  did  so  outside  this  House,  and 
I  shall  do  the  same  in  the  case  of  Colonel 
Caddell. 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


\1AQ.) 
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Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
The  speech  just  delivered  by 
the  Chief  Secret.-iry  of  Ireland  renders- 
it  very  ditticult  for  me  to  make  the  speech 
which  I  had  intended  to  make  on  this 
occasion.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  with 
a  long  experience  in  Knuhind  I  cannot 
conceive  the  possibility  of  police  acting 
at  funerals  in  the  way  which  has  been 
described  to-night  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
himself  without  cansing  much  exaspem- 
tion  and  irritation  by  their  presence,  and 
I  would  suggest  that  it  would  be  bett<'r 
far  that  one  or  two  rash  speeches  shouW 
escape  notice  rather  than  that  rhe  people 
assenihling  to  pay  the  la.st  farewell  ti> 
the  remains  of  their  friends  should  be- 
insulted  by  the  presence  of  the  uniformed 
officers  of  the  Crown.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, for  that  that  I  rose,  b^ut  to- 
deal  with  a  case  which  was  discussed 
two  days  ago,  and  which  has  not  yet 
received  any  notice  at  the  hands  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  or  of  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown.  It  is  the  case  <if  Mr.  John 
Kelly,  who  was  charged  with  conspiracy^ 
and  sent  to  gaol  by  Mr.  Meidon  and 
Colonel  Waring  for  four  months  with 
hani  lalxmr.  The  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton dealt  ■with  the  difficulty  of  the 
law  of  conspiracy  in  a  way  which  save*- 
me  the  necessitj-  of  delivering  some 
remarks  I  had  intended  to  make.  Lortf 
Justice  Jervis,  one  of  the  most  eminent 
lawyers  whoeversat  in  theCourt  of  Com- 
mon Pleas  in  this  country,  once  said  that 
the  charge  of  conspiracy  was  one  of  the 
easiest  to  make  and  one  of  the  most 
difficult  to  prove.  If  he  had  had  the 
experience  which  we  have  had  of  the 
procedure  before  these  Resident  Magis- 
trates, I  think  he  would  have  come  to 
the  conclusioTi  that  it  is  quite  as  easy  to- 
prove  as  it  is  to  make,  especially  if  he- 
had  had  any  knowledge  of  the  case 
which  I  am  now  diseus.sing.  There  was 
not,  so  far  as  T  am  able  to  learn,  a  shadow 
of  evidence  upon  which  any  reasonable 
jury  would  have  convicted  this  gentle- 
man of  the  charge  of  conspiracy.  A 
chaige  of  intimidation  was  preferred' 
against  him,  but  on  that  he  was  acquitted 
by  the  Resident  Magistrates  themselves. 
The  general  charge  of  conspiracy  wa» 
proved  by  two  speeches,  one  of  which 
was  made  by  Mr.  O'Dwyer,  who  was  m 
Mr.  Kelly's  comptiny  on  the  occasion  of 
the  proceedings  which  immediately   led 
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to  his  arrest.  The  speecb  itself  was, 
however,  made  in  Mr.  Kelly's  absence, 
and  it  was  not  suggested  that  Mr.  Kelly 
(iould  possibly  have  known  any- 
thinir  about  it  until  long  after 
it  was  delivered.  The  second  speech 
was  one  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork,  and  Mr.  Kelly 
certainly  could  not  have  known  anything 
of  that,  because  he  was  in  gaol  at  the 
time  of  its  delivery.  Now,  these  were 
the  only  two  speeches  on  which  this 
charge  of  conspiracy  was  founded.  It  is, 
I  think,  necessary  that  a  tribunal  which 
deals  with  charges  of  conspiracy  should 
be,  from  a  common-sense  point  of  view,  a 
jury  of  twelve  impartial  men,  and,  from 
a  legal  point  of  view,  a  high  judicial 
functionary  beyond  suspicion  in  dealing 
with  such  a  case.  But  what  have  we 
here  in  this  case  ?  I  say,  without  fear 
of  contradiction,  there  was  no  attempt  on 
the  part  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  who 
was  present  during  part  of  the  Debate 
the  other  night,  or  on  the  part  of  the 
Attortoey  General  for  Ireland,  who  was 
in  the  House  the  whole  time,  to  answer 
the  case  made  out  by  the  hori.  Member 
for  one  of  the  divisions  of  Dublin 
against  Mr.  Kelly's  conviction.  The  case 
against  Mr.  Kelly  did  not  involve  one 
single  overt  act  except  those  I  am  just 
about  to  put  to  the  Committee.  All  that 
was  shown  against  him  was  that,  in  com- 
pany with  Mr.  O'Dwyer,  he  had  gone  on 
to  the  estate  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hants,  and  that  he  had  driven  on 
an  outside  car  to  the  houses  of  different 
tenants.  There  was  not  a  particle  of 
evidence  of  anything  that  happened  at 
any  one  of  those  places.  Of  course,  if  yon 
intend  to  assume  that  a  man  is  gaUty, 
and  if  you  intend  to  convict  him,  I  can 
quite  understand  that  you  may  manufac- 
ture out  of  saveral  harmless  acts  some 
conclusion  in  support  of  a  conviction. 
But  there  was  not  a  particle  of  evidence 
against  Mr.  Kelly.  He  went,  no  doubt, 
into  several  of  the  tenants'  houses.  It 
was  not  alleged  that  any  language  was 
used  by  him  in  any  of  the  cases  save  one. 
In  that  one  case  he  appears  to  have 
talked  with  the  wife  of  one  of  the  tenants 
just  outside  the  house,  and  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  has 
carried  espionage  in  Ireland  to  an  extent 
utterly  unknown  in  the  history  of  that 
unfortunate  country,  was  served  to  this 
extent  by  a  constable  who  was  hiding 


behind  a  hedge,  and  who  stated  he  heard 
the  woman  say  :  "  This  is  the  real  cam- 
paign ground  about  here ; "  that  Mr. 
Michael  O'Dwyer,  who  was  in  company 
with  Mr.  Kelly  said,  "  Yes,  that  is  the 
woman  to  fight;"  while  Mr.  Kelly  re- 
joined, "  I  find  that  women  are  a  great 
deal  more  determined  for  us  than  are  the 
men."  Now,  the  only  possible  portion  of 
the  phrase  on  which,  there  could  be  a 
shadow  of  defence  fur  saying  that  any 
sane  man  could  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  a  conspiracy  existed  was  contained 
in  the  words  "  for  us."  What  did  "  for 
us "  mean  i*  What  ought  it  to  have  • 
meant  ?  What  ought  the  Magistrates  to 
have  imported  into  the  meaning  ?  What 
would  a  jury  have  imported  into  it  ? 
Would  they  have  imported  the  language 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North-EJaat  Cork 
delivered  at  a  time  when  Mr.  Kelly  was 
in  gaol  ?  Would  they  have  imported  into 
it  the  speech  of  Mr.  O'Dwyer  delivered 
some  time  previously,  also  iu  Mr.  Kelly's 
absence  ?  I  say  it  won  Id  have  been  im- 
possible to  get  an  English  jury  or  an 
English  Magistrate  to  convict  under 
circumstances  of  that  kind.  But  the 
Resident  Magistrates,  having  found  a 
general  conspiracy  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork,  which, 
I  believe  is  the  very  speech  to  which  he 
drew  attention  in  the  earlier  part  of  this 
evening,  and  having  found  also  a  con- 
spiracy in  the  speech  of  Mr.  O'Dwyer, 
they  import  Mr.  Kelly  into  that 
conspiracy,  because  he  happens  to  have 
used  the  words  "  for  us "  in  a  careless 
way  to  a  woman  who  was  using  language 
quite  natural  on  the  part  of  a  woman  in 
that  position.  Rightly  or  wrongly,  no 
doubt  there  is  a  conflict  in  that  district 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  it  is  a 
conflict  of  a  most  bitter  kind.  It  is  not 
a  conflict  brought  about  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork,  or  by  any 
other  hon.  Member.  It  is  a  conflict 
which  began  unfortunately  before  they 
were  born,  and  it  arose  out  of  a  bad  state 
of  things  which  hivs  long  prevailed  in 
Ireland.  I  mentioned  on  one  occasion 
on  which  I  addressed  this  House  how 
much  I  had  been  struck  by  some  articles 
in  Blackwood  for  1844,  1845,  and  1846, 
dealing  with  the  state  of  things  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  at  that 
time.  You  might  reprint  those  articles 
as  descriptive  of  what  is  happening  in 
that  country  to-day.   The  only  difference 
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18  that  now  jou  have  less  crime,  fewer 
murders,  loss  moonlighting  and  outrage, 
Mid  tluit  is  due  to  tlie  hope  put  iuto  the 
miudsuf  tlie  t-'iiatitry  bythohon.  Members 
£or  Eiiat  Mayo  and  North-Kost  Cork  and 
their  colleagues — \  hopo  which  induct-s 
ihem  to  act  within  the  law,  because  they 
believe  that  sooner  or  later  some  kind  of 
jastico  will  be  achieved  for  them.  Mr. 
Kellj  was  found  guilty  of  conspiracy  by 
two  Resident  Ma^^istrates.  In  England, 
over  andoveragaiu.  Judges,  when  trying 
•ases  of  coiispiracy  in  which  questions  of 
])olitics  might  be  imported,  have  warned 
juries  to  use  the  utmost  care  in  weigh- 
ing the  evidence  submitted  to  them. 
I  understand  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
ko  urge  that  he  has  a  right,  in  cas^s  in 
which  criminal  acts  are  committed  for 
political  objects,  to  resort  to  special 
methods  for  the  purpose  of  deal- 
ing with  them.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  he  has  done  much  to  lower  the 
view  which  English  jieople  will  take  of 
Irish  justice.  I  feel  sure  that  the  course 
which  is  being  pursued,  and  which  was 
pursued  in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Alemb.T 
for  East  Mayo  himself  when  ho  was 
brought  within  the  grasp  of  the  Resident 
MagistnituB  by  the  direct  act  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  proclaiming  a  district 
so  as  to  bring  it  within  the  operation  of 
the  Crimes  -\ct,  is  a  course  which  in 
England  induces  English  voters — and 
I  bieUeve  will  still  more  do  so  at  future 
wlections — to  give  a  rough  rule-of-thnmb 
•verdict  of  juBtice.  It  will  induce  them 
to  say  that  as  your  Resident  Magistrates 
treat  men  whom  you  describe  as 
criminals,  as  political  foes,  they  ore 
■training  the  law  in  sending  them  to 
gaol,  and  as  a  consequence  the  EnglLsh 
people  will,  by  their  verdict,  take  the 
political  power  which  you  misuse  ont  of 
your  hands. 

(7.52.)  Mk.  E.  HARRINGTON  ;  Before 
tlie  Chief  Secretary  leaves  his  place, 
I  beg  to  give  a  most  emphatic  denial 
to  his  statement  that  Magistrates 
do  not  act  judicially  and  executively  at 
the  same  time.  Unless  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  a  shorter  memory  than  wo  give 
bim  credit  for,  it  must  have  Ixjen  within 
his  knowledge  that  cases  have  been 
brought  to  his  notice  in  this  llousa.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forget  the 
Vandeleur  evictions  ?  Did  not  Roche  at 
these  evictions  take  part  in  a  baton 
charge,  actually  using  a  stick  himself, 
Mr,  Bradlaiigh 


and  did  he  not  afterwards  sit  on  the 
fence  and  have  the  very  persons  he  had 
batoned  brought  before  him  and  sen- 
tenced to  imprisonment?  If  there  is 
any  shamti  in  the  world  the  Chief 
Secretary,  addressing  the  House  amid 
grave  and  awful  accompaniments,  might 
have  paused  before  he  delivered  himself 
of  these  sentiments.  I  will  give  my  own 
ca.se,  which  was  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,  not  only  by  myself, 
but  by  my  hon.  Friend  while  I  was  in 
prison.  Roche,  who  presided  in  the 
case,  went  out  to  the  steps  of  the  Court- 
house of  Tralee  and  ordered  a  baton 
charge  on  the  people  who  had  ven- 
tur..'d  to  cheer  for  me  when  I  came 
out  under  arrest.  Roche  led  the 
charge  himself  with  a  stick  in  hia 
hand,  and  he  never  allowed  me 
to  go  out  of  his  sight  until  ho  had  lodged 
me  in  gaol.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  probably  say  that  that  is  the  reverse 
of  the  process  that  has  already  been 
referred  to — that  the  Magistrate  sat  on 
the  Bjncb  first,  and  lugged  his  prisoner 
to  gaol  afterwards,  but  I  have  also 
brought  to  the  Chief  Secretary's  notice 
the  ciise  in  Dingle  of  the  unfortunate 
man  Ferrit-T,  who  was  put  in  gaol  time 
after  time  for  the  crime,  as  it  was  then, 
of  selling  copies  of  Unilt-d  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hafl  said  there  has 
been  no  change  in  his  policy—  that  there 
has  been  no  change  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Crimes  Act.  Why,  then, 
is  Ferriter  not  in  gaol  to-day  ?  He  is 
still  selling  United  Ireland.  This  man 
was  brought  before  Mr.  Roche  and 
sentenced,  and  here  also  that  Magistrate 
made  a  baton  charge  on  the  crowd, 
heading  the  police  himself.  Several 
men  were  arrested,  and  these  men  Roche 
at  once  proceeded  to  try.  They  were 
committed  to  prison,  and  Roche  accom- 
panied them  and  the  man  he  originally 
tried,  to  Tralee,  a  distance  of  34  miles. 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deny  this 
fact  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  I 
was  mistaken.  I  was  not.  There  are 
things  which  have  caused  our  blood  to 
boil  and  our  tlesh  to  creep.  I,  myself, 
have  seen  Resident  !M»gistnites  ruth- 
lessly and  mercilessly  leading  these  baton 
charges,  and  afterwards  sitting  in  judg- 
ment on  the  cases  of  the  very  men  they 
had  attacked  time  after  time.  Instances 
of  this  kind  have  come  before  me,  and  I 
can,  if   the  Chief  Secretary  challenges 
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the  fact,  identify  theso  caBos  by  the  dates 
and  the  particular  suntencea  indicted.     It 

is  a  hard  thing  for  an   Iriuhniaii  Ui  trust 

himself  to  6|)eak  on  these  subjects.  Our 
feeling  is  not  so  much  one  of  hatred  hs 
it  is  of  extreme  loathing  and  cuiiteraiit, 
and  it  is  very  liard  fur  us,  knowing  how 
the  Government  are  championt-d  by 
the  political  supporters  who  sit  behind 
the  Front  Bpnch,  to  keep  our  temper 
when  these  statements  are  made.  I  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  born  as  J  was 
among  the  Irish  people,  tliat  I  know 
them  to  have  a  strong  sense  of  propriety 
in  these  matters,  and  that  nothing  more 
easilyarouses  their  indignation  than  when 
they  see  those  who  liavo  to  administer 
the  law,  and  are  supposed  to  •.idmiiiistt-r 
it  equally,  making  common  cause  with 
those  who  side  against  them.  The  Irish 
people  would  spurn  us  if  we  showed  the 
same  [mrtiality  as  the  right  hon.  Gentln- 
man  wants  the  Resident  Magistrates  to 
show,  and  we  claim  that  these  meit  who 
are  drawn  from  the  off-shoots  of  land- 
lordism should  at  least  preserve  the 
api^arancc  of  decency  in  the  exercise  of 
their  functions. 

•(8.15.)  Mr.  BRUNNER  (Chuahirc, 
Northwich) :  I  am  almost  ashamed  to 
mentiou  the  trivial  matters  which  I  am 
about  to  bring  before  the  Committee 
after  listening  to  the  expressions  of 
honest  indignation  which  Imve  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House.  I  can  myself 
bear  testimony  to  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said  with  regard  to  the  partiality 
dispkycd  by  the  Irish  Magistrates,  and 
I  will  give  an  instance.  In  April  l:ist  I 
was  on  the  Pousonby  Estate,  during  the 
evictions  managed  by  Colonel  Turnt-r.  I 
Baw  on  a  police  car  the  agent  for  the 
Property  Defence  Association,  and  I  am 
sorr}'  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts 
is  not  in  his  place,  as  I  should  like  him 
to  hear  what  I  have  to  say.  It  struck 
me  with  shame  that  the  representative 
of  one  of  the  parties  to  the  dispute  on 
the  estate  should  be  honoured  and  pro- 
tected by  the  authorities  in  that  way  ; 
and  I  protested  against  it  to  Colonel 
Turner,  .saying  it  was  a  scandal  that  that 
person  should  be  allowed  so  to  use  the 
public  iiniperty.  I  am  glad  to  suy  that 
Colonel  Turner  had  sufficient  sense  of 
eight  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  this 
display    on    the   following  day,   and    I 


am  also  glad  to  tell  the  Committee, 
becjiusa  I  sympathise  with  tlie  people, 
that  not  a  m:in  was  to  lie  found  in  the 
Youghal  district  who  would  drive  that 
iiidividoftl.  I  remember  on  that  occa- 
sion seeing  the  leader  of  the  tenants 
rudely  thrust  back  when  ho  wished  to 
enter  premises  from  which  a  family  was 
being  evicted.  It  was  his  duty  to  take 
the  number  of  the  family  so  as  to  arrange 
fur  the  accommodation  they  m.ight  re- 
quire in  order  to  protect  them  from  the 
weatlier.  He  was,  however,  thrust  back 
by  the  police,  aud  that,  too,  from  a  place 
where  he  luid  a  legal  right  to  be.  A 
lady  wlio  was  with  us,  and  whose  warm- 
hearted services  to  the  people  are  de- 
serving of  all  praise — Mrs.  Byles,  of  Brad- 
ford—  pi-otcsti'd  against  the  treutnient  of 
that  young  man.  What  happened  ?  The 
Police  Inspector,  Inspector  Hill,  whose 
name  is  now  familiar  to  us,  declared 
that  that  person  ought  not  to  be  per- 
mitted to  enter  the  premises  because  ho 
had  been  in  i)ri8on.  An  appeal  was 
made  to  Colonel  Turner,  and  he  replied 
that  if  the  English  ladies  aud  gentlemen.! 
wished  it  the  man  should  be  admitted. 
Well,  Sir,  as  an  Englishman,  I  am 
ashamed  to  be  represontetl  in  Ireland  by 
men  who  can  behave  in  that  fashion.  I 
know,  from  my  experience  in  this  House, 
that  it  is  a  waste  of  time  for  an  English 
Member,  not  to  speak  of  Irish  Mem- 
l)ers,  to  complain  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Irish  Magistrates.  No  heed  whatever 
is  paid  to  ns  when  we  declare  that  the 
Irish  Magistrates  have  broken  the  law. 
We  are  either  not  listened  to  or  we  are 
listened  to  with  indifference  when  we 
complain  of  tlie  brutality  of  these  men. 
To  my  mind,  it  is  a  pity  and  a  shame  that 
English  gentlemen  should  stoop  so  low 
as  to  make  it  appear,  either  by  their 
speeches  or  their  silence,  that  they  be- 
lieve their  Colleagues  in  this  House  are 
capable  of  bearing  false  witness. 

(8.7.)  Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  If 
I  were  a  friend  of  the  Cliief 
Secretary,  I  shuuld  have  comjjassion. 
on  him,  because  he  is  cuUed  upon  to 
defend  the  actions  and  wliitewash  the 
blackened  characters  of  his  subordinates 
in  Ireland.  1  should  feel  sorrj'  that  his 
great  abilities  were  called  in  play  to 
defend  and  whitewash  a  man  like 
Colonel  CaddeU,  whose  conduct  towards 
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u  lady,  Tinder  most  disgraceful  circum- 
stances, must  be  chanK'terised  as  that  of 
a  bkickpuard.  A  man  who,  wlien  re- 
monstnitod  with  by  a  reverend  clergy- 
man in  the  streets  of  Tipperary,  had  no 
other  answer  to  give  to  that  educated 
gentleman  than  to  stick  his  tongue  out 
and  make  use  of  insulting  language.  1 
say  that  the  action  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
in  whitewashing  that  blackguard,  places 
him  in  a  position  for  which  his  friends 
ought  to  feel  the  greatest  compassion. 
In  Ilia  defence  of  Colonel  Caddell,  he 
deemed  it  his  duty  to  make  n  charge 
against  the  people  of  Tij)|jenvry,  that 
they  committed  an  a.ssault  upon  the 
police  on  the  occasion  of  a  funeral  of  a 
child.  I  could  not  hesitiite  on  the  spur 
of  the  7Uoment  in  crying  out  that  that 
was  fnlse,  and  I  now  say  that  the  state- 
ment was  one  of  those  official  falsehoods 
which  we  are  accustomed  to  listen  to  in 
this  House.  When  I  was  lost  in  Tip- 
perary, not  long  ago,  I  made  it  my 
business  to  inquire  into  this  matter,  and, 
after  continued  investigation,  I  could 
find  no  man  in  Tipperary  who  ever  heard 
a  word  about  tliis  assault  on  the  police. 
I  went  to  the  spot  whei-o  the  assault  was 
said  to  have  taken  place,  and  none  of  the 
neighboura  knew  or  could  tell  me  any- 
thing about  it.  I  asked  Father  Hum- 
phreys to  investigate  the  matter,  and  he 
willingly  undertook  the  work,  and  I  will 
now  read  to  the  Committee  a  letter 
which  he  wrote  to  me  after  ho  had  made 
that  investigation.     He  says  : — 

"  Jly  (leurSlr.  O'Connor,  since  teleg;raphin|; 
to  you,  I  hnve  heard  of  what  huppenecl  ut  lh«! 
burial  of  Constable  Corcolan's  child.  No  one 
but  the  police  utteadud  the  funeml.  When 
they  were  pausing  through  the  street,  8om« 
little  children  of  tight  or  nine  j'ears  old 
cried  out  after  them  '  Italfour,  Balfour'  and 
whistled  '  Harvey  Duff."  This  wug  the  mob 
whosioned  the  uonxtablea  whilst  buryint^ui-hild. 
The  very  jmall  children  here  have  a  habit  of 
cryinj;  out  '  Balfour  '  when  ihey  see  a  body  of 
police  passing  through  the  town.  (  saw  a  child 
five  yi-ars  old  doing  this  on  a  day  of  eviction. 
If  there  was  a  mob  throwing  stones,  how  was 
it  that  no  one  was  summoned  ?" 

This,  Sir,  is  a  pertinent  question.  The 
police  were  present  in  sufficient  force  at 
the  funeral  of  the  child  ;  doubtless  there 
were  policemen  at  every  corner  in 
Tipperary.  Yet  no  one  was  arrested. 
Not  a  single  charge  was  made  ngainst 
anyone,  and  no  complaint  was  made 
i/r.  ./.  O'Connor 


until  we  beard  a  statement  in  this 
House  in  reply  to  a  put  up  question  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone. 
I  deny  that  this  shameful  charge  has  any 
foundation  in  fact,  or  that  any  justifica- 
tion can  Ik!  found  for  making  it,  and  I 
demand  an  investigation  into  all  the 
circumstances  connected  with  it.  If 
that  investigation  should  take  place  I 
venture  to  assert  that  the  peo[tle  of 
Tipperary  will  dime  out  of  it  with  much 
greater  credit  than  the  otficials  cf  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  defended  Colonel  Caddell, 
and  told  us  that  he  does  not  unite  in 
himself  the  administrative  and  executive- 
functions.  Let  me  draw  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  attention  to  the  sad  and 
distressful  CJise  of  the  poor  boy  Heffernan, 
who  was  shot  down  in  the  streets  of 
Tipper.iry  by  policemen  who  were  under 
the  command  and  direction  of  Colonel 
Cittidell.  In  the  course  of  the  investiga- 
tion which  took  place  into  that  affair,  it 
was  proved  that  the  ])olice  weiv-  not 
compelled  to  act  as  thej-  did,  and  that 
an  order  had  been  issned  that 
the  greatest  humanity,  combined 
with  prudence,  should  be  exercised 
before  any  attempt  was  made  to  fire  on 
the  people,  and  that  they  shoiald  not 
fire  until  every  other  means  of  pre- 
serving their  lives  had  been  exhausted. 
It  was  proved  in  the  case  of  the  boy 
Hunt.  A  verdict  of  wilful  murder  wa» 
given  against  Carter.  Informations  were 
applied  for,  and  Colonel  Caddell,  who 
commanded  the  police  when  this  Ijoy 
was  killed,  was  one  of  the  iliigis- 
trates  who  sat  upon  the  Bench,  and 
refu.SL'd  to  grant  informations  against 
j)eople  who  hud  been  declared  guilty  of 
wilful  murder  by  the  Coroner's  Jury. 
Why  should  the  Irish  people  respect  law 
and  order  when  they  find  it  ruthlessly 
set  aside  by  the  t)olsof  the  Government, 
and  when  they  see  the  verdict  of  one  of 
the  oldest  Courts  known  to  the  Consti- 
tution  ignored'!  Allusion  has  been  made 
to  the  invasion  of  the  saci-ed  rite  of  burial, 
in  the  cose  of  O'Dwyer.  It  was  carried 
out  by  Colonel  Caddell,  and  it  was  a  most 
disgraceful  proceeding.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North-East  Cork  had 
intended  to  make  a  sjwech,  and  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is  his  Govern- 
ment so  Iwd,  is  the  conduct  of  the  Resi- 
dent  Magistrates  so    atrocious,    is    the 


Supplj/ — CivU 


{Jolt  17, 1890} 


Service  EstirnaCes. 


coarse  of  the  Executive  so  mthless,  that 
the  criticisms  of  my  hon.  Friend  could 
not  be  permitted"?  I  come  to  another 
statement  mnde  hy  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  defended  Colonel  Turner  from 
the  charge  brought  against  him  by  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  of  having  stayed 
at  the  Imuse  of  Mr.  Stacp<xile,  a  local 
landlord.  No  matter  how  the  Chief 
Secretary  may  exhaust  his  powers  <if 
rhetoric  in  defending  Colonel  Tamer, 
we  still  hold  that  it  is  a  disgraceful 
thing  for  a  man  in  his  jHisition  to  have 
stayed  with  a  local  landlord.  Why  did 
the  Land  Coniniissioners  give  orders  to 
the  Sub-Commissioners  never  to  accept 
the  hospitality  uf  anybody  ctmnectt-d 
Mrith  the  land  of  Ireland  ?  Because  they 
knew  that  to  do  so  would  be  to  forfeit 
the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people. 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  in  England 
Inspectors  of  Private  Lunatic  Asylums 
do  not  accept  the  hospitality  of  those 
whose  institutions  they  inspect  ?  The 
Factory  Inspectors  in  England,  too,  do 
not  accept  the  hospit:ility  of  anyone  who 
is  connected  with  a  factory.  But  in 
the  case  of  Magistrates  in  Ireland,  they 
can  accept  the  hospitality  of  those  in 
whoso  interests  the  law  is  administered 
ih  Ireland.  This  Colonel  Turner,  fresh 
from  the  table,  with  his  legs  just  drawn 
from  under  the  mahogany  of  his  friend, 
Mr  Stacpoole,  ordered  his  soldiei-s  to 
advance  uprm  the  people,  and  I  counted 
80  men  with  bleeding  heads  after  tlie 
fray.  Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentlenuin 
expects  the  Irish  jxiople  tn  respect  law 
and  order,  as  administered  by  these 
people,  who  accept  the  hospitality  of 
landlords  and  agents.  The  manner  in 
which  the  law  is  administered  is  illus- 
trated by  the  remark  of  Colonel  Carew, 
who  said,  "  I  do  not  care  what  the  law  is, 
but  1  do  care  about  the  instnictionsfrom 
Dublin  Castle."  Cheering  for  Mr.  Glad- 
stone is  a  crime  to  be  punished,  or  calling 
a  donkey  by  the  name  of  Mr.  Balfonr,  or 
winking  at  pigs  at  the  fair,  is  a  heinous 
offence.  Indeed,  the  Magistrates  have 
tortured  the  law  so  as  to  punish  those 
whom  they  arc  obliged  to  declare 
innocent.  Now,  Sir;  on  the  ■2nd  of 
July,  liust  year,  my  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  visited  the  town 
of  Tippernry,  and  he  was  met  by  a 
number  of  people,  whe  cheered  him. 
The  Police  Magistrates  considered  that  a 


very  grave  offence,  and  accordingly 
some  I')  or  16  of  thesis  men,  young 
fellows,  were  brought  before  the  Magis- 
trates. They  were  solemnly  charged, 
and  the  case  was  investigated.  The  Mivgia- 
trates  retired  to  consult,  and  when  they 
returned,  one  of  the  young  men  was 
dismissed,  but  with  regard  to  the  other 
14  or  15,  Mr.  Meldon  said  they  must  stop, 
such  disorderly  proceedings  as  cheering 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork,  and  he- 
ordered  the  defendants  to  tind  bail  to  be 
of  good  behaviour  for  1 2  months,  or  go  to 
gaol  for  two  months.  The  defendants- 
at  once  refused  to  give  bail,  and  said 
they  were  ready  to  go  to  gjiol.  That  is- 
what  I  call  a  straining  of  the  law  by  the 
Mngistrates.  I  remember.  Sir,  reading 
of  the  crowd  in  Liverpool,  on  the  occasion 
of  n  great  trial,  in  which  u  woman  was- 
charged  with  [wisoning  her  husband, 
expressing  by  groans  its  disapproval  of 
the  jury  who  found  her  guilty.  People 
were  so  indignant  at  the  verdict  that 
they  groaned  at  the  jury  and  they 
groaned  at  the  Judge  ;  but  there  was  no- 
baton  charge  of  the  police,  there  were 
no  arrests,  no  fines,  and  no  imprisonment,, 
and  why  ?  What  was  the  difference 
between  the  two  cases  1  The  only 
difference  waa  this,  that  the  people  who- 
cheered  for  Mrs.  Maybrick  in  Liverpool 
were  Englishmen,  and  the  men  who- 
cheered  for  Dr.  Tanner  in  Ireland  were 
Irishmen.  The  law  was  broken,  if 
broken  at  all,  as  much  in  the  one  case  as- 
in  the  other.  I  have  another  case  to- 
refer  to.  There  is  in  Tipperary  a  man 
I  if  great  influence  and  great  respectability, 
although  sometimes  the  Chief  Secretary, 
as  is  his  wont,  tries  to  throw  aspersions 
on  his  chai'at'ter.  I  allude  to  Mr. 
John  Cullinane,  who  I  might  aay  is  my 
premier  constituent.  His  great  offence 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Magistrates  is  that  he- 
has  great  influence  with  the  people.  He 
has  often  been  accused  before  the  Magis- 
trates, but  the  Magistrates  have  been. 
obliged  to  admit  that  he  used  his  best 
efforts  to  keep  the  peace,  and  to  prevent 
riot^i  taking  place.  Recently  Mr. 
Cullinane  was  brought  liefore  Removables 
Irwin  and  Caddell,  and  charged  with 
having  taken  part  in  an  unlawful 
assembly.  The  unlawful  assembly  con- 
sisted in  a  procession  of  carts  passing 
through  the  streets  of  Tipperary.  These 
carts  had  been  engaged  throughoirt  the- 
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<lay  ill  removing  earth  from  one  place 
to  auotlmr,  in  order  to  level  the  ground 
tor  the  building  of  houses  for  the  evicted 
tenfints  of  Tipperftry.  The  neighbours 
of  these  people  of  Tipjjerary  had  engaged 
iu  -what  they  believed  to  be  a  charitable 
work.  They  were  formed  into  a  proces- 
sion by  Mr.  Cullinane,  who  believed  that 
would  be  the  best  and  more  orderly 
manner  in  which  they  could  get  out  of 
ihe  town,  as  it  would  prevent  delay,  it 
would  prevent  stopping  at  public  houses, 
and  it  would  ensure  tiwt  no  opportunity 
would  be  given  to  the  police  to  baton 
the  pL>ople.  Well,  he  marched  them 
tlirough  the  town,  and  was  charged  in 
•consequence  with  an  unlawful  assembly. 
The  case  was  solemnly  tried  by  Mr. 
Irwin  and  Colonel  Caddell.  Well, 
Colonel  Caddell,  the  hero  of  the  Chief 
.Secretary,  the  warrior  with  medals  and 
honors,  who  insults  evicted  tenants 
when  they  are  helpless  females,  wlio 
sticks  out  his  tongue  at  an  educated  and 
respected  rev.  gentleman  who  ad- 
•dreases  a  civil  question  to  him — even  he 
•could  not  find  that  Mr.  Cullinane  was 
guilty  of  unlawful  assembly.  He  said 
it  was  for  them  tooonsider  whether  such 
circumstances  existed  as  put  people  of 
firm  minds  in  dread  and  terror.  The}' 
did  not  feel  that  they  would  be  justified 
in  coming  to  such  a  conclusion,  and 
therefore  they  dismissed  tbe  charge  of 
ulawful  assembly.  But  on  the  evidence 
before  them  it  appeared  that  this  gather- 
ing waa  "immensely  excessive."  I0 
other  words,  Mr.  Cullinane  was  guilty  in 
■the  eyes  of  the  Magistrates  of  an  excess 
of  legality,  because  they  declared  tliat  the 
iifisembly  was  lawful.  He  was  therenpoa 
ordered  to  find  bail,  himself  in  £100  and 
"two  sureties  in  £50  each,  to  be  of  good 
behaviour  for  12  raontlis,  or  in  default 
to  be  imprisoned  for  six  weeks.  Of 
•course,  Mr.  Cullinane,  as  an  honourable 
man,  would  not  admit  he  had  been  guilty 
of  any  offence.  If  he  had  given  Imil  for 
his  good  behaviour  it  would  have  boon 
«n  admission  that  he  was  of  btwl 
behaviour,  and  ho  therefore  elected  to 
go  to  gaol  for  six  weeks.  Thus  the 
r  Magistrates  used  tlus  Act  of  Edward 
''in.,  not  for  the  purix)se  of  punishing 
those  who  are  guilty  of  crime,  but  iu 
order  to  put  out  of  the  way  the  enemies 
of  landlordism  aa  it  at  present  exists,  and 
Alie  friends  of  the  people  whose  only 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor 


offence  is  that  they  are  the  political 
opponents  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  I  shall  allude  to 
only  one  other  phase  of  this  ques- 
tion. The  Magistrates  in  Ireland  have 
incited  the  police  to  the  commission 
of  violentacts.atthetimeyouug  Heffernan 
lost  his  life  there  was  also  another  man 
named  O'Donovan  who  was  shot  down 
by  the  police.  In  reference  to  this  case 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche  said — 

"  I  quite  agree  with  the  sentence  of  the 
Court,  and  I  wish  to  wty  that  in  iiny  other 
country  in  the  civilised  world  hud  these  men 
attacked  the  adniiniitrators  of  tbe  liiw  in  the 
way  they  have,  their  lives  might  have  been 
taken,  and  they  (the  police)  would  have  been 
juflliiied  by  the  Government  in  taking  their 
lives  " 

Now,  Sir,  that  language  was  used  by  a 
man  in  a  judicial  cajwicity,  and  was 
addressL-d  to  a  Force  which  is  in  a  most 
excited  state,  and  to  men  who.  wheu 
they  have  deadly  weapons  in  their  lianda 
are  allowed  to  take  drink  to  an  extraor- 
dinary degree.  In  the  trial  alluded  to 
by  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  on  that  occasion,  it  was 
proved  that  the  man  who  fired  the  shot 
woA  such  a  biid  character  in  the  eyes  of 
the  police  that  he  was  several  times 
fined,  according  to  his  admisf^ion,  for 
want  of  discijjlino  and  for  drunkenness. 
This,  taken  in  connection  with  language 
used  in  another  case,  is  very  significant. 
Mr.  Bolton,  Crown  Prosecutor,  said,  in 
open  Court,  that  he  was  sorry  to  hear  it 
stated  that  the  police  had  no  right  to 
defend  themselves  unless  the  Riot  Act 
had  been  read  three  times.  Ho  declared 
tbnt  a  more  absunl  statement  hud  never 
been  made  and  that  whether  or  not  the 
Riot  Act  was  read,  and  nven  without 
command  from  their  officers,  the  police 
were  entitled  to  defend  themselves  with 
their  weapons  if  attacked  by  civilians. 
Now,  what  I  want  to  point  out  is, 
that  these  two  speeches,  when  taken 
together,  show  design  on  the  part  of  those 
administering  the  law  in  Ireland  to 
incite  the  police  to  the  commission  of 
murder.  After  such  language  as  that 
any  constable  may  saj-,  "  I  may  shoot, 
maim,  kill,  bludgeon  as  much  as 
I  like  ;  I  have  only  to  say  my  life 
is  in  danger,  and  whatever  I  do  I 
shall  be  defended  by  Mr.  Bolton, 
the    Crown   Prosecutor,    and    shall    be 
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acquitted  by  Mr.  Roche,  the  Resident 
Magistrate."  At  the  time  he  made  the 
speech  to  which  I  have  referred,  Mr. 
Roche  said  that  stones  were  "  deadly 
weapnns,"  hence  we  have  it  that  if  a 
small  boy — an  irresponsible  child — hurls 
a  stone  at  the  police  in  Ireland,  it  may 
be  taken  as  an  excuse  for  turning  round 
on  a  peaceful  meeting  of  citizens  in 
Tipperary,  Kerry,  or  Cork,  and  firing 
volley  after  volley  into  them.  I  say  that 
such  language  as  that,  coming  from  such 
men  in  autiiority,  and  used  in  the 
presence  nf  men  who  are  already  in  a 
state  of  excitement,  is  nothing  more  nur 
less  than  an  incitement  to  murder.  We 
are  often  told  by  the  Chief  Secrutjiry 
and  the  Attorney  General  for  Irclatid, 
who  sometimes  acts  a&  his  licuteniint, 
that  we  have  the  law  open  to  ua  in  Ire- 
land. I  imagine  the.se  {xwr  people  going 
before  Colonel  Caddell  or  Mr,  Cecil 
Roche — the  latter  holding  his  drum-dead 
court-martial.  After  an  eviction  this 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche  sits  on  a  stone  at  the 
rotkd-sidc,  and,  after  his  baton  charges, 
having  arrested  people,  tries  them,  and 
gives  them  six  mouths'  imprisonment. 
Imagine  going  before  this  gentleman 
and  expecting  to  get  justice.  The  Chief 
Secretary  is  fond  of  saying  that  the  ordi- 
nary protection  of  the  law  is  open  to  the 
poorpeople of  Ireland.  One  manin  Cashel, 
a  discharged  soldier,  not  long  ago  took 
the  Chief  Secretary  at  his  word,  liaving 
been  seriously  assaulted  by  a  consbvble. 
It  seems  that  some  children  were 
parading  the  streets,  jeering  at  the  police, 
and  singing  songs.  The  only  people  in 
the  street  besides  the  children  were  four 
men  standing  at  a  comer,  one  of  whom 
was  the  discharged  soldier.  This  man  was 
assaulted  by  a  policeman  in  a  most 
wanton  manner,  and,  relying  ou  the 
word  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  he  bronglit 
an  action  against  the  constable  for  break- 
ing a  blackthorn  stick  across  liis  lieiid. 
It  was  proved  that  the  assault  had  been 
committed,  and  one  of  the  Inspectors 
was  asked — 

"  Did  the  men  at  the  comer  do  anything  ?  " 
The  answer  was — 

"No,     but    I     considered     if    they     were 
allowed  to  remain  Ibey  might  do  lomething." 

The  Magistrate  heard  the  case,  but  the 
oath  of  the  discharged  soldier,  who  is 
yet  liable  to  be  called  upon   to  shed  his 


blood  for  his  country,  for  he  is  in  the 
Reserves,  went  for  nothing,  and  tlmt  of 
the  Inspector,  who  said  that  the  four 
men,  if  they  had  been  allowed  to  remain 
im  the  corner  of  the  street,  might  have 
done  something,  was  believed.  The 
Magistrates,  to  whom  we  are  nsked  to 
appeal  for  jnstice,  dismissed  the  case 
Hgainst  the  })olice.  Now,  Sir,  this  caser  1 
which  could  be  multiplied  a  hundred^ 
fold,  if  it  sUiod  alone,  would  be  enough, 
to  justify  us  in  taking  up  the  position 
that  the  Irish  people  cannot  expect 
justice  in  Courts  piesided  over  by  , 
Resident  Magistrates,  for  the  reason ' 
that  those  Magistrates  are  all  on  one' 
side  in  Ireland,  that  side  being  the  land- 
lords and  land  agents.  That  is  the  8ide>j 
of  the  Government,  who  are  the  friends- 
of  the  landlords,  and  the  people  feel  it  is- 
no  use  to  expect  justice  from  these 
Magistrates  whose  salaries  we  vote  to- 
night. 

(9.22.)  Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick 
City) :  Tliehon.  Member  who  last  resumed 
his  seat  gave  several  instances  of  police- 
misrule  in  Ireland.  Every  single 
county  and  city  in  Ireland  is  prolific  in 
such  instincos,  and  were  every  Irish 
Member  here  to  bring  forward  the  oases, 
that  have  come  under  his  own  immediate- 
notice,  1  tlunk  this  House  would  have  to 
sit  until  the  end  of  the  year.  The  hen. 
Member  referr.'d  to  the  friendly  relations 
which  exist  between  the  landlords  and 
Resident  Mngistretes  in  Ireland,  and 
referrt  d  to  the  visit  of  a  Resident  Magia-  i 
trate  to  a  Tipperary  landlord.  Such  a 
system  as  he  described  is,  to  my  mind, 
fatii.1  to  respect  for  the  law.  As  a 
practising  Solicitor,  I  have  seen  lettertk  ' 
from  County  Court  Judges,  declining  on 
very  high  groundstorcceiveany  entertain- 
ment from  private  landlords  or  noblemej* 
in  the  districts  over  which  they  are  the 
presiding  Judges.  I  was  particularly 
struck  witli  the  assertion  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  that  the  law  as  regards  inti- 
midation and  boycotting  is  the  same  in 
Ireland  as  in  England.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  triumphantly  to  a 
ca.se  which  was  tried  in  Livtrpool,  anct 
said  the  defendants  in  that  case  received 
a  terni  of  imprisonment  for  having  taken 
part  in  boycotting  practices.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   was  most  careful 
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to  conooal  tlie  fact  tlmt,  assuming  tlic 
4aw  in  its  outline  to  bo  the  same  in  its 
^ministi-ation  nnd  detail,  there  is  an 
I'Ssential  differcnea.  The  defendants  in 
the  Liverpool  ciise  were  tried  bctfore  ii 
Judge  and  Jury,  but  all  cases  of  intimi- 
KlatioD  and  boycotting  in  Ireland  have 
been  tried  before  int-aponsible  Magis- 
trates, 8|)ecially  appointed  by  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman.  Take  the  case  of 
Mr.  John  McHenry  of  the  Limerick 
Lvnder.  That  gentleman  was  tried  for 
iliaving  published  an  article  in  his  news- 
pa[)er  relating  to  the  intimidation  of  a 
<3t'rt4i.in  member  in  the  locality.  Ho  wa-s 
brought  before  two  ReTnovable  Alagis- 
irates,and  received  the  inhuman  .sentence 
of  nine  months'  imprisonment.  Tiiei-euiion 
the  Crown  jiroseentor,  Mr.  Murphy, 
whispered  to  the  Magistrates,  who  there- 
upon ivdded  hard  labcior  to  the  sentence. 
Tliat  fact  cjvn  be  proved  by  the  evidence  of 
hnndrcd.s  of  persons  who  were  in  Court, 
and  it  exclusively  proves  that  theMagia- 
tratesonly  siton  thebenchto  dothe  behests 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Several 
references  have  been  made  to  the  action  of 
the  police  towards  public  men  in  Ireknd. 
About  two  weeks  ago  it  was  my  dutj'  to 
.iittend  a  meeting  in  the  mountnins. 
There  were  four  or  five  Resident  Magis- 
trates at  the  meeting — Mr.  Shannon 
amongst  the  number — and  immediately 
I  8t<;piicd  off  the  car  1  was  shadowed. 
Two  policemen  stayed  by  me,  and  a  Sub- 
Inspector  of  Police,  who  represented  the 
tiew-fangled  department  of  the  right 
1>on.  Gentleman,  the  Intelligence  Deimrt- 
ment,  followed  me  several  huudre<l  yards 
<iistnnt.  We  are  justified  in  holding  up 
this  conduct  of  which  we  complain  to 
public  reprobation,  and  if  we  had  the 
least  cliauce  of  carrying  our  |irotest  to 
that  extent,  we  should  be  justified  in 
refusing  the  salaries  of  those  who  use 
their  position  to  insult  the  Irish  people 
siud  their  Representatives.  The  Vote 
will  certainly  not  be  cjirried  with  uur 
npproval.  The  Chief  Secretary  does  not 
apply  himself  to  any  source  of  popular 
■information  tj  guide  him  in  his  admini.s- 
tration.  I  do  nut  refer  to  those  matters 
in  which  he  is  in  antagonism  with  Irish 
bodies  ;  I  refer  to  Grand  Juries.  He 
has  stated  he  has  no  power  over  Grand 
Juries,  but  when  wo  find  that  a  gentle- 
maii  holding  the  important  oiSce  of  Higli 

^sheriff  was  dismissed 

Mr.  O'Keeffe 


The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  confine  himself  to  matters  relevant 
to  the  Vote. 

Mb.  O'KEEFE:  I  pass  from  the 
allusion  I  was  about  to  make.  All  I  wish 
to  convey  is  that  the  Chief  Secretai-y  has 
nut  used  those  avenues  of  information 
from  popular  bodies  in  Ireland  which 
would  lead  to  successful  administrtition 
in  Ireland.  I  will  give  an  instance 
from  an  experience  some  two  years  ago 
in  the  city  of  Limerick,  which,  I 
think,  has  never  been  referred  t*) 
in  this  House.  A  public  meeting  an- 
nounced to  be  held  was  proclaimed 
by  the  Government  the  day  l:)efore  the 
meeting  was  appointed  to  Ix?  held,  and 
there  was  the  usual  paraphernalia  of 
Resident  Magistrates,  police  and  soldiers, 
all  the  pomp  and  circumstance  of  war,  to 
prevent  the  legal  exercise  of  their  rights 
by  the  ]ieo[)le.  That  evening  a  riot  took 
place  in  the  city.  I  will  not  enter  into 
details,  but  it  was  shown  in  evidence 
before  the  Judge  of  Assisse  on  a  case 
arising  out  of  claim  for  damatres,  that 
the  riot  and  the  damage  originated  with 
the  action  of  the  police  themselves. 
But  what  I  want  in  mentioning  the 
circumstance  is  to  give  proof  in  supfwrt 
of  my  assertion  that  if  the  Executive 
wonld  seek  the  advice  of  popular  Repre- 
sentatives, they  would  not  fall  into  the 
blunders  they  commit.  The  Resident 
Magistrates  who  on  this  occasion  were 
the  supremo  destiny,  who  had  the  lives 
of  the  people  in  their  hands  for  24  hours, 
when  they  saw  the  state  of  turmoil  and 
riot  they  had  ciused  by  their  action, 
went  quietly  to  the  Mayor's  office — to 
the  man  whose  existence  they  had 
ignored  on  the  previous  day,  and  said — 

"  Wo  know  yonr  influonco,  and  if  you  will 
take  over  the  peace  of  the  city,  wo  will  all  go 
iiwuy,  and  thure  shall  be-  no  inoie  police  Btien 
in  Lhe  Hlruute.*' 

They  had  come  to  appreciate  the  gigan- 
tic blunder  they  had  made  by  insulting 
the  people,  and  these  doughty  champions 
of  law  and  order  camu  cringing  to  the 
Mayor  to  indace  him  to  tiike  over  the  task 
of  keeping  the  peace  which  they  could  not 
accomplish.  I  am  glad  to  say  the  Mayor 
did  as  he  was  asked,  the  Police  Force 
vanished,  and  there  was  no  further  dis- 
turbance.    With  regard  to  the  particular 


J 


15: 


Supply — CivU 


{JlM,i  17,  1890}  Service  Estimates. 


158 


matter  which  has  beoii  brought  before 
the  Committee  the  character  of  the 
Resident  Mag^iatrfttes,  I  can  only  say 
that  1  have  never,  in  my  mn<;is- 
terial  experience,  and  I  )iave  liad 
sometiuies  to  a8S(K;iftto  with  thesi;  pentle- 
meii,  olserved  any  qualities  that  should 
invite  the  confidence  of  the  Irish  jieople. 
I  never  heard  from  them  the  expression 
of  any  lucid  idea  in  law  or  fact.  I  re- 
niember  once  having  ti  sit  in  judgment 
on  a  Resident  Magistrate. 

Mtt.  MACXEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  Did 
you  give  him  six  mouths? 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  :  No,  I  did  not.  He 
•was  guilty  of  a  culpable  breach  of  law. 
Some  8ag  was  hanging  out  in  the  street ; 
it  waved  iK'tween  bira  aud  his  allegiance 
to  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman,  and  for  the 
removal  he  was  summoned  for  trespiibs. 
We  were  merciful  to  Resident  Magis- 
trates, and  the  Court  fined  him  5s.,  with 
the  alternative  of  14  days'  imprisonraent. 
Now,  it  is  asserted  thut  it  is  impijssible 
for  an  Irish  ALigistrate  to  state  a  case  for 
a  Superior  Court,  but  I  know  that  I  gave 
15  reasons  for  the  conviction,  in  ea<:h  of 
•which  I  was  upheld  by  the  Queen's 
Bench,  although,  on  a.  technical  ground, 
it  was  found  tlie  case  did  not  come  under 
the  section  of  the  Act.  Whether  you 
take  the  high  policy  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  or  the  details  of  hia  adminis- 
tration, his  Coercion  Act,  after  four 
years'  experience,  is  a  miserable  failure. 
Has  it  in  any  ca-so  sliaken  the  allegiance 
of  an  adherent  to  the  National 
cause  ;  has  it  made  one  convert  ? 
l^uite  the  contrary :  its  effect  has 
liocu  to  intensify  the  eternal  hostility  of 
the  Iri.sli  people  to  the  system  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  With  all  the  force  of 
onr  people's  opinion  behind  u.s  we  shall 
contest  that  policy.  We  know  that  no 
matter  what  chanfrea  may  be  effected  in 
Parties  here,  we  know  that  our  words. 
and  our  actions  are  justified  in  the  minds 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  we  know  that 
when  wegol»ick  to  our  constituents,  any 
mau  among  us  who  wishes  to  return 
here  will  not  appeal  to  his  constituents 
in  vain.  I  think  the  Irish  people  appre- 
ciate the  good  services  rendered  by 
Irish  Members  who  attend  these  dLscus- 
aions  on  the  Estimates.  By  this  means 
weshiiw  the  failures  of  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman's  ndministration.  The  whole 
policy  of  the  Chief  Secretary  lias  been 
an  entire  failure,  and  the  Irish  people 
will  li.iil  with  delight  the  moment  when 
tlie  political  extinction  of  the  right  hon. 
(u'Utlcman  and  his  Party  is  announced. 
On  that  day  the  black  flag  will  be  hoisted 
half-mast  high  over  every  gaol  in 
Ireland. 

(9.40.)  Mb.  mac  NEH.L  :  The  Chief 
Secretary  is  always  interesting  when 
he  assumes  the  high  moral  tone, 
and  he  has  discharged  all  the  vials 
of  his  wrath  upon  my  hon.  Fnend 
the  Memlier  for  East  Mayo.  In  his 
strictures  upon  Resident  Magistrates 
my  hon.  Friend  was  undoubtedly  severe, 
but  the  great  point  of  his  severity  was 
that  every  word  he  said  was  demon- 
strably true.  If  my  hon.  Friend  has 
erred  in  hia  estimate  of  the  characters 
of  these  Mjkgistrates  he  has  erred  in  good 
company.  Archbishop  Whateley,  who 
had  30  years' experience  of  Ireland,  said 
that  the  time  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  occupied  chiefly  in  trying  to  get  the 
posts  of  Resident  Magistrates  for  mined 
gamblers  or  cashiered  officers,  and  Lord 
Rosse,  a  Tory  of  the  Tories,  used 
language  not  a  whit  less  strong  than 
has  been  used  to-night  with  reference  to 
these  Resident  Magistrates,  stating,  for 
example,  that  the  appointments  were 
infamously  jobbed,  that  no  character 
seemed  to  be  thought  necessary  for  tlie 
post,  and  that  half  of  those  appointed 
liad  been  habitual  drunkards.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo 
made  a  brief  allusion  to  some  letters 
from  applicants  for  appointments,  which 
passed  into  our  hands,  aud  specimens 
of  these  were  read  to  the  House  by 
an  lion.  Colleague  in  1887.  I  lately 
was  reading  some  of  these,  and 
they  are  worth  reading.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
UER  :  And  the  dates.] — Dates  !  O'Neill 
Sogravo  was  appointed  in  1888,  and  that 
after  being  dismissed,  branded  as  a 
swindler  by  the  Cape  Government. 
This  is  the  first  letter  from  a  well-known 
Gentleman,  the  late  Knight  of  Kerry,  to 
Lord  Carlisle,  then  Lord  Lieutenant — 

"  My  Dear  Lord.— The  kinrlnras  which  your 
Excellency  hns  ehown  mo  sinew  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  being  known  to  you  encourages  ma 
to  apply  to  yoii  on  a  auhjeot  deeply  interesting 
to  me,  although  I  fear  it  will  need  all  your 
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Uodneaa  to  exonae  the  presumption  of  the 
application.  My  brother  (Stephen  Fiizgemld; 
having  but  a  sniull  provision,  my  fiilher  applied 
to  liOrd  Clarendon,  when  I/ord  Lieutenant,  for 
a  situation  for  him,  and  received  an  encourag- 
ing reply,  with  a  ronditioniil  promise;  but 
nothing  having  resulted  therefrom,  he  con- 
tinued to  lead  an  idle  life  at  home,  and  fell 
into  habits  injurious  to  himself  and  distressing 
to  his  family,  who  could  not  but  lament  to  see 
considerable  talents,  united  with  an  excellent 
natural  disposition,  completely  going  to  waste. 
He  has  latterly,  I  rejoice  to  say,  been  leading 
a  different  life,  and  reoently  formed  an  attach- 
ment for  a  most  interesting  young  Scotch 
lady,  one,  who  especially  in  point  of  deep  re- 
ligious feeling,  i^  alt  that  could  be  wished  for, 
and  their  union,  so  very  desirable,  is  only  de- 
layed in  re  ereace  to  his  floancial  position. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  venture  to  ask 
your  Kxcellency'i  kind  aid  in  procuring  a 
situation  for  him.  That  of  Slipendary  Magis- 
trate is  one  for  which  I  think  he  would  be 
extremely  well  qualified,  as  he  has  regularly 
and  very  (-fticiently  discharged  bis  duties  as  u 
J. P.  in  this  parish  and  in  the  neighbouring 
district;  but  if  that  post  bo  unattainable,  roine 
one  of  less  value  would  be  just  now  very  accept- 
able. I  really  dislike  more  than  I  can  well  say 
thus  troubling  your  Kxcellency  in  such  a  per- 
lonal  matter,  but  I  feel  at  least  that  you  will 
make  great  excuse  for  my  so  doing  in  a  case 
where  more  than  the  temporal  interests  of  an 
only  brother  are  involved. 

I  have  the  hnnonr  to  be,  my  dear  Lord, 
Your  Excellency's  very  obedient  and 
obliged  Servant, 

P.   FlTznSKALD. 

(Knight  of  Kerry).'' 

Me.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.l :  Will 
tht)  hon.  Goiitlenmn  mention  the  date 
of  that? 

Mr.  MACNEILL:  Abont  a  quarter  of 
a  century  ago.  But  my  contention  is  that 
instead  of  growing'  better  these  apjMint- 
ment  have  been  growing  worse.  These 
appointments  are  not  like  good  wine  ; 
they  have  not  improved  with  ag^e.  And 
now  let  me  give  another  specimen. 

The  CHA1R^LA.N  :  The  letters  may 
have  been  amusing  when  first  reivd,  but 
to  read  them  now  offends  against  the 
rale  against  tedious  repetition.  More- 
over, they  are  not  relevant  to  the  Vote. 

Mr.  MAC  NEILL  :  My  only  object  is 
to  prove  my  contention  that  bad  as  they 
were  in  those  times  they  are  worse  now. 
I  was  about  to  read  a  letter  from  Li>rd 
Monck  on  behalf  of  his  brntlier-in-law 
■who  desires  an  appointment,  whose 
qualifications  seem  to  have  been  that 
he  was  an  ex  captain  in  the  17th 
Lancers,  not  on  good  terras  with  his 
Mr.  Mac  NeUl 
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father,  with  nine  children,  and  in  em- 
barrassed circumstances.  1  will  not  read 
the  letter  from  Lord  Monck,  having  in 
view  your  ruling,  but  I  miij'  refer  to  the 
appointment  of  Colnnel  Forbes,  who  is 
stili,  I  believe,  a  Resident  M.Tgistrate. 
Here  is  the  letter  in  which  this  gentle- 
man is  introduced  :— 

"  62,  Ureat  King  Street,  Edinburgh, 
January,  23rd,  1890. 
My  Dear  Sir, — May  I  venture  to  introduce  to 
you    my    cousin,     Major   Forbes,   late   of    th« 
Third    Light  Dragoons,    a    very   distinguished 
olheor  at  Sobra'in  i     His   military    lestimoniala 
will  speak  for  themselves.     He  is   a  candidate 
for   one   of   two    Stipendiary    Magistracies  in 
Ireland,    where    hii    brother.   Colonel  Forbes, 
has    recently  purchased    property    in   Coun'y 
tialway.     Their   father  commanded  the    oGth 
Foot.     They    are  all     Koman     Catholics,    but 
mostly  gentlemanly  and  popular  men.    Major 
Forbes  baa  been  resident  at  Edinburgh. 
Yours  faithfully, 

J.  J.  Houso.v,  D.D., 

Merton  College,  Uxon. " 

Well,  the  application  was  snccessfuL 
Colonel  Forbes  was  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate at  Kildare,  and  at  the  Kildare 
Quarter  Sessions,  in  April  last,  he  was  the 
defendant  in  three  suits  for  goods  sap- 
plied  to  his  wife.  His  defence  was  that 
he  was  not  liable  because  he  had  made 
a  sepinite  allowance  for  his  wife,  but  it 
was  stated  in  evidence  that  his  wife  had 
not  received  any  allowance  for  throe  and 
a  half  years,  and  decree  was  given  in 
each  case  against  him.  Surely  that  is 
lint  the  sort  of  gentleman  who  ought  to 
be  ft  Judge  of  the  political  conduct  of 
Irish  Members.  At  the  risk  of  tedious 
repetition,  fur  1  know  it  has  been  very 
often  mentioned,  1  would  recall  the 
Committee  to  a  statement  made  on  the 
17th  May,  1887,  by  the  Chief  Secretary. 
In  that  statement  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man expressly  deelaivd  that  an  appeal 
shnuld  be  given  in  every  case  from 
Resident  Magistrates'  decisions  under 
the  Coercion  Act.  But  now  he  has 
withdrawn  from  that,  and  his  Magistrates 
give  short  sentences  to  prevent 
ti[)peals.  Thus  we  have  Mr.  Redmond, 
the  editor  of  a  Wexford  paper,  sentenced 
tip  two  weeks'  iniprisotiraent,  and 
he  itsked  to  have  tlio  sentence 
iticreit^ied  to  give  right  of  appeal. 
'I'hitt  entreaty  was  refused.  Who 
were     the     persons    who    inflicted   tlie 
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sentences  on  these  gentlemen?  One 
was  Mr.  Considine,  a  gentleman  of 
whose  legal  knowledge  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  satisfied,  although  he  has  never 
been  called  to  the  Bar.  His  coadjutor 
was  a  promoted  policeman.  It  has  been 
repeatedly  urged  that  these  Magistrates, 
thess  14  lawyers,  who  are  nothing  but 
the  sweepings  of  the  library  of  the 
Four  Courts,  are  selected  because  they 
will  administer  the  law  as  between 
man  and  man.  Bat  the  law  which 
they  do  administer  is  one  which  cannot 
be  tried  by  ordinary  Magistrates  at 
all.  It  can  only  be  tried  in  this 
country  in  the  Superior  Courts  before 
a  Judge  and  Jury.  It  cannot  be  tried 
in  a  Court  of  Petty  Sessions,  and  this 
■duty  in  Ireland  is  reserved  exclusively 
for  Besident  Magistrates.  It  is  said 
that  the  same  law  prevails  in  Ireland 
as  in  England.  Why,  as  I  have  already 
stated,  in  England  tradesmen  and  opera- 
tives, according  to  declaration  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  are  especially  protected 
under  the  Workmen's  Liability  Act, 
whereas  the  Irish  peasants  are  treated 
under  laws  entirely  different  from  those 
affecting  people  of  the  same  class  and 
social  condition  in  England.  During  the 
last  15  months  there  has  been  a  develop- 
ment in  the  proceedings  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates.  I  mean  in  connection  with  the 
novel provisionof  giving  bail.  Thehon.and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stock- 
ton, when  the  matter  was  first  brought 
forward,  said  that  in  all  his  experience 
he  had  never  known  of  a  case  in  which 
a  man  had  been  called  upon  to  give  bail 
for  good  behaviour  when  no  crime  had 
been  committed.  But  what  is  the  course 
in  Ireland  ?  The  first  person  who  was 
brought  under  the  operation  of  this 
provision  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork,  who  was  taken  before  a  brace  of 
Removables,  of  whom  one  was  Mr. 
O'Neill  Segravj.  These  Magistrates 
stated  that  he  was  not  guilty  of  the 
charge  originally  prefered  against  him, 
but  they  then  produced  a  long  document, 
on  the  strength  of  which  they  sent  him 
to  prison  in  default  of  giving  bail  for  his 
good  behaviour.  Surely  that  is  another 
instance  of  the  inequality  of  English  and 
Irish  law.  I  have  the  authority  of  the 
Court  for  Crown  Cases  Reserved  in  Eng- 
land for  saying  that  no  person  can  be 
held  over  (io  be  of  good  behaviour  for 
VOL.  CCCXLVIL     [thied  sbribs.] 


committing  no  offence.  A  case  recently 
occurred  in  England  in  which  a  man 
named  Miles  was  tried  for  assault.  The 
Magistrate  did  not  inflict  any  punish- 
ment upon  him,  but  held  him  over  to  be 
of  good  behaviour.  Subsequently  fresh 
evidence  wtis  forthcoming,  which  showed 
the  assault  to  be  of  a  very  aggravated 
nature,  and  he  was  then  put  upon  his 
trial  for  the  aggravated  assault.  But 
the  plea  was  put  forward  that  he  had 
already  been  convicted  of  the  assault, 
and  punished  by  being  called  upon  to 
give  bail  for  his  good  behaviour,  and  the 
Superior  Court  held  that  the  call  made 
upon  him  to  give  bail  amounted  to 
punishment  for  the  offence,  and  that, 
consequently,  he  could  pot  be  tried  a 
second  time  for  that  assault.  Yet  in 
Ireland,  without  any  offence  being  proved 
against  any  accused  person,  the  Resident 
Magistrates  are  held  to  have  the  power 
to  hold  him  over  to  bail  for  good 
behaviour.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Belfast  was  once 
called  upon  to  give  bail.  He  declined  to 
do  so,  saying  that  if  he  did  he  would 
admit  his  moral  culpability,  and 
he  preferred  to  go  to  prison  rather  than 
place  himself  under  a  moral  stigma  I 
say  the  administration  of  the  law  in  this 
respect  is  most  shameful.  Some  man 
becomes  an  object  of  suspicion  and  even 
hatred  to  the  Government.  Proceedings 
are  promptly  instituted  against  him 
under  this  Coercion  Act.  It  happens  in  all 
probability  that  the  charge  against  him 
is  not  provable,  and  the  Magistrates  who 
are  dependants  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
inflict  upon  him  the  arbitrary  and  cruel 
punishment  of  sending  him  to  gaol  in 
default  of  giving  bail — bail  which  no  hon. 
Member  would  ever  dream  of  giving. 
Lord  Spencer  has  been  referred  to,  and, 
in  a  speech  which  he  delivered  on  the 
17th  December  last,  he  said  that  the 
Resident  Magistrates,  dependants  of  the 
Crown,  are  absorbing  the  legitimate 
jurisdiction  of  the  Petty  Sessions.  He 
added  that  in  his  time  Resident  Magis- 
trates were  only  employed  in  exceptional 
cases,  but  now  they  are  employed  in  Petty 
Sessional  Courts,  and  they  oust  the  juris- 
diction of  the  country  gentlemen  who  are 
on  the  Commission  of  the  Peace.  A  most 
remarkable  instance  of  this  has  occurred 
in  Tipperary.  A  Coroner's  Jury  found  a 
verdict  of  wilful  murder  against  two 
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policemen  in  connection  with  the  death 
of  a  boy  named  Hefferuan.  The  tvro 
accused  persons  were  taken  to  the  Petty 
Sessions,  but  the  Bench  wiis  packed  with 
two  Removable  Magistrates — Mr.  Meldon 
and  Colonel  Caddell — who  refused  to 
Bend  the  men  for  trial.  Again,  we  have 
heard  Resident  Magistrates  say  that  they 
represent  the  Crown.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
repudiated  that  assertion,  ile  stated 
that  Colonel  Carew  had  never  made  any 
such  statement.  I  am  surprised  that  a 
ipan  of  the  Chief  Secretary's  ability 
should  so  absolutely  assert  a  negation— — 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  stated  that 
Colonel  Carew  never  said  that  the  Crown 
liad  given  him  directions  in  regard  to 
jndicial  decisions. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  That  is  a  beautiful 
dialectical  curiosity.  Now  we  will  come 
to  the  real  facts.  This  ca-so  occurred  on 
the  7th  September,  1887,  and  I  thiuk 
the  Report  which  I  hold  in  my  hand 
will  fully  prove  my  contention  that 
these  Magistrates  combined  executive 
and  jndicial  duties.  Some  men  were 
brought  before  Colonel  Carew  (sitting 
not  as  a  member  of  a  Coercion  Court, 
but  as  a  member  of  a  Court  of  Petty 
Sessions)  for  assault.  What  occurred  t 
Colonel  Carew  said — 

"  I  have  received  orders  from  Dublin  Caatle 
that  these  men  shall  he  tried  before  the  Coercion 
Court,  and  I  now  order  them  to  be  taken  back 
to  Kilmainham  Gaol." 

The  solicitor  who  defended  said — 

"  I  should  like  to  have  this  thing  done 
formally.  I  understand  that  the  prisoners 
rhave  b«ea  served  with  n  summons  since  they 
Mame  here  to-day.  If  the  Crown  desire  a 
kxemand  they  must  make  application  in  the 
IOBUbI  way. 

Colonel  Oarew  (to  the  Clerk ) :  Make  out  the 
warrants  for  the  prisoners. 

The  Solicitor  to  the  defendants :   The  case 

^-jnuit  be  first  called  on.     Then  you  must  hear 

rhat  the  Crown  have  to  say,  and  I  may  have 

'something   to  say  on   behalf  of  my  clients.     I 

t  wish   to  know  does  the  Crown  withdraw  the 

charge  "r 

Colonel  Carew  :  I  represent  the  Crown  here, 
and  I  have  instructions  that  these  men  shall  he 
tried  under  the  Coercion  Act. 

The  Solicitor  for  the  defendants  :  Pardon  me, 
you  no  more  represent  the  Crown  than  I  do. 
Vour  business  is  to  hold  the  scales  of  justice 
evenly. 

Colonel  Carew  :  I  am  a  Resident  Magistrate 
here  and  as  such  represent  the  Crown.  The 
prisoners  will  bo  tried  under  the  Crime  Act." 

I  think,  Mr.  Courtney,   that   the  right 
j\fr.  MacNeill 


hon.  Gentleman  owes  me  an  apology  for 
denying  that  a  Resident  Magistrate 
has  ever  stated  that  he  represents  the 
Crown.  Now,  I  propose  to  proceed  to 
another  case,  and  that  is  the  action  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  in  moving  these 
Resident  Magistrates  alx>ut  the  coun.try, 
like  pawns  upon  a  chesslmard.  One 
Magistrate,  a  respectable  gentleman  in 
the  County  of  Cork,  was  dismissed  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace,  simply  because  he  wont  a 
short  distance  outside  his  district  in 
order  to  adjudicate  upon  a  case  in  which 
a  charge  was  brought  against  a  police- 
man. But  what  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  do  ?  We  find  that  he  sends 
his  Resident  Magistrates  all  over  the 
country.  And  why  does  he  send  them  ? 
Because  the  Government  find  they  are 
handy  tools  for  the  purpose.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche  had  got  promotion  bepauso  he 
richly  deserved  it.  But  ho  deserves  it 
simply  because  he  always  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  behests.  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche  got  promiDtion  also  because  twice 
when  he  was  on  the  Bench  he  incited 
policemen  to  the  commission  of  crime. 
He  incited  them  to  the  commission  of 
acts  which  might  have  resulted  in 
murder.  Of  course,  in  the  eyes  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  murder  is  not  so 
serious  a  crime  as  boycotting.  A  police- 
man if  he  fires  a  revolver  in  the  air  is 
guity  of  a  dereliction  of  duty,  for  has 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
it  should  be  the  object  of  a  policeman  to 
"fire  to  kill  ?"  I  want  to  know  if  Colonel 
Caddell  is  an  independent  Magistrate 
what  right  the  Chief  Secretary  has  to 
closet  him.  These  Magistrates  are  all  said 
not  to  be  dependent  upon  the  Chief 
Secretary,  but  we  continually  see 
announcements,  or  rather  we  did  see 
them  until  I  drew  attention  i/n  the  fact 
in  the  pa[)ers,  to  the  effect  that  Resident 
Magistrate  So-and-so  "  having  been  in 
attendatice  on  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
Dublin  has  returned  to  his  duties." 
Surely  that  is  not  a  proof  of 
the  inde[)endence  of  Magistrates  in 
connection  with  the  Divisional  Magis- 
trates. In  conclusion,  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  Colonel  Turner  has  not 
been  so  wise  as  Captain  Plunkett  was, 
&nd  he  has  openly  endeavoured,  in  con- 
nection    with    the    Vandeleur    Estate, 
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instead  of  promoting  peace  and  order, 
to  do  the  very  reverse.  I  will  only  add 
that  the  more  we  disclose  these  facts  to 
the  people  of  England,  the  mnre  we 
show  how  the  whole  machinery  of 
justice  in  Ireland  is  used  for  |K)liticaI 
porposes,  the  surer  will  be  our  victory  at 
the  next  General  Election. 

(10.25).  Colonel  SAUNDERSON  : 
I  should  have  left  the  House  to 
judge  of  the  accusations  wliich  have 
been  made,  and  the  defence  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
fact  that  hon.  Members  opposite  will 
persist  in  saying  that  they  speak  in  the 
name  of  the  Irish  people.  I  do  not 
deny  tliat  they  speak  in  the  name  of 
some  of  the  Irish  people,  but  I  absolutely 
deny  that  they  s^ieak  in  the  name  of 
all  the  Irish  people,  and  I,  therefore, 
ask  the  permission  of  the  House  to  in- 
trude for  a  moment  or  two  in  a 
Debate  which  concerns  the  maintenance 
in  Ireland  of  law  and  order.  There  is 
one  advantage  that  the  Government, 
whether  Tory  or  Liberal,  is  sure  to 
possess,  and  that  advantage  is  that  they 
know  that  a  certain  portion  of  every 
Session,  when  the  Irish  Estimates  are 
under  ajnside ration,  will  be  devoted  to 
attacking  the  Government  and  the  Irish 
Executive.  The  present  Debate  has 
pursued  the  usual  course.  A  mild 
attack  was  made  upon  the  Vote  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  it  was  proposed, 
I  think,  to  deprive  him  of  the  advan- 
tage of  a  Chaplain  and  a  Secretary. 
Avery  powerful  attack  was  made  upon  the 
Vote  for  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
That  Debate  is  in  the  memory  of  the 
House,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  instead 
of  the  attack  being  made  upon  the 
executive  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Government,  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  complained  prin- 
cipally of  his  manners  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  pointed  out  that  the  Chief 
Secretary,  under  the  thrashing  he  had 
experienced,  had  improved.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  who  followed  in 
the  Debate,  said  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
far  from  improving.  After  all  the 
efforts  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
improve  my  right  hon.  Friend  he  lias 
not  attained  that  high  level  of  Parha- 
ment  decorum  which  is  prevalent  below 
the  Gran^way.     Then  the    police    were 


attacked.  There  is  a  sort  of  famiUar 
likeness  in  all  these  Debates — a  certain 
number  of  cases  were  brought  forward, 
but  I  think  the  weakness  of  the  attack 
must  have  been  paljmble  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country.  Now  I  come  to 
the  last  act  of  the  tragedy,  or  rather 
comedy.  With  regard  to  the  speech  we 
have  just  heard  I  will  say  nothing. 
When  I  called  out  "  date,"  it  was  not 
done  to  annoy  or  interrupt  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Donegal,  but  to  bring 
out  the  fact  which  I  want  the  House  to 
appreciate,  that  the  letter  was  written 
42  years  ago,  and  waa  written  under  a 
Liberal  Administration.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  made  a  violent  attack 
on  the  Police  Magistrates,  and  referred 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Hamilton,  who,  he 
said,  was  an  Orangeman.  I  challenged 
that  statement,  and  the  hon.  Member 
then  said  that  if  Mr.  Hamilton  was  not 
an  Orangemaa  he  had  an  Orangeman's 
heart. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  rise  to  order.  The 
hon.  Member  has  challenged  a  statement 
that  Mr.  Hamilton  was  not  an  Orange- 
man. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  say,  as  a  point  of 
order,  that  Mr.  Hamilton  told  me  with 
his  own  lips 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  It  is  not  a  point 
of  order.  The  hon.  Member  must  be 
ignorant  of  the  elementary  rules  of 
order. 

Db.  tanner  :  He  told  me  with  his 
own  lips  that  he  was  an  Orangeman. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
Colonel  Saunderaon. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON:  1  believe 
there  is  one  thing  in  common  between 
Mr.  Hamilton  and  the  Orangemen — 
they  are  both  on  the  side  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  then  pursued  a 
different  and,  I  believe,  an  entirely  new 
line  of  attack  in  this  House.  He  at- 
tacked Colonel  Caddell,  and  said  he 
believed  that  he  could  prove  that  Colonel 
Caddell's  character  was  as  disgraceful  as 
that  of  Captain  Segrave.  Colonel  Cad- 
dell is  not  here  to  defend  himself,  and  I 
look  upon  such  an  attack,  founded  upon 
merely  an  assumption  of  knowledge,  as 
one  of  a  most  cowardly  description.  No 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  has  ever 
before  attacked  the  character  of  another, 
G  2 
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whether  that  person  is  in  or  out  of  this 
House,  on  the  mere  assumption  that  he 
believed  he  could  prove  in  the  future 
that  the  character  of  the  person  attacked 
was  as  bad  as  that  of  some  other  person 
indicated,  and  I  think  the  hou.  Member 
ior  East  Mayo  will  yet  feel  ashamed  that 
he  lias  made  the  statement.  It  is  a 
statement  he  dare  not  make  outside, 
where  there  would  be  another  method  of 
dealing  with  it.  But  under  the  privilege 
of  Parliament  he  fires  this  barbed 
arrow  at  a  man  unable  to  defend  him- 
self. The  hon.  Member  then  went  on  to 
attack  the  Executive,  and  I  agree  with 
him  when  be  says  that  Government 
eould  not  be  carried  on  in  Ireland  with- 
out unpleasant  expedients.  Tiiat  is  so, 
because  the  Executive  has  to  deal  with 
the  criminal  expedients  of  the  National- 
ists. Shadowing  is  an  unpleasant 
expedient,  but  the  persons  shadowed 
have  to  be  looked  after.  It  is  unpleasant 
lor  the  Magistrates  to  interfere  with  the 
right  of  public  meeting,  but  when  meet- 
ings are  held  with  the  object  of  intimidat- 
ing the  people  the  duty  becomes  necessary. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton also  has  found  fault  with  the  Irish 
Executive  .on  the  ground  that  they  have 
not  the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people,  by 
whom  I  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
uan  means  that  portion  of  the  people 
who  are  represented  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  below  the  Gangway.  That  may 
be  true,  but  what  conceivable  Executive 
or  Magistracy  or  police  would  secure  the 
sympathy  and  support  of  those  hon. 
Members  ?  It  would  be  as  hopeless  and 
foolish  a  task  to  seek  to  satisfy  them  in 
those  respects  as  it  would  be  to  try  to 
create  Magistrates  and  to  enlist  police 
that  would  satisfy  the  aspirations  of  the 
criminal  population  in  London.  The 
issue  between  the  hon.  Members  opposite 
and  the  Unionist  Government  is  as  to 
what  is  crime,  and  on  this  point  agree- 
ment can  scarcely  be  expected  between 
them.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  however,  went  on  to 
say  that  he  did  not  impugn  the  action 
of  the  Resident  Magistrates  on  personal 
grounds,  but  because  they  were  not 
lawyers  and  liad  not  received  legal  train- 
rug.  The  Irish  Magistrates  have  dual 
functions  to  perform — executive  and 
judicial — and  the  executive  function, 
when  they  find  the  people  hounded  on  to 
Colonel  Saunderson 


lawlessness  by  certain  persons,  among 
whom  are  Members  of  this  House,  re- 
quires something  more  than  a  legal 
training  to  dischai^e  efliciently,  and  I 
know  of  no  persons  better  qualified  for 
such  a  duty  than  men  who  have  occu- 
pied distinguished  positions  in  the  Army. 
The  main  result  of  the  Debates  on  the 
Irish  Estimates  must  be  to  convince  the 
majority  of  the  House  and  the  country 
that  the  Executive  in  Ireland  are  attacked 
simply  because  they  have  sought  to 
maintain  in  Ireland  the  laws  that  Parlia- 
ment has  passed.  It  is  also  apparent, 
from  the  line  that  has  been  adopted  by 
the  leaders  of  the  Party  opposite,  that 
this  attack  is  on  no  particular  Govern- 
ment ;  it  applies  to  all  Governments,  of 
whatever  Party,  who  dare  to  maintaia 
the  law  in  Ireland,  and  the  attack  made 
on  this  Unionist  Government  sinks  into 
insignificance  when  compared  with 
the  violent  and  unscrupulous  attacks 
that  have  been  made  on  previous 
Governments.  Therefore,  the  Chief 
Secretary  may  feel  very  well  satis- 
fied with  the  result  of  the  De- 
bates, for  they  have  faded  away 
into  matters  of  very  little  importance. 
So  persuaded  are  they  of  the  great 
popularity  and  triumphant  success  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  that  for  the  first 
time,  for  I  do  not  know  how  many  ytars 
they  have  fallowed  the  Chief  Secretary's 
Vote  to  pass  without  a  Division.  There 
is  at  the  present  moment  one  feature 
which  differentiates  these  Debates  from 
those  which  have  preceded  them.  In 
former  times,  I  am  not  going  into 
ancient  history,  for  I  only  speak  of  four 
and  a-half  years  ago — an  attack  on  the 
Irish  Executive  and  the  Stipendiary 
MsLgistnites  was  always 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  am  afraid  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is  going 
into  matter  which  is  not  relevant  to  this 
Vote. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON:  I  think, 
Sir,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  follow  the 
matter  up,  I  can  show  that  the  line  I  am 
taking  is  absolutely  relevant  We  have 
had  an  attack  made  on  the  Stipendiary 
Magistrates  in  Ireland,  and  I  want  to 
point  out  the  circumstances  which 
differentiate  this  attack  from  former 
attacks  on  that  body.  Formerly  these 
attacks  came  alone  from  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  whereas  now,  they 
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are  joined  in  liy  those  wlio  Ht  one  time 
were  responHilile  for  this  Vote.  Tlie 
hon.  MotalxT  for  East  Mayo  lias  attiieked 
Colonel  Turner  on  the  ground  that  he  has 
changed  his  opinions,  and  that  he  has 
a  convenient  conscienci? ;  that  whereas, 
in  former  days  ho  was  a  Home  Ruler, 
he  is  now  a  Unionist.  I  wonder  what 
most  of  the  right  hon.  Ocntlemun  sitting 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bencli  thouglit 
of  tliat  atta<;k  on  Colonel  Turner's  posi- 
tion. Sir,  I  have  no  doubt  what  the 
final  verdict  of  the  country  will  be  when 
the  country  appreciates  the  facts.  [An 
hon.  MofiiEK :  "  Barrow."]  An  hon. 
Member  cries  "Barrow,"  but  I  think  it 
will  not  be  denied  that  the  Burrow 
Election  did  not  turn  on  the  Irish 
Estimates.  The  Barrow  Election  turned 
on  the  attempt  wiiieli  was  made  to  float 
the  foundering  ship  of  Home  Rule  on  the 
advancingtideofteetotalism.  When  these 
attacks  on  the  Irish  Magistrates  which 
are  now  made  are  read,  I  think  it  will  be 
found  that  the  verdict  of  the  country  will 
be  that  the  Irish  Executive,  which  is 
specially  i-epresentod  in  (his  Honse  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  has  brought  about  in  Ireland 
at  the  present  moment  a  condition  of 
peace  and  prosijerity  that  has  been  un- 
known in  that  country  for  many  years. 

(10.46.)  Mk.  CLANCr  (Dublin  Co., 
N.)  :  We  have  heard  the  sjieech  just  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman (Colonel  Saunderson)  ago<jd  mnny 
times.  He  tells  us  that  we  are  the  jiarty 
of  disorder,  and  tliat  the  Or.ingemen  of 
Ireland  are  the  party  of  law  and  order. 
This  Climes  well  from  the  champion  of 
the  party  which  hasthreati-ned  tu  kick  the 
Queen's  Crown  into  the  Boyne.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  went  to  Belfast  at 
the  General  Election,  and  did  not  remain 
there  very  long.  He  tried  to  champion 
the  candidature  of  Colonel  Somerset 
Thaxwell,  and  was  hunted  out  of  Belfast. 
He  has  compurod  the  population  of  Ire- 
land with  the  criminal  pr)pulation  of  Lon- 
don ;  but  among  the  Irish  people  is  the 
constituency  which  he  him-^elf  represents, 
and  that  al.so  which  returned  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Armagh 
(Mr.  Blane)  without  contest  at  the  last 
two  elections.  But  Armagh  is  not  the 
only  part  of  Ireland  containing  this 
criminal  pojralation  ;  more  than  half  of 
Ulster  must  be  included.  Tlie  Counties  of 


Donegal,  part  of  Derry,  part  of  Tyrone, 
Cavan,  and  Monoghan,  are  all  embraced 
in  his  sweeping  and,  as  I  venture  to 
term  it,  disgraceful  declaration.  When 
we  attack  the  Orangemen  of  (Jlster  wo 
do  not  impute  to  them  criminal  instincts 
from  their  birth  ;  and  I  think  the  time 
has  come  when  even  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  own  Party  ought  to  repu- 
diate the  attacks  he  makes  upon  his  own 
country  upon  every  occasion  when  he 
speaks  in  this  Honse.  The  hon.  Member 
has  refernd  to  the  date  of  a  letter,  which 
has  been  quoted,  and  stated  that  it  was 
written  42  years  ago  ;  but  if  more  recent 
letters  could  be  got  at,  I  think  it  would 
he  found  that  they  would  be  very  much 
of  the  same  character.  We  are  unable  to 
produce  the  documents  wo  should  Uke  to 
have.  We  cannot  produce  the  lettorswhich 
led  to  the  appointment  of  C.  Roche,  Mr. 
Segruve,  and  Major  Waring ;  but  if  we 
could  get  them  I  think  it  would  be  found 
they  were  very  much  like  the  letter  read 
by  the  Member  for  Sf)ntli  Donegal.  We 
have  to-night  lieen  treated  by  the  hon. and 
gallant  Gentleman  to  a  washed-out  edition 
of  the  speech  he  did  not  deliver  on  the 
12th  of  July.  I  hope  he  will  repeat  that 
speech  as  often  as  possible,  especially  at 
the  bye-elections,  beciinse  if  he  does  our 
victories  will  be  more  numerous  than 
ever.  He  has  pleotled  for  the  colonels 
who  sit  on  the  Magisterial  Bench,  and 
argued  that  men  who  had  served  in  the 
Army  were  tho.se  best  fitt<.d  to  administer 
just  tee  in  Ireland.  To  my  mind  the 
sooner  all  these  Magistrates  are  colonels 
the  better,  because  in  that  case  the 
sooner  will  the  present  system  be  ter- 
minated. At  present  you  mix  up  a  few 
liwyers  and  non-military  men  with  the 
great  military  geniuses  who  figure  on 
most  of  the  Magisterial  Benches,  and  the 
result  is  that  you  do  not  get  at  the  truth 
as  you  would  do  if  all  the  Magistrates 
were  colonels,  because  then  the  system 
wnuhl  be  shown  to  be  so  ridiculous  that 
the  British  people  would  at  once  get  rid 
of  it.  I  might,  however,  suggest  that 
considering  the  position  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  himself  held  in 
the  Army  he  might  have  left  his  eulogium 
of  the  colonels  to  other  hon.  Members. 
He  htvs  referred  to  the  American  phrase 
that  the  people  were  "  agin  the  Govern- 
ment." I  do  not  think  we  could  produce 
any  phrase  more  strongly  condemnatory 
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of  tlio  Irish  Government  than  that.  That 
phriise,  wliicli    is   histdric,    involves   an 
emphatic  commentjtry  on  the  disgi'aceful 
system   pursued  in   Ireland  for  the  lost 
300   years.      Ever   since    the   dawn    of 
civilisation  in  Ireland,  as  testified  by  Sir 
John  Davis  in  the  reign  of  Charles  I.,  the 
people  have  been  claiming  equal  justice. 
Why  do  they  not  get  it?     It  is  because 
rou  have  msiide  the  Government  of  "  law 
ad  order"    a    byword.     You    have   so 
'governed  the  Irish    people    that  to  ex- 
pect them  to  obey  the  law  would  be  to 
expect  them  to  be  more  than  human,  and 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  assert  that  if  the 
Irish     people     had     the     least    respect 
for     law      and      order      as      now     in- 
terpreted    they      would      not     be     fit 
for    freedom.     In    ex>uclusion,    I    would 
give  the  House  one  illustration  of  how 
justice  is  administered  in  Ireland.     Ijast 
year  Mr.  John  Cullinane  was   charged 
before   two  Justices,  including   Colonel 
Caddell,  with  unlawful  assembly,  and  in 
the    judgment    then   delivered    it    was 
stated  that  the  terror  resulting  from  the 
sembly  was  not  sufficiently  great   to 
istify    the    Magistrates   in   concluding 
tliat  the  meeting  was  unlawful,  and  con- 
sequently they  would  have  dismissed  the 
oase  but  for  the  fact  that  the  gathering 
was  excessive,  and  tlie  consequence  was 
that  Mr.  Cullinane  was  lield  to  bail  in 
£100,  with  two  sureties  in  £50  each,  or 
in  default  to  undergo  six  weeks'  imprison- 
ment.    In  the  case  of  Cullinane  the  man 
was  actually   acquitted   of   crime.     Tlie 
Magistrates  decided  that  no  crime   was 
committed,  nevertheless  they  bound   the 
man  over  to  keep  the  peace,  and  because 
he  would  not  confess  that  he  had  broken 
the  peace  and  been  guilty  of  crime  by 
entering  into  his  own  recognisances,  he 
was  sent  to  prison  for  six  weeks.     Was 
anything  more  monstrous  ever  heard  of  t 
Is  it  any  wonder  that  the  Irish  people 
throw    dirt    upon,   and   spit    upon,  the 
prest<nt  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
laud.     It  they  did  not   kick  it  from  one 
end  of  Ireland  to  the  other  on  every  con- 
ceivable opixjrtunity,  they  would  not  be 
worthy  of  the  liberty  for  which  they  are 
.Struggling. 

(11.2.)    Me.  W.  REDMOND  (Ferma- 

[nagh,  N. :  I  feel  bound  to  raise  a  protest 

I  s^inst  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 

Gentleman  theMember  for  North  Armagh 

(Colonel    Saunderson),      He    compared 

Mr.  Clancy 


tlie  Irish  people  to  the  criminal  popula- 
tion of  London.     When  speaking  of  the 
portion    of    Ireland    he    represents     ho 
should      have     remembered     that      the 
majority  of  the  Representatives  of  Ulster 
sit   on    these    Benches   and   not   beliind 
Her   Majesty's   Government.     As  repre- 
senting an  Ulster  constituency  in  which 
Catliolics  and  Protestants  stand  side  by 
side,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  repudiate 
in   the   strongest    possible    manner   the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  insinuation. 
He  said  these  attacks  were  made  on  the 
Irisli  Estimates  every  Session,  and  that 
within  his  own  knowledge  these  attacks 
have  been  constantly  made  during  the 
past  23  years.     Why,  Sir,  the  fact  that 
these   complaints   are   made   year   after 
year  and   Session   after  Session   is   the 
best   proof   that   they  are    not   without 
foundation.       The     hon.     and     gallant 
Gentleman  says  that  this  Debate  has  been 
a  comedy,  and  I  must  .say  I  never,  in  my 
life.  Iieard  a  bolder  asseition.     He  must 
be    aware   that   one   of  the  reasons  we 
have  made  these  speeches  has  been  to 
complain  of  the  wanton  and  cruel  murder 
of    unoffending    persons    in    the    towns 
and    ^^llage8    of    Ireland.      References 
have  been   made  in   the  course   of  the 
Debate  to  the  conduct  of  the  police  in 
shooting  down  people  in  cold  blood  when 
ficting    under    the  orders   of    Resident 
Magistrates — shooting  down    men    and 
Ixiys   for    no    crime    whatever,  or    for 
doing  that  which  in   this  country   would 
cot  even  evoke  an  order  to  "  move  on." 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  said  that 
these   Resident   Magistrates   in    Ireland 
should  be  military   men,  and   he  scoSed 
at  the  idea  that  they  should  be  expected 
t<>  have  any  legal  training.      But  one  of 
the  principal  class  of  cases  upon   which 
these  men  have  to  adjudicate  is  that  of 
conspiracy,      and      every     one      knows 
that  that  is  the  subject  of  all  others  in 
dealing     with    which    legal    tniining    is 
required.      The  hon.   Member  gave  his 
case   awa)'    when    he    said    that   these 
Magistn\tes  should  bo   men   of  military 
experience.       It    is    our    complaint   in 
Ireland  tluit  the  majority  of  these  men 
are     fitted     for     military     aSairs,     bat 
certainly    unfitted    to     administer    the 
civil  law.     Would  complaint  be  made   if 
a    state   of    things    similar   to   that   in 
Ireland  existed  in  England  and  Scotland? 
Why,  if  we  had  no  other  grievance  in 
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Ireland  this  would  be  a  monstrons  one 
under  which  our  people  could  never  be 
expected  to  rest  contented.  I  myself  have 
had  the  honour  and  advantage — for  we 
consider  it  snch  in  Ireland — of  being 
sentenced  to  three  months'  imprisonment 
by  two  of  these  Resident  Magistrates. 
When  I  was  undergoing  prosecution,  one 
•of  the  Magi^rates,  who  had  been  in 
•charge  of  400  police  and  soldiers,  was 
asked  what  were  his  qualifications  to  be 
in  command  of  these  men  on  a  critical 
■occasion,  and  he  rephed  that  for  a  short 
time  he  had  belonged  to  the  Inns  of 
Court  Volunteers.  He  was  then  asked 
what  were  his  qualifications  to  sit  on  the 
Bench  and  sentence  me  to  imprisonment, 
and  he  had  to  admit  that  he  had  never 
teen  called  to  the  Bar,  or  attended  a 
isingle  legal  lecture,  or  passed  an  examina- 
tion in  his  life,  and  that  his  only  qualifi- 
-cation  was  that  he  had  eaten  a  few 
dinners  in  the  Middle  Temple  in  London. 
It  was  by  a  man  of  that  kind  I  was  sen- 
tenced to  imprisonment,  and  when  any- 
one complains  of  our  rising  in  this  House 
■and  giving  vent  to  our  complaints  under 
such  circumstances,  I  say  that  it  is  most 
«inreasonabIe. 

(11.9.)     Mb.     SHAW     LEPEVRE 
■(Bradford    Central) :    I   do    not   desire 
to  detain    the     Committee     for    more 
than  a  few  moments,  but,  before    the 
Vote  is  taken,   1  am  anxious   to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary.     I 
Ahink  those  who  listened  to  his  speech 
will  admit  that,  though  he  spoke  with  his 
usual  ability,  he  utterly  failed  to  make  any 
adequate  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
anan   the   Member  for  Wolverhampton. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  showed  that  of  the 
75  Resident  Magistrates  in  Ireland,  only 
14  have  received  the  first  rudiments  of 
legal  education,  and  that  they  were  briefless 
tarristers  who  had  been  appointed  be- 
cause they  had  failed  at  the  Bar.     Of  the 
remainder,   a  very  lat^e  proportion  are 
jnilitary  men — half-pay  ofiBcers — and  the 
•others  are  political  hacks  who,  like  Mr. 
Cecil  Roche,  having  been  defeated  at  the 
polls  in  England,  reap  their  reward  on 
ithe   Bench   in   Ireland.     How  did    the 
Chief  Secretary  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
<!omplaint    of   my   right    hon.   Friend? 
He   drew    a   comparison    between    the 
Chairmen  of  English  Quarter  Sessions, 
cnany  of  whom  are  soldiers,  and  the  Irish 


Resident  Magistrates;  but  according  to 
my  experience  the  former  class  are  the 
very  pick  of  the  English  Magistrates,  and 
many  of  them  are  experienced  barristers. 
Then  they  are  assisted  and  controlled  in. 
aU  di£Scult  cases  by  juries,  and  I  would 
not  trust  even  those  gentlemen  to  deal 
with  diflScult    questions  of    conspiracy 
without  a  jury.     It  is  the  jury  who  is 
the  protection  in  England  against  injus- 
tice being  done  under  the  law  of  conspi- 
racy.   That  law  would  never  have  been 
allowed  to  remain  on  our  Statute  Book 
if  it  had   not  been  for  that  protection. 
Yet  this,   which  is  admitted  to  be  the 
most  difficult  part  of  our  law,  is  in  Ire- 
land  committed   to   the  jurisdiction  of 
these  incompetent,  bioken-down  lawyers 
or  soldiers,  who  form  the  great  bulk  of 
the  Magistracy  in  that  country.     The 
Chief  Secretary  further  urged  that  the 
Resident  Magistrates  have  stood  the  test 
of  experience,    and  have    given    great 
satisfaction  in   Ulster.    But,   owing  to 
the  peculiar    conditions    of  Ulster,    no 
parallel    can    be    drawn    between    the 
position    of    the    Resident    Magistrates 
there   and    in   other   parts   of    Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
claim  credit  for  the  Resident  Magistrates 
on  the  ground  that  only  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  decisions  had  been  reversed, 
and  he  said  that  even  in  cases  where 
terms  of  imprisonment  of  less  than   a 
month  had  been  inflicted  there  was  stUl 
an  appeal  to  the  Superior  Courts.    But 
it  must  be  recollected  that  it  was  very 
difficult  for  poor  people  to  proceed  by 
way  of  writ  of  certiorari,  and  when  they 
did  it  must  be  borne  in  miud  the  pre- 
sumption   of    fact  was  always    against 
them.    Some  of  the  Judges  had  declared 
that  they  would  not  over-rule  the  Courts 
below  on  questions  of  fact.     Under  the 
circumstances,      therefore,     I    am    not 
surprised    that  there   was    not  a  large 
namber  of  appeals  of  this  kind.     I  notice 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  altogether  silent  on  the 
case    of    Father    Crowley,    which    was 
referred  to  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton.     My  right 
hon.  Friend  showed  that  this  gentleman 
was  convicted  of  conspiracy  in  a  case  in 
which  no  jury  in  England  could   have 
been      found    to    convict,      and    sen- 
tenced     to      imprisonment     for     one 
month,    and    to    give     bail   to  be    of 


178  Supply — CivU 


good  behaviour  or  go  to  prison    for   a 
further  term.     That  is  a  glaring  instance 
of  the  injustice    perpetrated    by    these 
Biesident  Magistrates,  for  they  know  per- 
fectly   well    that     gentlemen    of    this 
character  decline   to    give   bail.     Then, 
with   reference   to  the  case  of   Colonel 
Turner,  who  took  up  his  abode  with  the 
leader  of  the  landlord  party  in  his  dis- 
trict,   the  Chief  Secretary   says   that  it 
would  have  been  impertinent  for  him  to 
direct  Colonel  Turner  where  he  should 
live.     But  in  the  case  of  the  Land  Com- 
missioners   a  rule  has  been  laid  down 
forbidding  them  to  accept  the  hospitality 
of  landlords,  lest  they  should  lose  the 
confidence    of     the     people.        Colonel 
Turner   has   shown   himself  a  thorough 
partisan,  and  is  universally    distrusted 
in  Clare,  as  I  can  vouch  from  experience, 
having  visited   the  district.       It  seems 
to  me  it  was  a  very  unfortunate   thinsr 
that  Colonel  Turner  identified    himself 
with  Mr.  Stacpoole ;  and  also  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  did  not  drop  him  a  hint 
that  it  would  be  wise   not  to  accept  this 
hospitality.       With   regard    to    Colonel 
Caddell,    looking    only    at     his    public 
character  and  actti,  I  think  he  is  a  most 
unfortunate  officer  in  his  district.      He 
is  a  constant  source  of  danger   to  the 
district,  appearing   to   be  interested   in 
inciting    the    people   to  a  conflict  with 
the   police   and  the  military.       I   have 
had  some  experience  of  this  gentleman, 
for     when,    last     autumn,    I    went    to 
Tipperary,  I  was  followed  by  600  or  700 
people  to  the   house  where  I  was  going 
to  stay,  and  when  I  arrived  I   was  in- 
vited to  address  them  from  the  steps  of 
the  house.      [Ironical  c/ieera  and  laugh- 
ter.]     I  am  not  ashamed  of  it.      I  did 
not  go  there  for  the  purpose  of   making 
a  speech,  but  had  desired    that  there 
should  be  no  demonstration.     However, 
it  was  very  difficult  to  avoid  one.   When 
the  people  asked  me  for  a  speech  there 
immediately  started  up  a  force  of  30  or 
40  armed  police,  with  Colonel  Caddell  at 
their   head,  and  posted    themselves    on 
the   flank  of  the  crowd,  and  a  conflict 
between  the  police  and  the  people  seemed 
imminent.      That  is  a  good  example  of 
what  is  taking  place  in  Tipperary  daily. 
Colonel  Caddell  is  a  representative  man 
of  his  kind.  I  believe  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  do  well  to  remove  Colonel  Caddell 
and  appoint  some  more   moderate  and 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre 
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cautious    man.      One     of     the    worsk. 
symptoms  of  the  administration  of  the- 
right      hon.     Gentleman     is     that     he- 
never   makes   any   concession  to  public^ 
opinion,  and   has   Jio  sympathy  for  the- 
feelings  of  the  people,  and  there  can  be- 
no  better  illustration  of   this  than  what- 
happened     at    Mr.    O'Dwyer's    funeral.. 
A  great  outrage  was  committed  by  the. 
police  on  that  occasion.    Colonel  Caddell 
proclaimed  the  funeral  in  advance  as  an> 
illegal  assembly,  and  I  venture  to  aak 
whether  in  the  whole  history  of  Ireland 
such  a  thing  ever  was  done  before,  or- 
whether  in  any  other  country  in  Europe: 
the  Government  has  ever  been  known 
to  proclaim  a  funeral  1    Was  there  any 
reason  to  believe   that  any  barm  woaldi 
have  resulted  from  allowing  this  funeral 
to  take  place  in  the  ordinary  way  1     The- 
hon.  Member  for   North-East  Cork  (Mr.. 
W.  O'Brien)  delivered  an  address,  and  I 
am  sure  the  presence  of  the  police  made.- 
no  difference  in  his  utterances  on  tha^ 
occasion.     His  speech  was    couched  in. 
terms  of  the  greatest  possible  sympathy 
for  the  people  of  the  district,   and  no 
exception  could  be  taken   to  it  on  the- 
ground  that  it  had  an  illegal  tendency. 
It  would  have  been  well,  in  my  opinion^ 
to  have  allowed  the  funci'al  to  take  place 
without  the  intervention  of  the  police.. 
What  harm  could  it  have  done  ?  Political 
funerals    are    not    uncommon    on    the 
Continent,  and  the  authorities,  however- 
despotic  they  may  be  in  general,  usually 
make  an  exception  in  favour  of  a  funeraL 
and  allow  things  to  be  said  which  they 
would  not  allow  to  be  said    on  other 
occasions.     They  recognise  that  it  does- 
not  do  to  outrage  the  feelings  of  people 
on   such   occasions.     I    think  the  righb 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  done  well  to 
have    allowed    a    political    funeral    to 
take  place  in  this  case.     I  rather  gathered 
from  the  right  hon.  G«ntleman  that  he  is. 
not  altogether  pleased  with  the  action  o£ 
Colonel  Caddell  on  this  occasion,  for  he 
said  he  would  not  express  an  opinion  as 
to  whether  it  was  right  or   wrong.     L 
would  suggest  that  it  would  have  been 
wise  of  him  to  have  gone  a  little  further, 
and  to  have  made  some  small  concession^ 
even   at    the    last    moment,   to    public- 
opinion  in  Ireland.      Few  people   who 
have  not  been  present  at  some  of  the 
Magisterial  inquiries  in  Ireland  can  form 
an  adequate  notion  of  the  relation  of  tha 
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Resident  Mngistratos  to  tbe  executive. 
The  fivct  is  tliat  these  Resident  Magis- 
trates are  imrt  of  the  executive,  auJ  are 
completely  under  the  thumb  of  the 
Crown  Iftwycra.  I  imve  myself  seen  three 
or  four  trials  of  this  kind,  and  what  most 
struck  me  about  them  was  the  complete 
helplessness  and  feebleness  of  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  iu  the  presence  of  tlie 
Crown  lawyers.  I  am  not  one  of  those 
■who  believe  that  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates actually  receive  instructions  from 
the  officials  iu  Dublin,  but  I  couM  not 
help  seeing  that  they  were  the  complete 
slaves  of  the  Crovyn  lawyers — not  from 
bad  faith,  but  liecause  they  were  so 
feeble  and  so  ignorant  of  tiie  law.  I 
believe  that  liundreds  of  these  cases 
come  before  the  Crown  Prosecutor  and 
the  Attorney  General.  I  think  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  all  these  cases  come  before 
the  Attorney  General  before  the  prosecu- 
tions arc  entered  upon,  and  that  he  there- 
fore is  primarily  responsible  for  them. 
The  Resident  Magistrates  practically 
carry  out  the  suggestions  of  the  Crown 
lawyers  and  the  Attorney  General. 
What  is  also  conspicuous  about  these 
cases  is  tiiat  they  liave  all  been  perfectly 
futile.  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying 
that  all  these  cases  are  connected  directly 
or  indirectly  with  disputes  between 
landlords  and  tenants.  They  are  entered 
into  for  the  purpose  of  breaking  down 
the  combination  of  the  tenants  and 
enabling  landlords  to  collect  arrears  of 
rent.  In  this  respect  I  undertake  to  say 
they  have  been  utterly  futile  from 
beginning  to  end.  I  challenge  the  Chief 
Secretary,  us  I  have  done  once  before 
this  Session,  to  say  whether  he  can 
show  that  any  adequate  result  has 
accrued  from  any  of  these  prosecu- 
tions under  the  Coercion  Acts,  llii-s 
he  succeeded  in  breaking  down  any 
of  the  combinations  between  landlords 
and  tenants  ;  has  he  succeeded  in  break- 
ing up  any  of  the  so-called  suppressed 
branches  of  the  National  League  ;  has 
he  prevented  people  from  attending 
meetings  to  protest  against  the  injustice 
of  their  landlords?  I  say  he  cannot  show 
that  any  goc)d  has  been  done,  even  from 
his  own  point  of  view,  by  the  course 
that  has  been  pursued.  It  is  true  that 
many  of  the  disputes  between  landlords 
and  tenants  have  been  brought  to  an 
end,  but    this   has   been   done,    not    by 


coercion,  but  by  the  landlords  giving 
way.  I  can  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that 
if  the  right  him.  Gentleman  were  to 
devote  one- tenth  part  of  the  labour  he 
bestows  upon  defending  these  cases  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  preparing  the 
various  implements  of  coercion  and 
instructing  his  various  agents  in  Ireland,, 
to  persuading  the  landlords  to  arbitrate 
in  these  disputes,  he  would  in  a  very 
short  time  find  all  difficulties  at  an  end 
and  no  further  necessity  for  prosecu- 
tions under  the  Coercion  Act. 

(1133.)  The  Committee  divided  :— 
Ayes  1&3;  Noes  124.— (Div.  List,  No. 
190.) 

Resolution  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  tomorrow. 

SUPPLY— llEPORT. 
Resolutions  [1  Gth  July]  reported. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES,  1890-01- 

Class  III. 
1.  "That  »  num.  not  exceeding  £80,099,  bo- 
granted  to  Hor  ilujesty,  to  cum[>lete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  thi;  Charge  which  wilt 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  yeai" 
ending  on  the  ■'?l«t  day  of  March,  1891,  (of 
such  of  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the 
Supreme  Conrt  of  Judicature  and  of  certain, 
other  Legal  Departments  in  freland,  as  are  not 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

•2.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £80,687,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sup' 
necasary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
cunio  in  eouise  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  Jtlaroh,  1S91,  for 
the  Salaries  and  Kxpensea  of  the  Office  of  thii 
IriHh  I^ind  ('uniniissiun. 

3.  '•  That  a  sura,  not  exceeding  £G6,1I7,  b& 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sura 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  wilJ 
comu  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31at  day  of  March,  1891,  for  the 
Salaries  aud  Expenses  of  the  Commissioner  ol 
Police,  the  Police  Courts,  and  the  Metropolitaa 
Police  Establishment  of  Dublin. 

4.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £56,250,  ba 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  ihe  sum. 
necessary  to  defray  the  Chargt  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  enuing 
on  the  3lBl  day  of  March,  1891,  for  the 
Expenses  of  Keformatory  and  Industrial 
Schools  in  Ireland. 

0.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,640,  b» 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come- 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3lBt  day  of  March,  1891,  (or  the  Main- 
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tenanoe  of  Crimioal  LunaticR  in  the  naodrum 
Criminal  Lunatic  Agylum,  Ireland." 

Resolatious  read  a  second  time. 

First  Resolation  agreed  to. 

Second  Besolulion  postponed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
■"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  Third  Resolution." 

(11.51.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Long- 
ford, N.) :  I  have  a  few  words  to 
6fty  on  this  Vote  witli  reference  to 
the  treatment  of  Catholic  policemen 
in  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police.  I 
was  able  last  year  to  speak  in  high 
terms  of  the  Dublin  Force.  They  are 
a  mo.^t  respectable  body  of  men,  who  dn 
their  duty  very  fairly  and  satisfactorily, 
and  in  great  contrast  to  the  Royal  Irish 
Oonstabnlary.  One  reason  for  this  is  that 
the  officers  are  all  men  drawn  from  the 
ninkK,  whereas,  as  a  general  rule,  the 
■officers  of  the  Royal  Irish  Const4ibulary 
are  all  men  of  a  different  type.  A  very 
strong  'feeling,  however,  exists  iinioug 
the  men  of  the  Force  that  discrimination 
against  the-  Catholics  is  practised  in  the 
matter  of  promotion.  I  have  a  very 
large  number  of  documents  giving 
instances  of  this  discrimination.  I  do 
not  intend  at  tliis  hour  to  trouble  the 
House  with  a  long  complaint  on  the 
subject,  but  I  do  wish  the  Cntholic 
ixsnstables  of  Dublin  to  feel  that  we  are 
not  satisfied  with  the  way  they  liave 
been  treated,  and  we  wish  Mr.  Harrell 
to  understand  that  a  very  strong  feeling 
exists  on  the  .subject  I  also  wish  him 
to  understand  that  a  very  strong  feeling 
exists  among  tlie  men  against  prose- 
lytising ladies  being  allowed  to  go  to 
tlie  barracks  and  preach  the  doctrines  of 
a  Creed  in  which  the  majority  of  the 
Force  do  not  believe.  Some  Catholic 
ladies  are  prevented  from  entering  the 
bon-acks,  and  I  am  sure  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  the  North  of  Ireland  would  at  once 
complain  if  ladies  of  (Tatiiolic  rehgious 
orders  wore  allowed  into  the  barracks 
and  Protestant  officers  were  more  or  less 
brought  into  contact  with  tliem.  Pro- 
testant ladies  are,  however,  allowed  in 
the  Imrracks,  and  if  they  may  not 
preach  to  them  they  can  come  and  go 


are  unduly  depressed,  while 
the     opposite     religion     are 


amongst  the  Catholic  men.  More  than 
that,  it  is  believed  bythc  Catholic  police- 
men that  promotion  goes  according  to  the 
amount  of  attention  they  pay  to  these 
evangelising  ladies.  It  is  most  offensive 
that  anybody  should  have  to  depend  for 
his  promotion  upon  the  amount  of  bible  | 
reading  he  does.  Such  a  system  was  in- 
troduced into  the  Post  Office  by  Sir 
William  Blackwood.  I  have  already 
brought  it  to  the  notice  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  a  police  sergeant  named 
Chase  so  arranged  the  men's  duties  that 
Catholic  officers  could  not  attend  mass 
upon  the  days  when  such  attendance  is 
obligatory.  I  could  give  a  number  of 
instauces,  but  I  will  not  mention  names, 
for  the  reason  that  Mr.  Harrell  would  be 
lx>uud  to  say  whether  what  is  asserted  is 
true  or  not,  and  he  would  know  who  the 
men  concerned  were.  I  do,  however, 
trust  that  Mr.  Harrell  and  the  officers 
under  him  will  understand  that  there  is 
a  feeling  amongst  the  Catholic  officers 
that  they 
those  of 
promoted. 

(11.58.)  Mr.  DILLON:  I  do  not 
intend  to  trespass  long  on  the  attention 
of  the  House  ;  indeed,  I  only  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  pointing  ont  to  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  difference  in  the  tone 
of  Irish  Members  when  .speaking  of  the 
Dublin  Police  as  compared  with  the 
character  of  their  remarks  on  the  Irish 
Coi\stabulary  is  very  significant.  1  do 
not  know  anything  of  the  complaints  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  but  I  do 
desire  to  say  a  word  in  recognition  of 
the  highly  satisfactory  manner  in  which 
Mr.  Harrell,  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
the  Dublin  Police,  discharges  his  duties. 
Mr.  Harrell  wa,s  at  one  time  Resident 
Magistrate  in  East  Mayo,  and  a  more 
honourable  and  just  man  I  never  met. 
Frequently  Mr.  Harrell  exposed  himself 
to  danger  in  his  anxiety  for  the  safety  of 
the  {leople  in  troubled  times.  So  highly 
was  he  respected  by  the  Nationalists  of 
East  Mayo  that  when  he  left  they  pre- 
sented him  with  a  memorial  of  their 
regai-d.  The  promotion  of  Mr.  Harrell 
is,  indeed,  the  only  honest  promotion  I 
have  ever  known  the  Irish  Executive 
make. 

(12.0.)  Mk.  E.  HARRINGTON:  It 
has  been  remarket!,  and  made  matter  of 
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complaint  in  the  DabUn  Metropolitan 
Police,  that  with  or  without  the  know- 
ledge of  Mr.  Harrell  a  distinction  is  made 
in  the  treatment  of  the  Catholic  and 
Protestant  members  of  the  Force.  If 
the  former  are  observed  to  be  in  conver- 
sation while  on  duty  they  are  liable  to 
be  reported,  but  if  those  ladies  who  take 
an  interest  in  the  religions  yonng  men 
of  the  latter  class  engage  in  talk  for  an 
hour  with  them  there  is  no  report  for 
neglect  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  men. 
I  hope  the  remarks  which  have  been 
made  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  in 
which  I  J^ree,  may  not  be  taken  as  in 
any  way  a  wish  to  introduce  a  religions 
controversy  in  this  matter.  We  are  far 
too  much  mixed  up  in  our  religious 
views  to  desire  any  thing  of  the  kind, 
and  are  only  anxious  that  aJl  the  members 
of  the  Force  should  be  treated  fairly.  I 
have  every  respect  for  sincerity  of  con- 
victions, but  the  greatest  contempt  for 
any  system  that  permits  fraud — for 
fraud  it  is  to  say  that  because  men  have 
attended  this  or  that  chapel  they  shall 
be  patronised,  have  stripes  on  the  arm, 
and  be  promoted  over  the  heads  of  those 
who  have  beaten  them  in  competitive 
examinations.  I  know  that  grievances 
of  this  kind  have  been  brought  to  the 
notice  of  Dublin  Members,  and  without 
wishing  to  raise  any  question  as  between 
Catholics  and  Protestants,  and  finding  no 
fault  with  the  men,  I  appeal  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  address  his  attention 
to  the  matter. 

(12.5.)  Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am 
sure  all  who  know  Mr.  Harrell  will  agree 
with  the  opinions  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon). 
As  to  the  specific  complaints  that  have 
been  made,  all  I  can  say  is  that  I  entirely 
concur  in  the  opinion  expressed.  That 
promotion  and  favour  should  in  any  way 
be  based  on  religious  opinions  would  be 
destructive  of  discipline  in  any  Force, 
and  neither  Mr.  Harrell  or  any  respon- 
sible oflBcer  would  for  a  moment  coun- 
tenance such  a  policy  as  has  been  indi- 
cated and  rightly  condemned  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Longford. 
Mr.  Harrell  will  probably  see  a  report  of 
this  discussion,  or  I  will  call  his  attention 
to  it.  I  feel  sure  that  Mr.  Harrell  is 
actuated  by  the  desire  to  carry  eut  the 
policy  which  Members  on  either  side  of 
whatever  creed  would  wish  to  prevail  in 
this  Civic  Force. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Resolution  to  be  considered 
to-morrow. 

SOHOOIi  B0ABD8  ELECTIONS  (SCOT- 
LAND) aVOTEKS'  QUALIFICATION) 
BILL.  -(No.  370.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  May  1  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether,  after  hearing 
the  views  Scotch  Members  have  ex- 
pressed, there  is  any  intention  to  proceed 
with  this  Bill  J 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  RoBEETsON,  Bute)  :  The  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  Scotch  Members  show  that 
it  will  be  impossible  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill,  and  I  take  the  opportunity 
of  saying  this  and  moving  that  the 
Order  be  discharged. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

EDUCATION   OF    BLIND    AND    DEAF- 
MUTE  CHILDREN  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
[LORDS]-(No.  366.) 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  Jtnd  committed 

for  to-morrow. 

PUBLIC     TRUSTEE    BILL    [LORDSJ. 
(No.  230.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webstee,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  I  think 
it  right  to  state  that  we  attach  con- 
siderable importance  to  the  BiU,  and  if 
the  clauses  to  which  exception  has  been 
taken  could  be  carefully  guarded  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  the  Bill  going 
forward.  But  we  propose  to  take  up  the 
subject  in  conjunction  with  the  Trust 
Companies  Bill  and  refer  it  to  a  Select 
Committee,  with  the  hope  to  carry  it 
into  legislation  next  Session. 

Sir  HORACE  DAVEY  (Stockton) : 
On  the  understanding  that  the  Trust 
Companies  Bill  will  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  with  this  Bill  next 
Session  I  am  content  the  Order  should 
be  discharged. 
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Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PARTNERSHIP  BILL  [LORDSJ.— (No.  373,) 
SECOND   RGADIKQ. 

Order  for  Second  Koading  read. 

SiE  R.  WEBSTER:  I  hope  the 
House  will  assent  to  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  this  Bill.  It  has  the  approval 
of  Lord  Herschell  and  Lord  Justice 
Lindley,  who  is  master  of  the  law  on 
this  subject,  and,  with  the  assistance 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir 
Horace  Davey),  I  think  I  can,  in  Com- 
mittee, satisfy  any  objections  to  this, 
which  is  a  Consolidation  Bill,  though,  if 
it  should  be  thought  desirable,  it  shall  be 
referred  to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  BROOKE  ROBINSON  (Dudley)  : 
There  is  one  clause  objected  to  very 
strongly,  the  clause  which  gives  power 
to  a  majority  to  bind  the  minority. 

SiE  HORACE  DAVEY  :  I  concur 
that  it  is  desirable  to  pass  the  Bill. 
It  was  carefully  considered  last  year  by 
a  Select  Committee.  With  a  view  to 
ameodment  in  Committee,  I  hope  the 
Committee  stage  may  be  deferred  for  a 
week. 

Objection  taken  (Mr.  Caldwell). 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  to- 
morrow. 

CONSOLIDATED   FUND   (No.  2)  BILL. 
CX)MMirrEE. 

BUI  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  3. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Colonel  Nolan  moved  "That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again  ; "  but  the  Chairman, 
being  of  opinion  that  the  Motion  was  an 
abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  de- 
clined to  propose  the  Question  thereupon 
to  the  Committee. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  to-morrow. 


PAUPER  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND) 

(OFFICERS'  SUPERANNUATION)  BlUi. 

(No.  358.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  (WALES)  ACT  (1881)  AMEND- 
MENT  BILL.-(No.  216.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 

discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (LIF.E  SAVING 
APPLIANCES)  RULES. 

(12.20.)  Mb.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim, 
S.) :  I  regret  to  have  to  trouble  the  House 
with  a  Motion  at  this  hour,  but  the  time 
within  which  I  can  call  attention  to  this 
subject  before  these  Rules  become  law  is 
limited. 

Db.  TANNER  :  I  object. 
•Mb.  SPEAKER:  Objection  does  not 
lie  against  the  Motion,  which  is  in  pur- 
suance of  the  Standing  Order,  the  Rules 
remaining  before  the  House  a  certain 
time  for  approval. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY:  As  at  present 
arranged,  those  Rules  will  very  seriously 
affect  the  shipping  interest  and  wiU 
have  a  specially  injurious  effect  on  the 
passenger  traffic  between  England  and 
Ireland.  Last  year  Rules  identical  with 
these  were  made,  but  were  not  carried 
into  efEect,  in  consequence  of  the  repre- 
sentations made.  The  objections  aie 
two,  and  the  first  relates  to  the  regnlfr- 
tions  as  to  boats,,  the  second  to  life  belts 
and  other  appliances.  In  the  first  place, 
I  contend  that  the  provision  for  new 
boats  is  unnecessary,  and,  in  the  second 
place,  if  a  vessel  is  equipped  with  boats 
according  to  the  scale  laid  down  the 
result  will  be  illusory.  I  may  illustrate 
this  by  reference  to  particular  steamers 
running  between  this  country  and  Ire- 
land. Owing  to  the  number  of  boats 
being  made  dependent  upon  the  cubic 
measurement,  a  magnificent  ship  like 
the  Ireland,  which  runs  between  Holy- 
head and  Dublin  and  generally  carries 
about  200  passengers,  will  have  to  carry 
six  more  bc^ts  than  it  now  does,  although 
it  is  a  new  vessel  and  fully  equipped 
with  six  boats;  whereas  the  Mayo,  a 
smaller  vessel,  but  one  which  sometimes 
carries  1,000  passengers,  will  only  be 
*  required  to  have  three  boats  altc^ther. 
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Tlie  objection  tn  roauy  boats  is  tliat  they 
occujiy  deck  simce,  and  further,  the  crew 
■will  Iw  insufficient  to  man  sn  many  Ixiats. 
Objection  is  also  taken  to  the  rule  that 
quires  each  ship  to  carry  as  many  life- 
Its  as  passenger.'.  The  City  of  Dublin 
Iteam  Packet  Company  at  harvest  time 
rries  about  8,000  men  across  to  Eng- 
nd  in  three  nights.  It  would  be  most 
reafionablo  to  expect  the  coin()any  to 
ave  8,000  life-belts  for  all  these  men. 
And,  even  if  they  were  supplied  they 
could  not  Ix;  used,  as  there  is  no  jilacc  in 
which  to  stow  them  so  that  they  might 
be  at  hand  on  an  emergency.  The 
circumstances  of  this  passenger  traffic  arc 
altogether  different  to  those  of  the 
Transatlantic  traffic,  when  each  passenger 
has  his  berth,  and  these  rules,  as  applied 
the  ^)asse^ge1■  traffic  between  England 
md  Ireland,  will  be  impracticable  and 
will  press  very  hardly  an  those  en- 
gaged in  it.  The  Btiai-d  of  Trade  Rules 
now  in  existence  give  the  Board  a  dis- 
cretionary power  as  to  life-saving  belts, 
and  no  lives  have  been  lost,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  which  would  have  been  saved  by 
these  new  rules.  Those  who  are  en- 
gaged in  this  trade  ask  either  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  sliouid  continue  to  exer- 
cise the  discretionary  jiower  they  now 
"lEve  with  regard  to  certifying  vessels, 
that,  before  these  rules  are  put  into 
irce,  they  should  bo  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  so  that  the  evidence  of  the 
traders  may  be  taken  on  the  subject. 
The  Committee  bj'  whom  these  rules 
were  drawn  up  contained  no  rejjresonta- 
tive  of  that  cla.ss  of  the  mercantile  ship- 
ling  community  which  is  engaged  in  the 
lasting  trade.  They  had  no  opjxirtu- 
nity  of  pointing  out  how  difficult — how 
absolutely  impossible  it  would  be  to 
utilise  these  rules  as  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  public  would  like  to  see  them 
utilised,  and  they  are  confident  that  if 
ihey  had  an  opportunity  of  demonstrating 
a  Committee  the  reasonable  reqnire- 
lenfs  of  the  case  their  views  wiiuld  Ix? 
•it  once  acceded  to.  The  Amendments 
have  placed  on  the  Paper  suggest  that 
e  number  of  life-belts  in  each  vessel 
should  be  in  proix)rtion  to  the  tonnage, 
and  I  have  jilaced  the  proportion  at  10 
to  every  100  tons.  That  is  not  a 
number  I  should  be  disposed  to 
adliere  to  if  any  larger  number  were 
desired,  but  the  shipping  community 
consider    that    the    number    I   suggest 


would  meet  all  the  requirements  of  the 
ciuso.  They  do  not  for  a  moment  desire 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  any  reasonable 
protection  of  life  on  Iward  these  ships, 
but  they  contend  that  these  rules,  if 
they  were  rigidly  carried  out,  would  do 
more  to  endanger  life  than  to  protect 
it.  Further,  they  say  that  the  rules 
could  not  be  carried  out  on  board  coast- 
ing vessels.  If  the  Board  of  Trade  insist 
on  working  the  Rules  as  they  now  stand 
the  result  will  be  that  the  City  of  Dublin 
Steam  Packet  Company  and  other  com- 
panies engaged  in  carrying  harvestmen 
to  England  will  have  to  alter  their  pre- 
sent arrangements,  and  the  men  will 
liave  to  cross  the  Irish  Channel  in  the 
old  slow  way,  instead  of  being 
hronght  over  rapidly  in  lai'ge  bodies. 
For  these  reasons,  1  hope  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  will  consider 
favourably  the  suggestions  which  have 
been  made  in  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper.  They  have,  I  can  assure  him, 
been  put  down  not  with  any  desire  to 
dojirive  the  {)ublic  of  reasonable  and 
proper  safeguards  while  cnissing  the 
Channel,  but  because,  iu  tlie  opinion  of 
those  who  have  drawn  them  up,  they  are 
really  the  only  practical  suggestions  that 
can  be  made. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  Thnt  it  m  expedient  that  the  linles  he 
amendrd,  by  addin:;  ut  the  eud  uf  Cluu  ^(ii), 
of  Diviaion  A,  ibe  words,  '  Provided  that 
where  ia  exist'ng  ships  tho  boats  are  in  Kod 
order  and  of  Bulli.:ient  CHpucily  th«y  shall  not 
he  required  to  be  altered  uadur  this  seclion.'  " 
—  {Mr.  Macartney.) 

•(12.30.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  thk 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.):  I  will  endeavour 
to  consult  the  convenience  of  the  House 
by  making  my  remarks  as  brief 
as  possible.  This  is  really  not  a 
matter  for  the  decision  of  tho  Board  of 
Trade.  Let  me  remind  the  House  of 
tlie  history  of  this  subject.  In  1887  a 
Committee  of  the  House  sat,  which  re- 
commended that  such  precautions  sliould 
be  taken  for  s  kving  life  at  sea  as  might 
be  deemed  necessary  by  a  Committee  re- 
presenting the  various  interests  involved. 
Accordingly,  in  pursuance  of  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  of  1888,  a  Committee  of 
14  members,  presided  over  by  Mr.  Ismay, 
of  Liverpool,  and  including  five  repre- 
sentatives    of     the      shipowners,    was 
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appointed  in  1888.  In  fact,  all  shipping 
intcresta  were  represented.  [Mr.  Ma- 
CAaiNEY :  Not  the  coasting  trade.]  The 
committee  drew  np  certiiin  rales  with  a 
view  to  the  saving  of  life  at  sea,  to  be 
observed  on  the  different  clnsst'S  of  ships. 
Objection  was  taken  to  these  mles  last 
year,  when  they  were  laid  on  the  Table, 
by  the  coastinj^  trade,  upon  whose 
liehalf  the  hon.  Member  now  speaks.  I 
therefore  thought  it  right  to  suspend 
their  operation  so  that  the  representa- 
tives of  tliat  trade  might  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  being  heard.  The  representa- 
tives of  this  trade  placed  their  ease  fully 
before  the  Committee  in  the  early  part 
of  last  spring,  and  the  rules  were,  to 
some  extent,  modified.  They  are  now 
laid  on  the  Table,  and  I  do  not  feel  dis- 
posed to  take  the  responsibility  of  alter- 
ing the  recommendations  of  a  Committee 
constituted  in  that  way.  The  matter 
was  one  of  great  technical  difficulty  and 
of  the  gravest  importance  to  the  saving 
of  life  at  sea,  and  I  should  be  sorry  if 
the  House  rejected  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee.  There  is  a  clause 
which  j)rovides  that  no  ship  .shall  be 
called  on  to  carry  more  boats  and  rafts 
than  are  sufficient  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  [all  the  persons  on  board.  The 
sole  objection  to  these  rules  is  on 
the  part  of  a  few  interested  traders, 
who  object  to  some  eitra  ex])ensc' 
which  will  be  thrown  on  them  As  to 
the  Irish  harvest  men,  to  whom  reference 
has  been  made,  their  lives  *re  aa 
valuable  as  the  lives  of  anyone  else, 
and  in  their  interest,  as  well  as  in  the 
interest  of  all  who  go  to  sea,  I  hope  that 
these  rules  will  not  be  altered. 

(12.36.)  ME.MARJORIBANKS(Ber. 
wick)  :  I  think  the  words  which  have 
fallen  from  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  show  that  this  Debate  may  take 
the  form  of  a  general  discussion  on  these 
rules.  I  will,  therefore,  take  this  op- 
portunity of  pointing  out  a  grave 
omission  in  the  rules,  namely,  that 
there  is  no  provision  in  them  with 
regard  to  life-saving  appliances  on  board 
fishing  boats. 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  They  were 
excluded  from  the  Act. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  :  Tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  that  on  no 
class  of  vessels  is  there  so  great  a  loss  of 
Sir  M.  Hich  Beach 


life  or  so  many  accidents  as  on  fishing' 
boats,  which,  as  a  rule,  are  undecked  and 
have  no  protecting  side  rails.  I  do  take- 
this  opportunity  of  impressing  on  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  desirability  of 
doing  something  in  the  interests  of 
fishermen. 

(12.38.)  CoLOjfEL  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.)  :  I  should  like  to  point  out  that,  a» 
a  rule,  the  people  who  go  out  in  fishing- 
boats  are  the  owners  and  their  sons,  and 
they  ought  to  bo  consulted  before  any 
fresh  regulations  are  made  affecting 
them.  Passengers,  however,  stand  on  an 
entirely  different  footing.  Thence  the 
justification  for  these  rules. 

(12.39.)  Dr.  TANNER :  I  only  wish 
to  say  that  really  the  hon.  Member  who 
proposed  this  Amendmentshould  seriously 
consider  before  he  adduces  such  absurd 
arguments. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  I  shall  not,  of 
course,  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  » 
Division,  but  I  wish  to  say  that  the 
representations  I  have  made  did  not 
proceed  from  one  Irish  company,  but 
frum  a  number  of  companies.  I  am, 
moreover,  hound  to  say  that  I  think  the 
reflections  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  ba» 
made  on  one  of  the  leading  commercial 
firms  in  Dublin,  who  have  done  much  to 
improve  the  steam  service  between 
Ireland  and  England,  were  somewhat 
uncalled  for.  I  regret  the  Board  of 
Trade  cannot  see  their  way  to  makiag- 
thcse  rules  more  practicable,  because  if 
they  are  put  in  operation  much  of  this 
passenger  traffic  will  be  diverted,  and  the 
harvestmon  will  Imve  to  find  their  way 
to  England  as  best  they  can,  for  the 
companies  cannot  afford  to  carry  them  at 
a  loss. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

INFECTIOUS    DISEASE   (PKEVENTION) 
BILL— (No.  210.) 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 

[BiU  390.] 

Home  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Friday,  18th  July,  1890. 


REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (BOROUGH 
OF  BELFAST)  BILL.— (No.  91.) 
Returned  from   the   Commons  with 
the    Amendment  agreed    to,    with    an 
Amendment.  * 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  IN  INDIA. 
QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

*LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY,  in 
rising  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  what  measures  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment heks  taken  to  improve  the  discipline 
of  the  regiments  recently  quartered  at 
Dum  Dum ;  and  what  compensation  it 
has  made  to  the  widow  of  the  man  shot 
by  one  of  four  soldiers  who  went  out  of 
liarracks  without  leave  on  the  night  of 
the  6th  November  last;  also  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he  will 
take  steps  to  provide  temperance  can- 
teens for  all  barracks  and  European 
military  quarters  in  India  as  accessible 
to  the  soldiers  as  the  canteens  for  intoxi- 
cating liquors,  said : — ^My  Lords,  the 
effects  of  discipline  at  the  Dum  Dum 
barracks  to  which  I  have  called  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  consist,  in  the  first  place,  in  the 
existence  of  too  g^reat  facilities  for  the 
soldiers  getting  out  of  barracks  at  all 
hours  of  the  night ;  and,  secondly,  for 
obtaining  ball  cartridge  and  regimental 
rifles  when  off  duty.  Taking  advantage 
of  this  culpable  laxity  three  soldiers  of 
the  Leinster  Regiment,  named  O'Hara, 
Bellew,  and  M'Dermot,  and  a  soldier  of 
the  BafEs,  named  Goldsborongh,  agreed 
to  go  out  on, the  night  of  November  6 
last  pig  shooting.  They  left  the  barracks 
about  1 1  o'clock  p.m.  with  two  rifles  and 
10  or  11  rounds  of  ball  cartridge,  as  stated 
by  one  of  the  witnesses,  and  the  number 
of  empty  and  unused  cartridges  picked 
up  in  their  tracks  amounted  to  that 
number.  These  cartridges  were  obtained 
by  the  soldiers  of  the  Leinster  Regi- 
ment. They  were  able  to  leave  the 
barracks  tmobserved.  It  appears  there 
were  only  two  sentries — one  at  the  Guard 
Room  and  the  other  at  the  Quarter- 
Master's  stores,  and  the  Dum  Dum 
barracks  are  not  surrounded  by  any 
VOL.  CCGXLYII.    [third  beuies.] 


enclosure  or  spiked  railing.  It  has  also 
been  stated  there  was  ineflSciency  or 
irregularity  in  the  matter  of  roll  calls 
and  check  rolls  at  Dum  Dum.  These 
statements  have  been  contradicted  in 
the  Press,  but  if  the  statements  are 
well  founded  they  will  prove  that 
further  precautions  are  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  discipline.  The 
four  soldiers  having  left  barracks  pro- 
ceeded to  a  village  near  Dum  Dum. 
They  visited  two  or  three  houses  or  huts, 
knocked  up  the  inmates,  and  forced  them 
to  give  them  toddy.  They  then  broke 
into  a  dispensary  and  stole  a  bottle  of 
Eno's  fruit  salt,  but  unfortunately  they 
did  not  drink  it  at  a  time  when 
it  might  have  sobered  them,  and 
thus  prevented  the  ciime  which  was 
afterwards  committed.  They  then  came 
to  the  house  of  one  Sheikh  Salim,  and 
found  him  asleep  in  his  verandah. 
O'Hara,  as  was  stated  at  the  trial, 
dragged  Salim  out  by  the  arm,  took  him 
away  to  a  pond  near  his  house,  pushed 
him  in,  and  then  knelt  down  and 
deliberately  fired  at  him.  The  man 
threw  up  his  arms  and  screamed,  and 
the  four  soldiers  then  left  him.  The 
wounded  man  was,  however,  taken  home, 
but  he  died  before  dawn.  The  bullet,  it 
was  found,  went  in  at  his  right  collar- 
bone and  came  out  at  his  left  side,  and 
passed  through  his  left  arm.  The  four 
soldiers  then  amused  themselves  -  by 
firing  shots  at  bottles  or  jugs  suspended 
from  a  tree,  and  then  returned  to 
barracks,  one  on  foot  and  the  other 
three  in  a  country  cart,  in  which 
they  had  compelled  a  man  to  give 
them  a  lift.  The  authors  of  this  crime 
remained  undiscovered  for  a  month. 
Then  the  Magistrate  promised  a  pardon 
to  anyone  concerned  in  the  crime, 
who  was  not  the  actual  murderer, 
who  would  give  evidence,  and  Golds- 
borough  and  M'Dermot  then  gave  in- 
formation against  O'Hara  and  Belle  nr. 
On  April  14  O'Hara  and  Bellew  were 
put  on  their  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Norris.  Bellew  was  in  the  course  of  thei 
trial  discharged,  and  O'Hara  was  found 
gfoilty  and  sentenced  to  death.  The  High 
Court  of  Calcutta  was,  however,  set  in 
motion  to  inquire  into  the  sentence,  with 
the  result  that  the  conviction  was 
quashed,  on  the  ground  that  Golds- 
borough,  the  witness,  was  also  an 
accomplice,  and  that  parts  of  his  evidence 
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were  of  no  avail — not  having  been 
corroborated.  O'Haru  was  discharged 
from  the  Army,  and  accordingly 
went  away  scot-free.  Thi.s  was  un- 
fortunate, because  the  day  before 
O'Hara  was  tried  another  man,  a  shop- 
keeper, was  tried  by  the  same  Judge, 
Mr.  Justice  Norris,  for  having  kiUcd  a 
doorkeeper  in  Calcutta,  who  liad  given 
him  no  offence,  by  running  him 
through  the  lungs  with  the  sword 
of  a  sword-stick,  and  lie  died  almost 
immediately,  For  this  unprovoked 
murder  he  was  sentenced  to  one  year's 
imprisonment.  Now,  I  think,  my 
Lords,  it  is  for  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  to  consider  what  effect  this  dis- 
regard for  their  lives  must  have  upon 
the  natives  of  India.  Nor  are  these 
the  only  cases  which  have  occurred 
recently?  There  have  been  two  or  three 
other  cascsof  uativesof  India  in  the  North- 
West  who  have  been  injured  by  soldiers 
with  almost  equal  impunity.  It  may  also 
be  asked  why  these  four  soldiers  were 
not  put  on  their  trial  by  Court  Martial  for 
the  military  offence  of  breaking  barracks 
and  appropriating  Government  ammuni- 
tion. This  was  purely  a  military  offence 
and  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  murder, 
so  that  the  maxim  iwii  his  in  idem 
would  not  apply  in  that  case.  It  has 
also  been  stated  that  the  decision  of  the 
High  Court  of  Calcutta  was  not  alto- 
gether correct  with  regaisl  to  the  evi- 
dence of  the  man  Goldsborough,  because 
the  witness  was  not  necessarily  an 
accomplice,  since  they  all  went  out  on 
the  spree,  not  with  the  object  of  com- 
mitting murder.  Of  course,  if  they  had 
gone  out  on  an  exjx^dition  to  commit 
burglary  then  he  would  Imve  been  an 
accomplice  in  the  crimes  which  after- 
wards occurred,  because  burglary  neces- 
sarily may  lead  to  murder.  I  will  now 
come  to  the  question  which  I  have  put 
on  the  Notice  Paper  with  regard  to  what 
compensation  is  intended  to  be  made  to 
the  widow  and  child  of  Sheikh  SaUm, 
whose  death  was  caused  by  these  soldiers 
and  who  had  been  begging  since  his 
murder.  This  marauding  expedition  in 
search  of  toddy  was  not  the  first  subject 
of  complaint  against  soldiera  of  the 
Leinster  Regiment.  The  jury  who  tried 
O'Hara  made  a  subscription  among 
themselves  for  the  relief  of  the  widow, 
and  Mr.  Justice  Norris  commented 
very  severely  upon  the  fact  of  Sheikh 
Salim's  widow  and  child  having  been  left 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderleij 


without  any  means  of  support.  One 
reason,  in  fact,  why  the  Judge  did  not 
inEict  a  heavier  sentence  on  the  man 
who  had  run  the  other  native  through 
with  his  sword-stick  was  because  the 
firm  who  employed  him  had  made  some 
compensation  to  the  widow.  I  now  come  lo 
the  last  question  on  the  Notice  Paper,  and 
I  hope  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  be  able  to  state  that  he 
has  come  to  some  decision  upon  tiie 
question  of  promoting  temperance  in 
the  Army  of  India  by  establishing 
temperanc*  canteens  in  places  ns  acces- 
sible to  the  soldiers  as  the  other  canteens. 
Tlie  tragedy  at  Dum  Dum  has  empha- 
sised the  necessity  of  such  a  reform. 
This  marauding  expedition  was  hatched 
inthecanteen.  Mischief  constantly  occurs 
from  the  soldiers  going  to  the  canteens 
and  quarrelling  with  one  another  when 
they  begin  drinking.  On  grounds  of 
economy  alone  the  Indian  Administra- 
tion is  bound  to  provide  temper- 
ance canteens,  and  to  do  its  utmost 
to  check  the  drinking  of  spirits 
—  for  the  purpose  of  diminishing 
the  number  of  soldiers  who  from  that 
cause  primarily  have  to  be  invalided 
home.  I  believe  Sir  Frederick  Roberts 
has  made  some  reforms  of  that  kind 
with  regard  to  the  Madras  Army,  and  if 
that  is  the  case,  I  hope  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  be  able  to  say  what  he  has 
done  in  the  matter.  The  noble  Vis- 
count will  remember  that  two  years  ago 
a  plan  was  published  of  an  Indian  Camp 
comprising  a  temperance  canteen ;  bub 
I  think  that  must  have  been  a  private 
missionary  canteen,  for  it  was  relegated 
to  the  further  end  of  the  camp,  whUe  its 
alcoholic  competitor  was  in  the  centre. 
Spirit  drinking  in  the  tropics  ought  to  be 
discouraged  in  every  way  possible,  and 
Government  ought  to  provide  means  for 
enabling  soldiers  to  be  more  careful  of 
their  health.  Not  only  is  it  necessarj 
in  the  tropics  ;  Lord  Wolseley  said  that 
in  his  Rod  River  Expedition  the  soldiers 
had  no  spirits,  but,  thouglj  they  were 
con?tantly  wet  and  had  to  endure  great 
fatigue,  tiiere  was  no  sickness  amongst 
them,  and  no  discontent.  This  question 
of  temperance  canteens  has  a  direct 
bearing  on  the  murders  I  have  de- 
scribed", but  I  do  not  wish  to  with- 
draw the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  from  the  want  of  discipline 
manifested  in  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  fatal  case  of  this  man  who   was 
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shot  by  these  soldiers.  I  will  make  a 
formal  Motion  for  Papers,  because  it 
would  be  of  no  use  bringing  the  matter 
forward  if  my  noble  Friend  is  unwilling 
to  grant  them  ;  and  I  will  aak  him,  there- 
fore, as  soon  us  he  receives  any  reply 
from  the  Indian  Government,  to  lay  it 
on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

•The  secretary  or  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  With  regard 
to  the  breach  of  discipline  in  the 
particular  regiments  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  alluded,  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
gfive  him  any  information  to-day  ;  but  in 
consequence  of  a  question  which  was 
aaked  by  Sir  George  Campbell  in  tlie 
other  House  some  time  ago,  I  called  for 
a  full  Reportof  the  circumstances  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  has  alluded  ;  but  tliere 
has  not  yet  been  received  an  answer  from 
the  Government  of  India.  For  the  same 
reason  I  am  unable  to  sny  whether  any 
compensation  has  been  given  to  the 
widow  of  the  person  who  was  un- 
fortunately killed  on  that  night.  With 
regard  to  the  last  question  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  can  give  him  a  much  more  satis- 
factory answer,  for  we  have  long  ago 
anticipated  all  he  desires.  There  are  now 
temperance  canteens  in  all  corps  and 
batteries  in  India  ;  they  form  part  of  the 
regimental  institutes.  The  rules  for 
temperance  canteens  are  applicable  to  all 
India,  and  in  those  rules  the  use  or  issue 
of  spirits  is  discouraged,  and  every 
facility  given  for  the  use  of  non-in- 
,  toxicating  drinks.  The  subject  is  one 
which  is  receiving  the  constant  attention 
of  the  Government  of  India.  I  have  no 
Papers  from  the  Government  of  India, 
and  until  we  receive  them  it  is  impossible 
to  say  anything  about  them. 

PAUPER  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND) 
(OFFICERS*  SUPERANNUATION)  HILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1 ' ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2'  on  Mon- 
day next.— (n«iorrf  de  Bon.)  (No.  209.) 
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^f     Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 

I       ing,  read. 

The  Eael  or  LEITRIM  :  In  moving 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  I  shall 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  very  few 
remarks.  The  2nd  clause  is  the 
principal  clause  in  the  Bill,  and  it  has 


L 


reference  to  any  surplus  which  may 
arise  from  the  free  grant  from  Govern- 
ment. A  surplus  may  arise  ia  two  ways, 
either  through  indifference  or  by  design. 
It  may  aTise  through  a  contract  being 
taken  for  n  smaller  amount  than  the 
Board  of  Works  may  have  estimated. 
That  has  been  the  case  in  reference  to 
railways  which  have  been  partly  guaran- 
teed, notably  one  railway  in  the  County 
Leitrim,  in  which  the  Railway  Company 
were  able  to  construct  their  line  within 
the  amount  estimated  by  their  own  con- 
tractors, and  £10,000  under  the  capitad 
expenditure  estimated  by  the  Board  of 
Works.  Therefore,  in  that  case  un- 
doubtedly a  surplus  would  have  arisen. 
Then,  again,  it  may  arise  by  design.  It 
may  arise  through  the  Treasury 
deliberately  arranging  that  in  certain 
cases  a  surplus  shall  be  at  the  disposal 
of  certain  Railway  Companies ;  for 
instance,  arranging  to  subsidise,  as  it 
were,  its  working  expenses.  At  the 
present  moment  these  light  railways 
running  through  congested  districts  are 
all  upon  the  same  footing.  If  this  Bill 
were  to  become  law,  the  Treasuiy  would 
be  able  to  judge  between  one  and  another 
as  to  which  it  would  be  the  more  desir- 
able to  assist  in  the  matter  of  working 
expenses.  My  Lords,  there  are,  I 
believe,  technical  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  this  Bill,  80  that,  practically,  it  cannot 
be  reiul  a  second  time.  It  is  a  Money 
Bill,  and  therefore,  1  believe,  cannot  he 
read  a  second  time  in  your  Lordships' 
House  without  having  passed  the  House 
of  Commons  ;  but  I  wish  to  point  out  to 
the  Government  the  advantages  which, 
it  seems  to  me,  would  arise  if  this  Bill 
were  passed.  I  should  mention  that  iu 
Clause  6  there  is  a  printer's  error  in  the 
drafting :  it  should  read,  "  in  case  the 
limited  owner  of  any  property  or  land," 
instead  of  "absolute  owner."  That 
would  enable  limited  owners  to  give 
free  grants  in  these  cases.  That  would 
be  a  reasonable  and  proper  thing  to  do  ; 
of  course,  it  would  not  be  compulsory, 
and  I  do  not  think  Trustees  of  an  estate 
could  reasonably  object  to  a  limited 
owner  giving  free  grants  of  lauds  where 
there  was  a  free  grant  on  the  part  of  the 
nation  towards  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways throuifh  his  property.  Again, 
therefore,  from  that  point  of  view  it 
seems  to  me  desirable. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«." 
—(The  Earl  of  Leilrim.) 
H  2 


Ml 


mmm 


195 


Light  Eailivays 


{LORDS} 


(Irelatid). 


196 


The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadooan)  :  My  noble  Friend  hiis  already 
pointed  out  the  tecliuical  difficulty  which 
exists  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  namely, 
that  it  is  a  Bill  almost  entirely  proposing 
to  deal  with  the  surplus  monies  that 
may  be  derived  from  a  free  grant  made 
by  Parliament.  I  need  hardly  remind 
your  Lordshii^s  that  such  free  grant 
will  be  made  under  the  authority  of 
the  other  House,  and,  therefore,  it  is 
impossible  that  the  noble  Lord  should  be 
able  to  pass  through  your  Ijordships' 
House  a  Bill  proposing  to  deal  with 
a  surplus  before  the  surplus  has  arisen. 
Under  those  circumstances,  though  1  was 
prepared  to  point  out  to  my  noble  Friend 
various  objections  which  we  entertain  to 
the  Bill,  it  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to 
do  80  ;  and  I  would  ask  him  not  to  press 
it,  as  ho  himself  seems  to  see  the 
objection. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn :  Than  Bill  (by  leave  of  the 
House)  withdrawn. 

WESTERN  AllSTKALIA  CONSTITUTION 
BILL.-(No.  184.) 
Read    3'   (according    to    order),   And 


INTESTATES    ESTATES    BILL. 
(No.  148.) 
Read  3«  (according  to  order)  with  the 
amendment,  and  passed,  and  returned  to 
the  Commons. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACTS  OF  ENG- 

LAND  AND  SCOTLAND  REPEAL  BILL. 

(No.  156.) 

SECOND   BE/DI\G. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  DENMAN  :  My  Lords,  I  hojie 
to  explain  to  your  lordships  before  1  sit 
down  that  my  Bill  is  neither  audacious 
nor  impertinent.  There  were  amend- 
ments on  the  |Mrt  of  three  noble  Lords. 
<.)n  the  1 5th  May,  the  noble  Earl  Lord 
Carnarvon  pointed  out  the  great  anomaly 
existing,  and  it  has  been  stated  on  high 
authority  that  the  majority  of  your 
Lordships'  House  are  in  favour  of  the 
measure.  This  men.sure  has  reference  to 
County  Government.  A  most  salutary 
regulation  was  passed  in  the  Hallamshire 
Count}'  Council,  that  no  member  of 
that  lx)dy  should  speak  for  mure 
than    10    minutes ;     and    as   there    are 


30  members,  insteaii  of  the  65  comprising 
Road  Trustees  and  other  Authorities, 
their  meetings  would  only  have  occu- 
pied five  hours  supposing  every  member 
of  the  Council  wished  to  speak.  I  ven- 
ture to  mention  that  fact,  and  I  hope 
your  Lordships  will  have  regard  to  it  in 
considering  the  time  to  be  devoted  to 
speeches.  I  have  no  wish  to  say  any- 
thing in  disparagement  of  the  County 
Councils,  though  I  do  not  think  you  will 
find  in  their  working  during  the  thi-ee 
years  since  their  commencement  any 
improvement  on  the  old  system ;  but 
that  is  merely  matter  of  opinion.  I 
merely  address  your  Lordships  in  the 
hoj)e  that  what  is  useful  may  be  adopted, 
and  that  whatever  is  faulty  may  be 
remedied. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'.'' 
{The  Lord  Denmiin.) 
•The  paymaster  GENERAL  (The 
Earl  of  Jersey):  1  am  sorry  the  noble 
[jord  has  thought  it  necessary  to  intro- 
duco  another  Bill  upon  this  subject. 
This  is  obviously  neither  the  time  nor  the 
occasion  for  a  discussion  on  the  Local 
Government  Acts  which  have  been  so 
recently  passed.  I  will  not  delay  your 
Lordships,  therefore,  by  criticising  either 
the  Preamble  or  the  clauses  of  this  Bill, 
but  move  at  once  that  it  be  read  this 
day  three  months. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out 
("  now  ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the  Motion 
("  this  ddy  three  months.")— (T'A/s  Earl  of 
Jersey.) 

On  question  whether  ("  now  ")  shall 
stand  part  of  the  Motion,  resolved  in  the 
negative  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  2*  this  day 
three  months. 

LIGHT   RAILWAYS   (IRELAND). 

The  Eael  of  LEITRIM,  in  rising  to 

move — 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Uouse  Returns 
of  the  receipts  from  goods  and  passenger 
traffic,  &c. ;  nlso,  of  the  working  expenditure, 
net  receipts,  and  rolling  stock,  of  the  Irish 
Light  Railways." 

said  :  My  Lords,  the  object  of  my  making 
this  Motion  is  to  enable  ratepayers  to 
arrive  at  some  idea  of  what  has  already 
been  done  in  the  way  of  opening  out  the 
country  by  Light  Railways  by  showing 
what  the  traffic  receipts  and  working 
expenses  on  the  one  hand  and  the  net 
receipts  on  the  other  will  be  likely  to  be 
of  the  lines  which  are  proposed  to  be 
opened  in  the  congested  districts. 
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Uoved,  "  That  there  he  laid  before  this  Honse  Hetnms,  as  under,  of  the  receipts  from 
goods  and  passenger  traffic,  to. ;  also,  of  the  working  expenditure,  net  receipts,  and  rolling 
stock,  of  the  Irish  Light  Railways." 

RECEIFrS  FROM  GOODS   AND  PaSSENQEB  TeAFHC,   <feC.,  ON  IeISH   LiGHT  RAILWAYS. 


Length 

line 
open. 

] 

Passenger  Traffic. 

Gtoods  Traffic. 

No.  of  Miles  traveUed 
by  Trains. 

Tear. 

j  Ko.of  Passengers  conTeyed. 

Holders 

of 

Season 

Tickets. 

.1 

General 

Mer- 
chandise 

Passenger 
Trains. 

•0.9 

i    1st 
Class. 

2od 
Class. 

3rd 

Class. 

Total. 

Total. 

1887 
1888 
1889 

1 

Receipts  (Groea)  from  Passenger  Traffic, 

S 

1. 

If 

it 

p 

r 

■3 

B«ceipts  from  PiiBg'iQgers. 

i  u  ^ 

i«.2  6 

i-il 
^1 

a 
S 

¥ 

Receipts  (Gross)  from 
Goods  Traffic, 

Year 

1st 
Class. 

2nd 

CkM. 

3rd 
Class. 

a 
S 

1 

Total. 

III 

Mer- 
chaD- 
dise. 

Li^e 

Stock. 

Min. 
erala 

Total. 

1887 
IBSS 
18S9 
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WOBDMO   KlPEHDITOBB,  NbT  BKJKIPTS,  AND  BOLUNG  StOCK  OF  IbISH  LiGHT  BaECWATS. 

1 

Mainten- 

Locomo- 

Bepairs 
and 

Traffic 
Expenses 
(Coaching 

and 
Merohan- 

1 

S 

Gompeo- 

i 

Te»r. 

a 

ance  of 

Works, 
&c. 

tive  fowsr 
(including 

Eenewak 
of 

sation  for 
Damage 

J 

Total 

o 

Stationary 
Engines). 

Can-iagaa 
and 

s 

"3 

andUaa 
of 

i 

J 

Waggons. 

O 

(3 

Goods. 

1887 

1888 

1889 

•£ 

Net 
Receipto. 

1 
1 

Boiling  Stock. 

Total 

i 
1 

Oarriagee,  Waggons,  Trucks,  &c. 

Year 

Beceipts. 

Carriages. 

Other 
Passenger 

l-rain 
Vehicles. 

Waggons 

(all 
Kinds]. 

Any 

other 
Vehicles. 

Total 
Number 

of 
Vehicles. 

1887 
1888 
1889 

— (The  Lord  Clements  [^E.  LeUrim\.) 

•The  SEORETARr  to  the  BOARD 
or  TRADE  (Lord  Baifoue  of  Bdb- 
leigh)  :  Mj  Lords,  exactly  as  the 
Motion  stands  I  am  afraid  I  am 
not  prepared  to  assent  to  it,  because 
there  is  an  ambiguity  in  the  expression 
"Light  Railwaya"  That  term  is  used 
in  the  Act  only  as  regards  one  particular 
kind  of  railway,  as  I  understand  it ;  but 
there  are  other  railways  which  are  really, 
in  fact,  light  railways,  although  not 
technically  so,  and  it  would  not  be 
possible  for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  distin- 
guish one  class  of  railways  from  another 
without  some  intimation  from  the  noble 
Lord  as  to  what  railways  he  refers  to. 
The  Board  of  Trade  Returns  already 
give  the  particulars  asked  for  as  regard 

all  railways,  and  I  would  refer  the  noble 


Lord  to  the  Parliamentary  Paper  No. 
5,859  for  last  year.  The  Returns  for 
the  present  year  are  in  course  of  pre- 
paration, and  will  be  issued  in  a  very 
few  days;  but  if  the  noble  Lord  will 
confer  with  me  at  the  Board  of  Trade  as 
to  what  class  he  means  by  the  term 
light  railways  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  what 
I  can  to  give  him  the  information  he 
asks  for.  At  the  same  time,  as  in  its 
present  forra,  as  put  before  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  I  cannot  assent  to  the 
Motion,  I  hope  he  will  not  press  it. 

The  Eael  of  LEITRIM  :  That  is  quite 
satisfactory,  and  I  will  withdraw  the 
Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 
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BOILER  EXPLOSIONS  ACT,  1882,  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.- (No.  1C4.) 
Read  3»  (accoi-ding  to  order),  with  the 
ttmendmente,  and  passed,  nnd  returned  to 
the  Commoas. 

SHEEWSBURY  AND  HOLYHEAD  ROAD 
(ANGLESEY  AND  CARNARVON)  BILL. 
Read  1*,  and  to  bo  printed.    (No.  210.) 

Hotuo  ndjoumed  at  Five  o'clock,  to 

Moudujr  next,  a  quarter  befutu 

Klevbn  o'clock. 


OUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Friduy,  13th  Jidy,  1S90. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


MARTIN'S      NATURALISATION       BILL 
[LORDS].   {By  Order.) 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
«'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

•(3.10.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  I  am  Bure  the  House  is  ranch 
indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  for  having 
drawn  attention  to  this  Bill,  and  I  think 
that,  whatever  opinion  theHonse  may  now 
have  as  to  allowing  this  and  the  ne.xt 
Bill  to  pass,  we  ought  to  hear  from  the 
Home  Secretary  that  the  Housa  will  not 
be  troubled  M'ith  Bills  of  the  same 
character  in  future.  It  is  a  Private  Bill 
which  asks  the  House  to  do  that  which 

n  be  done  easily  enough  under  the 
general  law.  There  is  this  peculiarity 
in  the  Bill  as  distinguished  from  that 
which  succeeds  it,  that  there  is  no  reason 
assigned  in  the  preamble  as  to  why  the 
measure  should  be  passed.  The  Chair- 
man of  Committees  was,  however,  good 
enough  to  tell  us  that  he  lias  ascer- 
tained that  a  lady  desires  to  obtain  this 
Natural i.sation  Act  because  she  wants  to 
dispose  of  certain  property.  Now,  if 
that  is  the  reason  why  the  lady  wants 
this  Bill,  she  certainly  ought  not  to  have 
it,  and  I  will  show  the  House  wbit  the 
position  of  things  is.  Until  the  Natur.ilisa- 
tion  Act  of  1870  was  passed,  the  state  of 


the  law  was — I  will  not  say  in  a  compli- 
cated condition — but  governed  by  a  num- 
ber of  Stitutes  and  by  the  Common  Iaw, 
chiefly  deduced  from  Calvin's  case  re- 
ported in  Coke's  Reports.  The  Act  of  1870 
gave  greater  facilities  for  naturalisation 
thaii  had  previously  exi.sted,  imd  by  the 
2nd  section  it  gave  power  to  aliens  to 
hold  real  and  personal  property  of  every 
description  in  the  same  manner  as  a 
natural  b>rn  subject,  and  to  make  a  dis- 
position of  it,  so  that  it  might  pass  by 
succession,  and  so  on,  extending  the 
previous  Statutes  whicli  imposed  limita- 
tions n|>on  the  holding  of  real  projxrty. 
Therefore,  Madame  Martin  does  not  need 
this  Bill  at  all  in  order  that  she  may  bo 
enabled  to  make  a  good  will.  She  does 
not  even  need  a  certificate  of  naturalisa- 
tion, so  that  if  that  be  hor  real  and 
only  reason  she  must  liavo  l)een  de- 
ceived by  her  legal  advisers,  and  put  to 
enormous  expense  in  coming  to  this 
House  for  an  enactment,  all  of  which 
might  have  been  spared.  I  wish,  how- 
ever, to  point  out  that  there  may  be  a 
difficulty  connected  with  the  matter  in 
which  this  House  ought  not  to  help 
Madame  Mai-tin.  Suppose,  instead  of 
the  enfranchisement  sought  by  the  Bill 
applying  only  to  property  within  Great 
Britain,  that  it  is  intended  to  apply  to 
property  abroad,  the  effect  of  this  Bill 
might  be  most  prejudicial.  I  believe  I 
am  right  in  saying  that  Madame  Martin 
has  children,  and  children  who  have 
attained  their  majority.  It  may  be  that 
she  has  property  in  Spain,  which  pro- 
perty is  governed  by  Spanish  law,  and 
that  in  promoting  this  Bill  she  is  seeking 
to  escape  from  the  consequences  of 
Spanish  law,  and  may  be  doing  an  in- 
justice to  persons  who  would  under  other 
circumstances  be  entitled  to  impeach  the 
testamentary  disposition  of  the  property. 
There  is  this  further  difficulty:  Under 
the  Natural i.sation  Act  of  1870,  the  con- 
sequences following  a  certificate  of 
natunilisation  arc  very  clear.  The  old 
law,  which  obtains  still,  is  that  wliich  is 
laid  down  in  Coke's  chapter  on  villeinage, 
Sectioa  198,  but  when  the  present  Bill 
is  ]>assed  it  will  have  a  retrospective 
effect,  governing  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
perty acquired  prior  to  the  enactment, 
and  might  enable  this  lady — although 
1  do  not  suggest  that  it  does — to 
be  the  means  whereby  her  children 
might  be  able  to  perpetrate  a  legal  fraud 
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apon  other  persons  entitled  to  claim  the 
property.  At  the  same  time,  although  1 
think  this  is  a  Bill  which  ought  to  have 
been  opposed  at  an  earlier  stage,  I  do  not 
think  it  is  right,  seeing  the  great  expense 
which  has  been  mcurred,  to  throw  out 
the  measure  now.  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  admit  that  I  should  not  have  noticed 
the  nature  of  its  provisions  at  all  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  observations  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  in  calling 
attention  to  the  matter ;  but  I  think 
there  ought  to  be  an  expression  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  this  House,  either 
by  Resolution  or  by  an  express  declara- 
tion from  tlie  Government,  that  no 
exemption  from  the  Act  of  1 870  shall  bo 
made,  specially  in  the  case  of  rich 
persons.  That  Act  is  broader  than  any 
Natarahsation  Act  that  ever  existed  in 
this  country  before,  and  tlie  7th  section 
gives  to  the  pei*son  who  is  naturalised  all 
political  and  other  riglits,  powers,  and 
privileges  that  would  accrue  if  he  were 
a  natural  born  British  subject.  In  the 
second  case — Pohl's  Naturalisation  Bill 
— the  petitioner  tells  us  very  frankly 
that  he  wishes  to  enter  into  a  stock- 
broking  partner-ship,  and  the  contention 
ifl  that  before  he  can  do  so  he  must  be 
naturalised.  I  say  that  it  is  beneath 
the  dignity  of  this  House  in  such  cases 
as  these  to  bo  called  upon  to  pass  special 
Acts  simply  for  th*  purpose  of  em^bliug 
a  lady  to  dispose  of  her  property,  or  to 
enable  a  gentleman  to  become  a  stock- 
broker. K  the  House  has  been  made 
acquainted  with  the  whole  truth, 
Madame  Martin  will  gain  nothing  by 
this  Act,  but  if  tliere  are  property  con- 
siderations in  Spain  behind,  of  which  the 
House  knows  nothing,  a  grievous  injus- 
tice may  be  done  by  passing  this  Bill. 

•(3.20.)  Sib  A.  R(JLL1T  (Islington,  S.)  : 
The  hon.  Member  has  gone  very  fullj-, 
and,  as  he  always  does,  very  fairly  into 
the  case  before  the  House.  I  agree  with 
him  that  the  House  is  greatly  indebted 
to  the  Chairman  of  Committees  for 
baring  brought  the  circumstances 
under  the  notice  of  the  House.  If 
I  remember  rightly  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Rejwrt  was  presented  in 
pursuance  of  the  Standing  Orders  which 
give  leave  to  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees to  make  a  communicatirm  t<j 
the  House  in  such  circumstances, 
Now,  these  Bills  have  also  been  intro- 
duced in  compliance  with  Standing 
Mr.  BraUaiujk 


Orders,  for,  notwithstanding  the  general 
law,  these  Stnnding  Orders  still  exist?. 
I  think  that  fact  should  be  regarded 
as  an  acquiescence  in  the  right  of 
a  suppliant  to  initiate  such  proceedings 
for  the  purp:>se  of  obtaining  naturalisa- 
tion. If  that  be  so,  then  I  think  that  if 
any  change  is  to  bo  made  in  our  proce- 
dure we  ought,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
ro-consider  the  Standing  Orders.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  has,  however,  fairly  put  the  real 
gist  of  the  matter  before  the  House  when 
he  says  that  it  is  inexpedient  at  this  stage 
of  a  Private  Bill,  which  has  already 
passed  through  another  House,  and  has. 
entailed  considerable  cost,  to  reject  the 
measure.  The  hon.  Member  has  referred, 
to  mutters  in  connection  with  tlie  die. 
position  of  property  which  do  no  exist  i 
this  case. 

•AtR.  BRADLAUGH :  I  simply  pufc: 
them  to  the  House  as  hypotheses  in 
reference  to  questions  of  which  the 
House  might  purposely  have  been  kept 
in  ignorance,  and  in  regard  to  which  wn 
ought  not  to  legislate. 

•Sir  a.  RULLIT :  There  are  no  suclv 
circumstances  in  the  present  case.  This 
bnuich  of  the  law  is  an  extremely 
intricate  one,  and  the  legal  advisers  of 
Madame  Martin  no  doubt  consider  that 
they  were  justified  in  advising  thai  lady 
to  proceed  by  way  of  &{)ecial  enactment. 
No  legal  gentlemen  would  advise  a 
client  to  incur  unnecessarily  the  large 
expense  of  bringing  into  Parliament  a 
Bill  of  this  nature,  and  we  may  assume 
that  good  reason*  for  that  course  pro- 
bably' exist. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  If  there  t»re 
such  reasons,  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  House  not  to  pass  the  Bill,  because 
they  could  only  be  reasons  liffecting  the 
disposition  of  the  property. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  I  cannot  say  whethe» 
there  are  or  are  not  such  reasons,  but  if 
there  is  any  assumption  to  be  made  it  ia 
that  the  suppliant  in  this  cose  has  been 
properly  advised.  I  boijo  that  the  Bill 
will  l)e  allowed  to  pass  now  that  it 
has  reached  the  final  stage,  and  the  heavy 
expense  of  its  promotion  has  been 
incurred. 

•SiB  R.    FOWLER   (Londim) :  I  have 
had  some  representations  made  to  me 
regard  to  the  next  Bill   to   which   thi 
hon.  Member  has  alluded,  after  it  h 
been    carefully    considered   in    onotlie: 
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place,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  great 
hardsliip  to  reject  the  measure.  I  must, 
therefore,  express  a  hope  that  in  the 
circumstances  the  Bill  will  be  allowed  to 
pass  the  Third  Reading. 

(3.26.)  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
roR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
MATrHEWS,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  do  not 
think  the  House  will  be  induced  to  give 
up  tiio  powers  it  possesses  of  naturalising 
foreigners  on  tlie  spot  and  without  delay. 
The  Act  of  1S70  was  (Jiissed  rather  to  lay 
down  a.  genenvl  rule  of  naturalisation 
than  to  prevent  special  and  exceptional 
cases  being  dealt  with  by  special  Acts. 
At  the  same  time,  I  fully  agree  witii 
the  hon.  Memlier  for  Northampton  that 
special  Naturalisation  Bills  should  not  be 
brought  before  the  House  simply  for 
personal  reasons  or  desires,  such  as  in 
the  case  in  question.  I  believe  tliat  in 
the  case  of  Mjidame  Martin  she  married 
a  Frenchman. 

•Mr.  BRAULAUGH  :  No,  a  Spaniard 
by  birth. 

Mr.COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin): 
Who  was  subsequently  naturalised  as  a 
Frenchman. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Whether  he  was 
a  Spaniard  or  a  Frenchman  is  imma- 
terial. She  desires  to  become  natunilised, 
and  I  see  no  ground  of  objection, 
although  1  agree  that  she  might  get  all 
she  wants  by  becoming  domiciled. 
•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  have  pointed 
out  that  one  evil  is  the  retrospective 
effect  of  the  Bill.  Injury  might  bo  done 
by  a  Bill  of  this  kind  to  persons  who 
have  now  legiil  rights  and  who  have  had 
no  opportunity  of  being  heard. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  can  hardly  see 
how  that  qviestion  can  arise.  It  is  true 
that  the  distribution  of  property  in  this 
country  would  be  affected,  but  the  Eng- 
lish law  would  apply. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  What  I  want 
is  a  declar.itiou  from  the  Government 
aa  to  the  pr.ictice  of  introducing  these 
Bills. 

Mr.  MATl'HEWS:  Then  I  will  not 
pursue  the  matter  further.  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Mt-mber  that  the  matter  shall 
not  be  lost  sight  of  by  the  Government. 
In  the  circumstances,  however,  it  would 
ba  proper  tliat  the  House  should  pass 
this  Bill. 

Me.  COURTNEY:  I  have  no  right 
to  address  the  House  again,  but  I  hope  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that  I  dissent  from 


the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  AIeml)or  for 
South  Islington  (Sir  A.  Rollit)  to  alter 
or  re-consider  the  Standing  Ordi-ra  in 
regard  to  such  Bills.  It  may  bo  under- 
stood from  what  has  fallen  fi-om  the 
Home  Secretary  that  these  exceptions  to 
the  general  law  should  not  be  made  lor 
purposes  of  private  convenience,  and 
probably  that  expression  of  opinion  wUl 
meet  the  case. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Q  U  E  ST  10  N  S. 

IRELAND— ORANGE  ATTACK   OM 
CATUOLIC  EXCURSIONISTS. 

Mr.  blank  (Armagh,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if 
he  is  aware  that  on  Sunday,  6th  July,  a 
number  of  Catholic  excursionists  from 
Portadown  and  Armngli,  returning  frora 
the  yearly  trip  to  Lough  Ncagh,  were 
stoned  by  an  Orange  mob  at  Clonmacate 
and  Cloncore,  six  miles  from  Portidowu, 
and  that  Stephen  M'Guigan,  senior, 
mid  Stephen  M'Guigan,  junior,  wei-e 
also  attacked,  and  threatened  with  death  ; 
and  if  the  Authorities  will  take  steps  to 
prevent  such  attacks  on  excursionists  as 
are  alleged  to  have  taken  place  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddkn,  Dublin  Uni^ 
versity)  :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  postpone  the  question,  as  I  have 
not  got  the  information  that  will  enable 
mo  to  answer  it. 

MAGISTERIAL  PROCEEDINGS  IN 
GALWAY. 

Mr.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  :  I  beg  to- 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  IrelancD 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  a  case  tried 
at  Kenvara,  County  Galway,  on  the  9th 
instant,  a  little  boy  of  about  12  years  of 
age  was  sentenced  by  Mr.  Mayne,  R.M^ 
to  a  month's  imprisonment  for  knocking 
down  the  fence  of  a  farm  from  which 
his  father  had  been  evicted  ;  whether 
he  is  also  aware  that  the  Magistnito 
postponed  signing  the  committal  warrani 
for  one  month,  to  see  if  the  fence  was 
again  interfered  with,  and  declared  thai 
if  even  the  present  holder  of  the  f;irm,  a 
man  named  Fahy,  knocked  down  tho 
fence,  he  (the  Magistrate)  would  sign 
tho  committal  warrant  of  this  child  ;  and 
whether  this  proceeding  by  the  Magia- 
trate  is  legal  1 
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Mb.  madden  :  1  am  informed  that 
the  present  tenant  of  the  evicted  farm 
referred  to  has  received  constant  annoy- 
ance and  considerable  loss  by  reason  of 
the  farm  walla  being  maliciously 
knocked  down,  and  his  sheejj,  in  conse- 
quence, permitted  to  stray.  The  evicted 
tenant's  son,  wlio  is  represented  as  being 
apparently  between  12  and  H  yeirsof 
age,  having  been  found,  after  a  previous 
caution,  in  the  act  of  pulling  down  the 
walls  was  proceeded  against.  The  fiicts 
are  not  accurately  represented  in  the 
second  paragraph.  There  was,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  no  committal  warrant 
prepared,  nordid  the  Magistrate  make  the 
declaration  alleged.  The  Resident  Magis- 
tratedidoutof  consideration  for  the  defen- 
dant's age,  and  as  it  appeared  that  he 
was  merely  the  instrument  of  others 
much  older  than  himself,  hesitate  to 
send  him  to  prison,  and  he  accordingly 
adjoarnud  the  case,  intimating  that,  if 
the  walls  were  again  interfered  with, 
the  adjourned  charge  would  be  again 
gone  into. 

"MOONLIGHTING  "  BY  A  POLICE  CON- 
STABLE. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  f<.ir  Ireland 
whether  it  is  true  that  Conatiible  Palmer, 
who  was  tried  in  his  abseuce  and  con- 
victed  of  moonlighting  at  Tipperary,  has 
escaped  from  justice  ;  and  can  ho 
explain  how  it  happened  that,  although 
Palmer  was  examined  and  recognised  by 
the  Constabulary  detectives  at  Queena- 
town,  who  were  acquainted  both  with 
his  crime  and  subsequent  desertion,  he 
was  permitted  to  leave  by  the  Guioo 
liuer  Arizona  for  New  York,  on  Saturday, 
the  5th  July  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  re])ort  that  it  is  the  case  that 
the  coDstable,  who  was  convicted  of 
having  maliciously  smashed  some 
windows  and  of  committing  an  assault, 
has  absconded,  bat  that  it  is  not  the  case 
that  he  was  recognised  by  the  jiolice  at 
Queenstown  as  Constable  Palmer. 
Immediately  upon  his  desertion  being 
discovered  a  Avarrant  was  obtained  for 
his  arrest,  and  ever^'  effcirt  made  to 
execute  it. 

Mb.  DILI/)N  (Mayo,  E.)  :  May  I  ask 
whether  a  Nationalist  who  committed 
such  an  offence  would  nut  be  arrested  at 
once? 
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Mb.  madden  :  I  must  explain  tliat 
the  constable  could  not  have  been  arrested 
before  a  warrant  was  issued. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Was  not  the  constable 
caught  red-handed  in  the  commission  of 
a  felony,  and  could  he  not  have  been 
arrested  then  and  there  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  man  was  sum- 
moned by  the  person  aggrieved.  No 
warrant  having  been  issued  for  hiB 
arrest,  it  was  absolutely  out  of  the  power 
of  the  police  to  detain  liim.  The  man 
absconded,  and  a  warrant  was  then  at 
once  obtained,  and  every  step  taken  to 
prevent  his  escape. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Was  the  man  sum- 
moned by  the  person  aggrieved  only 
because  the  Executive  did  not  do  their 
duty  in  the  first  instance  i  If  the  offender 
had  been  an  ordinary  civilian,  and  not  a 
constable,  would  he  not  have  been 
arrested  at  once  and  prosecuted  by  the 
Crown  Prosecutor? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  What  the  prisoner 
did  was  to  break  the  windows  of  a  house'. 
I  am  not  informed  that  the  offence  was 
committed  in  the  sight  of.  or  with  the 
knowledge  of,  the  police.  Proceedings 
were  taken  in  the  ordinary  way  by  sum- 
mons, and  no  warrant  was  applied  for 
until  the  man  absconded. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co  ,  N.E.) : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  really 
intend  the  House  to  believe  that  if  this 
had  been  a  case  of  moonlighting  by  an 
ordinary  person  the  Executive  would 
have  left  it  to  the  person  aggrieved  to 
prosecute  ? 

Mh.  madden  :  I  cannot  answer  a 
lij'pnthetical  question  of  that  kind.  The 
remedy  open  to  the  aggrieved  person  in 
this  case  wiis  taken. 

Mb.  DILLON :  1  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  put  further  questions  on  the 
subject  on  Monday. 

LANU  COMMIS.SION— MR.  COM- 
MISSIONER WRENCH. 
Drt.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ijord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  at  the  recent  sitting 
of  the  Land  Commission  in  Cork  on  the 
3rd  instant,  Mr.  Commis.sioner  Wrench 
is  correctly  reported  to  have  said,  while 
hearing  a  fair  rent  appeal  in  the  case  of 
M'Grath,  tenant,  and  BuUen  landlord, 
addressing  the  tenant — 

'■  You  are  a  very  wias  man  to  ijot  your  ^mM 
seeds  from  Englaod.     If  more  tenants  did  that 
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thojr  would  get  better  gram.  It  will  pay  you 
well  to  get  your  goeiia  from  England  ;  " 

and  whether  intimation  will  be  conveyed 
to  Mr.  Wrench,  that  Innfi^uage  such  as 
that  quoted  is  likely  to  do  great  mischief 
to  the  Irish  seed  trade  ? 

Me.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Qentleman  to  postpone  the  question. 

Dr.  TANNER:  The  question  is  an 
important  one,  and  I  will  put  it  down  for 
Monday. 

IKISH  REGISTRY  OF  DEEDS  OFFICE. 

Mb.  M  HEALY(Cork):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  it  is  the 
case  that  the  annual  leave  of  the  staff  in 
the  Irish  Registry  of  Deeds  Office  was 
last  year  curtailed  by  from  five  to  nine 
days ;  and  whether  this  year  the  leave 
of  the  staff  has  not  yet  commenced  1 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackso.n,  Leeds,  N.):  I 
believe  that  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
first  |»aragTaph  of  tlie  question.  They 
will  be  borne  in  mind. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
Is  not  this  the  staff  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wanted  to  cut  down  1 

Mb.  JACKSON:  No,  Sir. 

THE  BARONY  CONSTABLE  OF  KBRRY. 

Ma.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorni'y  Genenil  for  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  during  the 
term  of  office  of  Arthur  Uutchins,  late 
of  Roughty,  Kenmare,  who  wa.s  fir 
some  years  Barony  Constable  in  Kerry, 
there  was  considerable  defalcations  in 
connection  with  the  collection  of  the 
County  Cess ;  if  so,  what  was  the 
amount  of  the  defalcations  ;  who  were 
his  sureties,  and  for  what  amount ;  and 
what  steps  have  the  Grand  Jury  taken 
to  recover  the  amount  1 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  matter  in  question 
is  not  one  in  any  way  under  the  control 
of  the  Government.  But  the  Secretary 
to  the  Grand  Jury  states  that  the  entire 
amount  of  County  Cess  due  by  Mr. 
Hntchins  at  the  time  he  ceased  to  be 
collector  was  £2,484  .58.,  of  which,  how- 
ever, it  was  stilted  that  a  portion  had  not 
been  collected.  Messrs.  H.  Stokes  and 
T.  B:iteman  were  his  sureties  in  bonds  of 
^2,500  and  £4.000,  and  proceedings,  by 
direction  of  the  Grand  Jury,  under  the 
advice  of  counsel,  were  immediately 
instituted  against  them.  These  proceed- 
ings have  not  yet  reached  a  successful 


issue,  but,  in  the  opinion  of  their 
legal  advisers,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
amount  of  the  default  will  lie  recovered. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  :  What  is  the  nature 
of  the  proceedings  ?  A  considerable 
period  of  time  has  now  elapsed  since 
the  money  became  due — three  or  four 
years,  I  believe. 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  The  matter  is  one 
which  is  not  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  KILBRIDE:  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  this  gentleman  is  now  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hunts  (Mr.  Smith-Barry)'! 

Mk.  MADDEN  :  I  have  given  all  the 
information  in  my  pussossion. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  Do  not  the  Govern- 
ment possess  the  same  power  of  im- 
prisoning a  defaulter  in  this  case  as  they 
have  exercised  in  imprisoning  a  Poor 
Law  Guardian  who  has  hecn  surcharged? 

Me.  MADDEN:  I  have  no  power 
whatever  to  interfere  between  the  Grand 
Jury  and  a  debtor,  or  to  give  them  any 
advice. 

A  LADY  WOUNDED  BY  A  REVOLVER 
BULLET. 

Mb.  KILBRIDE  :  I  liog  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
has  seen  the  report  in  the  Press  that 
Mrs.  Hawkcs  Maybury,  of  Caher  Lodge, 
Kenmare,  whilst  walking  through  the 
avenue  leading  to  Lansdowne  Lodge,  was 
wounded  in  the  arm  by  a  revolver  bullet, 
fired  by  an  ofticial  in  the  employ  of  Mr. 
J.  Townsend  Trench,  who  was  practising 
in  the  uso  of  the  revolver  ;  whether  this 
official  had  a  licence  to  carry  a  revolver ; 
and  whether,  owing  to  the  .serious  nature 
of  this  occurrenoe,  he  will  instruct  the 
police  to  take  steps  to  insure  the  public 
safety  1 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  The  Constabulary 
-Authorities  report  that  it  is  the  case 
that  Mrs.  Maybury  was  accidentally 
wounded,  as  stated  in  the  question.  The 
man  who  fired  the  shot  is  a  farmer's 
son.  He  does  not  appear  to  have  been 
nt  the  time  in  Mr.  Trench's  employment. 
The  reply  to  the  second  paniJLfniph  is  in 
the  affirmative.  The  [loUce  take  all 
practicable  steps  to  secure  the  public 
safety.  But  in  the  case  in  question  the 
shot  seems  to  have  been  fired  in  private 
grounds,  and  no  complaint  appears  to 
have  been  made  to  the  police  alleging 
any  culpable  negligence  in  the  matter 
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Mk.  KILBRIDE :  How  fur  was  it  from 
the  road  that  the  shot  was  fired  1 

Mr.  madden  :  I  am  unable  to  say. 

THE  0AM P  AT  GLENBEIGH. 
Me.  KILBRIDE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  tlie  Treasury  -whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  tlie  fact 
that  the  Field  Artillery  have  completed 
their  practice  at  Glenbeigh  range  for  this 
year,  and  that  it  has  been  found  most 
suitable  for  the  purpose :  whether  tbe 
site  of  the  encampment  is  about  to  be 
taken  over  by  the  Royal  Engineers,  so  as 
constitute  it  a  permanent  camp ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Glen- 
beigh ia  12  miles  distant  from  nearest 
railway  station,  and  that  under  the  pro- 
posed Light  Railway  from  Killoi-glin  to 
Caherciveon,  opening  up  one  of  the  most 
congested  districts  in  Ireland,  provision 
is  made  for  a  railway  station  at  Glenbeigh, 
the  Government  would  take  into  con- 
sideration the  facilities  which  the  line 
would  afford  foi-  transit  to  and  from  the 
camp,  iu  addition  to  the  local  advantages 
it  would  coufer,  and  take  steps  to  enable 
the  promoters  to  construct  the  line  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  am  informed  that 
a  Report  in  regard  to  the  camp  at  Glen- 
beigh has  not  yet  been  received,  but  the 
whole  circumstances  will  be  fully  con- 
sidered. 

Mb.  W.  T.   TOWNSHEND,  J.P. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
by  what  right  did  Mr.  W.  Tower  Towns- 
hend,  J. P.,  of  Myross  Wood,  County 
Cork,  sit  and  vote  at  the  Presentment 
Sessions  at  Skibereeii  on  November  1  litii, 
1889,  May  I3th.  1890,  and  at  Bally- 
dehob,  on  November  13th,  1889,  and 
May  14th,  1890,  as  also  on  previous 
occasions ;  whether  he  holds  any  pro- 
perty in  either  division  of  the  biirony ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Townshend 
voted  on  one  of  the  occasions  mentioned 
for  the  ap[K>intment  of  landlord  J.P.'s  as 
directors  of  the  SchuU  and  Skibereen 
Tramway,  to  represent  the  cessijayers, 
and  opposed  the  nominees  of  the  cess- 
payers  ;  and  whether,  if  Magistrates 
should  not  go  outside  their  own  Petty 
Sessions  district  to  vote  at  Presentment 
Sessions,  he  will  bring  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Townshend  under  the  notice  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  J 


Mb.  MADDEN :  I  am  informed  that 
Mr.  Tower  Townshend  is  a  Magistrate 
of  the  County  Cork,  and  that  as  such  ho 
has  power,  under  the  Grand  Jury  Act, 
to  sit  at  all  Presentment  Sessions  in  the 
county.  Mr.  Townshend  is  reported  to 
repre.sent  birge  properties  in  the  two 
Baronies  referred  to  as  agent  for  his 
brothor  and  other  o^vners.  I  have  no 
information  us  to  the  particular  bosiness 
which  came  before  the  Presentment 
Sessions,  or  how  the  justices  assembled 
and  associated  ratepayers  voted. 

CAVAN,  LEITRIM,  AKD  ROSCOMMOX 
RAILWAY. 
Mr.  KSOX  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
his  attention  has  now  been  called  to  the 
resolution  approved  by  the  Gi-and  Jury 
of  County  Cavan,  calling  for  the  increase 
of  the  Government  guarantee  to  the 
shareholders  in  the  Cavan,  Leitrim,  and 
Roscommon  Railway  Company  to  three 
per  cent,  and  the  abolition  of  the  baronial 
guarantee ;  w  hether  he  is  now  aware 
that  a  strike  against  the  extra  cess  is 
likely  to  take  place,  and  was  only  averted 
by  the  hope  of  Government  intervention; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  references  made  at  the  Carlow 
Assizes  to  the  diflBculty  of  collecting  the 
extra  cess  in  that  county  ;  upon  whom 
the  cost  of  executing  warrants  for  such 
extra  cesa  falls  by  law  ;  and  whether, 
upon  further  consideration,  and  iu  the 
interests  of  economy,  the  Government 
will  accede  to  the  proposal  already  made, 
namely,  that  a  Committee  should  be 
appointed,  consisting  of  the  Members  for 
tlie  district  ct)ncerned  and  the  Member 
for  North  Armagh,  with  power  to  draw 
np  a  scheme,  to  bo  embodied  iu  a  Bill 
deahng  with  the  question  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  have  not  yet  seen 
the  resolution  of  the  Grand  Jury  of 
County  Cavan  referred  to  by  the  bon. 
Member  ;  nor  am  I  aware  of  any  likeli- 
hood of  a  strike  against  the  payment 
of  county  cess  in  that  county  or  of  diffi- 
culties in  collecting  the  extra  cess  in  the 
County  Carlow.  The  effect  of  such  a 
strike  in  the  County  Cavan  would  be  to 
relieve  the  Treasury  from  the  payment  of 
the  2  per  cent  contributed  by  it  under 
the  Tramways  Act,  1883.  The  costs  of 
executing  a  distress  warrant  for  the  cess 
falls  on  the  defaulting   cesspayer.     The 
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circamstances  of  the  case  do  not  seem  to 
me  to  call  for  Government  interference. 

THE  BOVAL  COLLKGE'  OF  SCIENCE, 
DUBLIN. 
Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
iisk  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  Professorship  of  Geology  at 
the  Royal  College  of  Scit-nce,  Dublin,  ia 
about  to  become  vacant;  whether  it  is 
the  case  that  no  Irish  man  has  been 
appointed  to  any  of  tlie  pi-ofessorshipa  in 
this  college  for  a  period  now  extending 
to  close  on  20  years,  and  whether  the 
Department  intend  to  continue  this 
anomaly  ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  contemplated  reduction  of  the 
permanent  staff  of  the  Geological  Survey 
of  Ireland,  the  Department  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  now  appointing  to 
such  vftcanny  (when  it  occurs)  a  gentle- 
man who,  in  addition  to  the  usual  quali- 
fications, would  be  competent  to  lecture 
upon  the  economic,  geological,  and 
mineral  resources  of  Ireland,  and  able  to 
give  skilled  opinion  on  such  subjects  to 
persons  in  Ireland  who  maj'  in  future 
require  technical  advice  and  information 
of  the  kind  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  tiik 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  I  am  informed  that  the 
Professor  of  Geology  is  likely  to 
retire  shortly,  but  1  have  received 
^m  no  ofiBcial  intimation  of  the  fact. 
^H  It  happens  that  only  one  of  the  five 
^^  professors  appointed  within  the  last  20 
I  years  is  an  Irishman,  but  that  is  an 
I  accidental  circumstance,  as  the  selections 
\  were  made  purely  on  the  grounds  of 
^^Lacientific  attainments.  I  have  no  doubt 
^^Tbut  that,  when  the  professorship  is 
vacant,  the  Lord  President,  with  whom 
the  appointment  rests,  will  do  his  best  to 
secure  the  services  of  the  fittest  man  for 
the  post,  but  with  the  small  salary 
attached  to  it  (£200  a  year)  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  it  would  be  difficult 
to  imjwse  on  the  professor,  besides  his 
college  duties,  the  various  functions 
suggested  in  the  lust  part  of  his  question. 

FASTNET  ROCK  LIGIITHOUSE. 
Mb.  GILHOOLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  what 
haa  been  the  cost  per  week,  since  the 
ilOth  January  last,  of  the  attendance  of 
the  steamship  Alert  on  the  Fastnet  Eock 


Lighthouse  ;  whether  n  local  contractor 
tenderpd  to  (lerform  the  work  at  less 
than  £'i  per  week,  under  penalties,  and 
give  the  choice  of  two  of  the  best  boats 
on  the  coast ;  and,  if  so,  why  was  his 
tender  rejected  ;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  it  was  one  of  the  Ixmts  offered 
by  the  contractor  referred  to  that  effected 
the  relief  of  the  imprisoned  and  starving 
lightkeepers  during  the  severe  gales  of 
the  23rd  and  24th  January  last? 
♦The  PRESIDENT  ov  run  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bris- 
tol, W.)  :  I  have  asked  the  Lighthouse 
Biiard  in  Dublin  for  information  to 
enable  me  to  answer  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  and  I  will  let  him  know  the 
result. 

CASE  OF  MICHAEL  510RRI8ET. 

Mb.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
with  reference  to  the  case  of  Michael 
Morrisey,  at  present  in  gaol  on  a  charge 
of  contempt  of  Court,  whether  he  has 
considered  the  possibility  of  ordering  the 
prisoner's  reknkse'/ 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  The  matter  is  solely 
one  for  the  consideration  of  the  com- 
mitting Judge.  The  prisoner  can  at  any 
time  obtain  his  immediate  release  by 
purging  his  contempt. 

THE  IRISH  PHARMACEUTICAL 
SOCIETY. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  with  refer- 
ence to  a  prosecution  pending  at  the  suit 
of  the  Irish  Pharmaceutical  Society 
against  chemists  and  druggists  in  Bel- 
fast, whether  any  steps  can  be  taken 
with  a  view  to  a  postponement  of  this 
and  any  similar  cases  until  the  sense  of 
Parliament  has  been  fully  ascertained  in 
reference  to  the  Pharmacy  (Ireland) 
Act  Amendment  Bill,  which  was  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  and  ia 
now  before  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  prosecutions 
referred  to  in  the  question  were  not 
instituted  by  my  directions,  and  appear 
to  bo  at  the  suit  of  private  prosecutors. 
I  have,  therefore,  no  power  to  interfere 
in  the  matter  suggested  in  the  question. 

THE  QUEEN'S  UNIVERSITY. 
Me.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  :  1  beg  to 
ask  the   Attorney   General  for  Ireland 
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■whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer, 
whereby  it  would  appear  that  certain 
professors  of  the  late  Queen's  University 
have  sustained  a  loss  of  nearly  one-half 
their  incomes  liy  the  dissolution  of  that 
University,  and  to  the  observations  of 
Chief  Baron  Palles  and  Mr.  Baron  Dowse 
OS  to  the  imperfi'ctions  in  the  Act  which 
prevent  the  legal  award  of  compensa- 
tion ;  and  whether  Government  will  give 
e£Eect,  by  legislation  or  otherwise,  to  the 
suggestions  of  the  learned  Judges  1 

Mr.  madden  :  I  am  making  inquiry. 
Perhaps  the  lion.  Gentleman  will  bo 
good  enough  to  postpone  the  question 
until  Monday. 

WICKLOW  SUMMER    ASSIZES. 

Mr.  W.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that 
the  special  jurors  from  the  baronies  of 
Shillilagh,  North  and  South,  and  Bal- 
linacor,  were  served  with  summonses  to 
aatend  the  Wicklow  Summer  Assizes,  at 
the  Court  House,  Wicklow,  on  the  19th 
of  July,  at  10  o'clock  in  the  morning; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  hour 
named  renders  it  impossible  for  them  to 
reach  Wicklow  by  the  first  train  from 
Tinahely,  and  obliges  them  to  drive  from 
30  to  40  miles  to  be  in  time  for  the 
operJnaf  of  the  Court ;  and  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  will  suggest 
that  the  hour  of  meeting  be  postponed,  in 
order  that  the  jurors  may  ba  enabled  to 
travel  by  train? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  TheEiecutiveGovern- 
ment  have  no  contnil  over  the  arrange- 
ments in  regard  to  the  attendances  of 
jurors  at  Ajsaizes.  I  am,  therefore, 
unable  to  adopt  the  suggestions  contained 
in  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the 
question. 

CBIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  ACT 
—  RETURNS  OF  PROSECUTIONS. 

Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick  City) :  I 
beg  to  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  the 
number  of  persons  who  have  been  prose- 
cuted under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act  in  Ireland  from  Ist  July, 
1889,  to  present  day,  with  their  names 
and  sentenoes  1 

Mb.  madden  :  Full  Returns  as  to 
persons  pnjceeded  against  under  the 
Mr.  finkerton 


sttitute  quoted  have  been  already  laid 
upon  the  Table.  The  last  continuation 
one  (Parliamentary  Pajier  No.  128  of 
this  Session)  deals  with  the  period  from 
November  30,  1888,  to  March  31,  1890. 
To  compile  a  Return  for  the  period  men- 
tioned in  the  question  would  take  several 
days.  The  following  information  may, 
however,  be  of  use  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber:—For  the  period  July  1,  1889,  to 
July  1,  1890,  the  proceedings  under  the 
statute  mentione<l  were  as  follows : — 
Total  number  of  cases  (not  persons) 
[)i'o9ecuted,  262  ;  total  number  of  con- 
victions, 211  ;  total  number  of  dis- 
missals, 51, 

PAYSIENT  OF  POSTMEN. 
Mr.  O'KEEFFE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
miuter  General  if  he  will  equalise  the 
scale  of  payment  for  town  postmen  in 
the  provinces  and  Ireland  in  same 
degree  as  those  for  sorting  clerks  ;  and 
whether  he  will  give  an  increase  in 
wages  to  the  postmen  corresponding  to 
that  now  being  given  to  sorting  clerks 
and  telegraphists  in  Irish  offices  7 
•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raiees,  Cambridge  University)  :  No,  Sir. 
It  will  not  be  practicable  to  proceed  on 
the  same  lines  as  those  indicated  by  the 
hon.  Member.  The  organisation  of  the 
town  postmen  was  settled  not  very  long 
ago,  and  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  dis- 
turbing its  general  outline.  The  plan  of 
organisation  admits  of  adjustments  in 
particular  cases  where  necessary,  and  it 
is  my  intention  to  deal  with  the  subject 
from  that  point  of  view. 

THE  GENERAL  POST  OFFICE,  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dubhn  Co.,  N.):  I  bejf 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
the  concessions  recently  granted  to  tele- 
graphists are  to  apply  to  the  sortera  in 
the  Gencml  Post  Otfice,  Dublin  ? 

•Mr,  RAIKES  :  The  case  of  the  sorters 
in  Dubhn,  as  well,  indeed,  as  that  of 
those  in  Edinburgh,  is  about  to  be  dealt 
with  in  common  with  the  case  of  the 
sorters  in  London. 

THE  "PELICAN  CLUB." 
Mr,  COGHILL  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
"  Pelican  Club ; "  whether  he  is  aware 
that    prize   fights    are   habitually    held 
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there  on  Snndny  evenings,  under  the 
name  of  boxing  competitions.  And 
whether  the  police  have  had  any  in- 
structions given  them  -with  regard  to  it  ? 
Mb. MATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir;  my  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  this  club.  I  have 
received  a  letter  from  a  member  of  the 
Committee  of  the  club,  who  denies 
absolutely  that  either  prize  fighting  or 
boxing  in  any  form  is  carried  on  at  the 
club  on  Sunday  evenings.  The  police 
have  no  special  instructions  with  reganl 
to  this  club,  but  if  I  am  furnished  with 
any  information  to  the  effect  that  the 
law  is  being  violated,  I  will  have  inquiry 
made. 

In  answer  to  a  further  question  from 

Mr.   COGHILL, 

Mk.  MATTHEWS  said:  I  have  no 
information  as  to  the  size  of  the  gloves 
used. 

DEATH  FROM  KXtlAUSTION. 
Mb.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Locsil 
Government  Board  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  enaci  nf  one 
William  Lee,  an  old  man,  who  died  iit 
the  workhouse  at  Ledbury,  in  Hereford- 
shire, on  the  3rd  instant,  and  on  whose 
body  an  inquest  was  held,  when  it 
appeared  that  ho  had  lain  in  a  field  from 
7  o'clock  one  evening  till  G  o'clock 
the  next  evening,  although  several 
persons  saw  him  during  that  time,  in- 
cluding the  residents  in  a  cottage  close 
to  the  spot,  not  one  of  whom  rendered 
him  the  slightest  assistance ;  whether 
the  doctor  who  saw  him  at  the  work- 
house stated  at  the  inquest  that  the 
deceased  died  from  exhaustion  induced 
by  exposure,  and  that  if  he  had  been 
attended  to  as  soon  aa  he  had  been  found 
he  wotdd  probably  have  lived  ;  whether 
certain  of  the  witnesses  at  the  inquest 
were  severely  censured  by  the  Coroner, 
at  the  request  of  the  jury  ;  and  whether 
he  will  cause  further  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  this  lamentable  occurrence  J 

•The  PRESIDENT  Of  thk  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritcuje, 
Tower  Hamleta,  St.  George's)  :  The  only 
information  that  I  have  as  to  the  case 
referred  to  is  a  newspaper  report  of  the 
proceedings  at  the  inquest.  From  that 
report  it  appears  that  the  deceased,  on 
the  afternoon  of  the  2nd  July,  went  to  a 
public  house,  where    he  had   a  pint  of 


beer,  and  later  in  the  day  he  returned 
there  and  had  two  pints  of  beer.  Ho 
left  about  7  o'clock,  and  on  the  next 
morning  at  about  6  o'clock  he  was 
found  by  Thomas  Gibbons,  a  labourer, 
lying  by  a  path  in  a  field.  Gibbons 
returned  home  and  told  his  wife,  and 
asked  her  to  let  someone  know  the  man 
was  there.  The  wife  stated  that 
slio  was  very  unwell,  and  was 
not  able  to  go  for  assistance,  bat 
between  9  and  10  o'clock  she  informed  a 
man  in  the  service  of  the  person  who 
kept  the  public  house  where  the  deceased 
had  been  on  the  previous  day,  who  went 
to  the  place  where  the  deceased  was  and 
gave  him  some  brandy.  He  sent  a 
message  to  where  the  man  had  been 
living,  but  they  refused  to  receive  him 
there.  He  then  sent  for  the  police,  who 
caused  the  deceased  to  be  removed  to  tho 
workhouse.  As  soon  as  the  man  was 
received  there  he  was  placed  in  bed  and 
a  doctor  sent  for,  bathe  died  at  5  o'clock 
on  tho  following  morning.  Tho  medical 
man,  who  gave  evidence  at  the  inquest, 
stated  that  the  deceased  died  from 
exhaustion  induced  by  exposure,  and 
said  that  if  he  had  lieen  attended  to  as 
soon  as  he  was  found  tho  result  might 
have  been  different.  The  man  was  not 
destitute,  as,  when  he  was  searched, 
08.  3d.  was  found  upon  him.  It  ap- 
pears that  the  jury  commented  severely 
on  the  apathy  of  the  Gibbonses,  and 
that,  at  their  request,  the  Coroner 
censured  them  for  their  conduct.  There 
is  no  allegation  whatever  that  any  blame 
attached  to  the  officers  of  the  Guardians 
in  the  case.  The  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  death  were  fully  inquired  into 
at  the  inquest,  and  it  does  not  appear  to 
me  tliat  any  advantage  can  result  from 
any  farther  inquiry  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board. 

•Me.  COOKE  (Newington,  W.) :  Instead 
of  relying  upon  the  report  in  the  news- 
pajier  would  it  not  be  better  to  have 
the  depositions  taken  before  Ihc Coroner? 

•Me.  RITCHIE  :  I  will  procure  them, 
if  necessary,  but  they  are  not  prepared 
by  any  official  over  whom  the  Local 
Government  Board  has  any  conlroL 

H.M.8.  CALLIOPE. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

First  tiord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 

any,  and   what    reward,   promotion,   or 

recognition     has    been     given    to     the 


/ 


219 


yavtnffs  Bank 


(COMMONS  I 


Clerks. 


220 


Captain,  cng'ineers,  officers,  and  crew  of 
H.M.S.  C'l/Zioyf?  for  their  gallant  conduct 
in  the  hurricane  at  Samoa  last  year  ? 

Thk  first   lord    of  the    ADill- 
RALIT  (Ix)rd  G.  Hamiltos,  Middlesex, 
Eivling)  ■    No  general  reward  has   been 
given  to   the   officers   and  crew  of   the 
Culliope  for  the  snccessful  navigation  of 
the  vessel  during  the  hurricane  at  Samoa 
last    year,    as    it    is    contrary    to    the 
traditions   of    the    Naval    Service   that 
services  of  this  nature,  however  gallant, 
jjerformed    in   the    ordinary    course   of 
•duty  afloat,  should  be  regarded  as  de- 
serving of  special  and  immediate  rectig- 
nition.     The  position  of  the  late  officers 
of  the  Calliope  is,  however,  us  follows — 
The  Captain  is  now  in  command  of  the 
Infexible,  one  of  the  largest  ironehids  in 
the  Navy ;  the  first  Lieutenant  has  since 
been  made  a  commander  ;  and  the  chief 
engineer  has  been  advanced  to  the  rank 
of  staff  engineer.    The  remaining  officers 
have  received  appointments  to  important 
ships.     The  gunner's  mate,  who  specially 
distinguished   himself,  will  be  promoted 
to  gunner  as  soon  as  he  qualifies.     The 
Admiralty  have  formally  expressed  their 
high  approval  of  the  seamanship  di.splayed 
on  the  occasion,  and  this  will  have  due 
weight   in   considering  the   services   of 
the    officers    for    promotion    or    future 
employment. 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE. 
Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  if,  in  the  negotiations  now  being 
carried  on  between  this  country  and 
Portugal,  due  precautions  will  be  taken 
to  ensure  the  prevention  of  the  Slave 
Trade  in  all  territories  placed  under 
Portuguese  pnitection. 
•The  UN  DER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOr  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
oossoN,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  Portugal,  as 
one  of  the  Signatories  of  tlic  Brussels 
Act,  has  bound  herself  to  make  every 
effort  for  the  supjiression  of  the  Slave 
Trade  in  her  territories. 

rORTTJGALAND  EAST  .AFRICA. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinbuiyh,  W.)  : 
ilay  I  ask  when  the  uegotiati(Xns  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Government  of  Portugal  with  rdgai-d 
to  the  delimitation  of  the  sphered  of 
influence  of  the  two  countries  in  Afru 
Mr.  T,  H.  Uwly 


are  likely  to  be  completed;  and  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  assure 
the  House  that  the  Shire  Highlands 
will  be  kept  within  the  British  sphere  of 
influence  ? 

*SiK     J.     FERGDSSON :    The     hon 
Member,  1  am  snre,  must  see  that  I  can- 
nut  answer  that  question  without  notice, 
having  regard  to  the  very  delicate  cha- 
racter of  the  negotiations  pending. 

trSIBEPU. 

Mr.  HANBDRY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tha 
Colonies  whether  Usihepu  ha  sheen  allowed 
to  return  to  the  North  (jf  Zululand  since 
the  trial  of  the  Zulu  Chiefs  ;  and,  if  so, 
for  how  long,  and  whether  by  the  order 
of  the  Governor ;  and  whether  he  is  in 
future  to  be  kept  to  the  Reserve? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H,  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  The  answer 
to  the  first  part  of  the  question  is  in  the 
negative.  The  Governor,  on  hearing 
that  Usitepu  had  set  out  w^ithont 
authority  in  July,  1889,  recalled  him  at 
once.  ■  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
not  yet  arrived  at  any  decision  as  to  the 
locality  in  which  Usibepu  and  his  people 
are  to  reside. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  Without  the 
authority  of  the  Governor  ? 

•Bakox  H.  de  WORMS :  Certainly.  I 
have  already  statc-d,  in  my  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member's  question,  that  the 
Governor,  on  hearing  that  Usibepu  had 
set  out  without  authority,  reaillcd  him  at 
once. 

SAVINGS  BANK  CLERKS. 
Mk.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  lieg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  the  names  of  the 
established  clerks  in  the  Savings  Bank 
Department,  who  forwarded  to  him  the 
Memorials  of  the  5th  ult.  and  3rd  inst. 
respectively,  have  been  presented  to  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  for  appoint- 
ment to  the  Second  Division  of  clerks  ; 
and  whether  the  required  certificates  of 
appointment  have  been  issued,  and,  if  so, 
on  what  date  7 

•Mr.  RAIKES:  No,  Sir.  The  tech- 
nical detaib  connected  with  this  matter 
are  now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
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POLITICAL    AIDE-DE-CAMP    TO    THE 
■ SKCRETARY    FOR    INDIA. 

Mb.  BIRRELL  (Fife,  W.)  :  I  be?  to 
ask  the  Uuder  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  wliat  are  the  duties  and  salary  of 
the  Political  Aide-de-Cainp  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India ;  ont  of  what 
f  ondB  such  salary  i.s  paid ;  and,  if  the 
same  is  paid  out  of  the  Revenues  raised 
in  India,  -whethor,  in  the  interests  of 
Indian  taxpayers,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  abolishing  the  office  ;  and 
whether  the  holder  of  such  office  is  under 
any,  and  what,  supervision  so  far  as 
regards  the  effective  discharge  of  the 
duties  (if  any)  appertaining  to  audi 
office? 

•The  under  SECRETART  ok  STATE 
FOE  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gokst,  Clmtlmm) : 
The  duties  of  the  Political  Aide-de-Cump 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  are  :  To  attend 
on  Native  Princes  visiting  this  country  ; 
to  represent  the  Secretary  of  State  when 
natives  are  presented  at  Court ;  to  exer- 
cise a  general  supervision  over  the 
welfare  of  natives,  students,  and  others 
sent  to  this  country  by  the  Govern- 
raont  of  India,  or  recommended  to  the 
good  offices  of  the  Secretary  of  State  ; 
to  make  recommendations  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  as  to  the  disposal  of  the 
cases  of  destitute  natives  who  apply  for 
relief  to  the  India  Office.  His  salary  is 
X500  with  £300  for  contingencies.  He 
is  paid  from  the  Revenues  of  India.  The 
Secretary  of  State  does  not  oontempliite 
the  abolition  of  the  office.  The  Political 
Aide-do-Garap  is  like  other  members  of 
the  establishment  of  the  Indiji  Office, 
under  the  control  of  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

THE    FACTORIES     AND    WORKSHOPS 
ACTS    IN    INDI.\. 

Mr.    T.    HARROP    SIDEBOTTOM 

(Stalybridgo)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether, 
in  view  of  the  stringent  manner  in 
which  it  is  thought  necessary  to  admin- 
ister the  Factories  and  Workshops  Acts 
in  this  country,  he  can  state  when  our 
Indian  fellow-subjects  are  likely  to 
receive  some  share  of  the  benefits  of 
similar  legislation,  however  slight  ? 

♦SiB  J.  GORST :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  Secre- 
tary of    State   hopes    that    our   Indian 
fellow-subjects  will  receive  some  share 
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in  the  benefits  of  the  factory  legislation 
which  has  been  so  benefioial  in  this 
country. 

TRANSIT  DUTY  ON  INDIAN  SPUN 

YARN. 
Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Uuder  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  the  Chineso  Govern- 
ment have  by  an  Imperial  IJdict  raised 
the  transit  duty  on  Indian  spun  yam  by 
3-10  dollars  a  bale;  and  whether  the 
Government  have  any  official  Cognisance 
of  this  new  arrangement  1 

•Sir  J.  GORST  :  No,  Sir ;  this  is  not  a 
matter  which  has  come  under  the  official 
cognisance  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  but 
he  has  reason  to  halieve  that  the  proper 
Department  is  making  inquiry. 

ALLOTMENTS  IN  DORSET. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby. 
Ilkeston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Penrith  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther),  as 
representing  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  labourers 
of  Dazelhnry  Brian,  in  the  County  of 
Dorset,  applied  in  the  year  1887  to  the 
Trustees  of  the  Poors  Land  to  set  out 
the  same  in  allotments,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  "  The  Allotments 
Act,  1882  "  ;  whether,  in  consequence  of 
the  persistent  refusal  of  the  Trustees  to 
allot  the  land,  an  inquiry  was  hold  on 
behalf  of  the  Commissioners  in  January 
liist,  with  the  result  of  showing  that  the 
Charity  lands  were  well  suited  for  allot- 
ments ;  whethor  in  May  last  the  Trustees 
proposed  to  rent  two  fields  from  Mr. 
Digby  for  allotments,  which  were  de- 
clined by  the  labourers  of  the  parish  as 
entirely  unsuitable  for  the  pnrposs;  and 
whether,  the  poors  land  having  been 
ascertained  at  the  public  inquiry  to  be 
well  suited  for  allotments,  the  Commis- 
sioners propose  to  take  steps  to  ensure 
the  due  carrying  out  of  the  Allotments 
Act  of  1882  by  the  Trustees  ? 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  answer  to  the  first  question 
is.  Yes.  An  inquiry  was  held  by  an  In- 
spector on  January  8.  1890,  with  the 
result  that  he  considered  five  out  of  the 
nine  pieces  of  land  l)elonging  to  the 
charity  to  be  conveniently  situated 
for  allotments.  Some  of  the  labourers, 
including  Herbert  Carter,  expressed 
themselves  at  the  inquiry  satis- 
fied with  the '  land  proposed  to  be 
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hired  from  Mr.  Digby ;  but  this  pro- 
posal has  since  been  declined  by 
Herbert  Carter,  acting,  as  is  iilleged,  on 
behalf  of  certain  Labourei-s.  The  chiirity 
land  cannot  be  let  under  the  Allotments 
Extension  Act,  1882,  until  it  falls  into 
p«ssesaion  at  Ijady  Day,  1891.  In  the 
event  of  the  labourers  persisting  in  their 
refusal  of  the  land  proposed  to  be  hired 
from  Mr.  Digby,  the  Commissioners  will 
direct  the  Trustees  at  Michaelmas  next 
to  give  the  necessary  notices  to  set  apart 
a  suitable  portion  of  the  charity  land  in 
allotments. 

CHATHAM  DOCKYARD. 

Mb.  EDWARD  KNATCH  BULL- 
HUG  ESSEN  (RcKjhester)  :  1  beir  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
any  great  amount  of  extra  time  has  re- 
cently been  worked  in  the  Clerical  De- 
partment of  Her  Majesty's  Dockj'ard, 
Ciiatham ;  whether  the  regulations  pro- 
vide that,  when  continuous  overtime  is 
thus  being  worked,  the  Admiralty  should 
be  informed,  with  a  view  to  steps  being 
taken  to  remove  such  strain  upon  the 
staff  ;  and,  whether  in  this  instance,  such 
information  has  been  received  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  No  such  amount 
of  extra  time  as  would  seem  to  bo 
implied  in  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rochester  has  recently  been 
worked  in  the  Clerical  Department  at 
Chatham  Dockyard.  The  regulations 
direct  that  continuou-s  emplo3-ment  for 
lengthened  periods  lieyond  officiiil  hours 
is  to  be  reported  to  the  Admiralty ;  but  no 
strain  of  this  nature  hue  occurred. 

CARNARVON  CASTLE. 
Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Camarvon, 
<tc.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lurd  of  the 
Treasury  whether,  in  filling  the  vacancy 
in  the  Constableship  of  Carnarvon 
Castle,  occasioned  by  the  death  of  Lord 
Carnarvon,  the  Government  will  accede 
to  the  strong  wish,  repeatedly  expressed 
by  the  Town  Council  of  Carnarvon,  that 
the  appointment  should  be  conferred 
upon  the  Mayor  of  the  town  for  the 
time  being  1 
•The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SstrrH,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  The  wish  which  lias  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  Town  Council  of  Car- 
narvon is  receiving  careful  consideration 
on  the  part  of  the  Prime  Minister,  but 
Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther 


Her  Majesty's  Government  ai-e    not  afc 
present  in  a  position  to  make  any  state- 
ment as  to  the  choice  of  a  successor  to  , 
the  late  Lord  Carnarvon. 

FEMALE  TYPE-WRITERS. 
Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury in  what  Departments  of  the  Civil 
Service  it  has  been  decided  to  employ 
female  type- writers ;  whether  the  appoint- 
ment of  type-writers  in  any  Departments 
m  made  through  the  agency  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission,  or  whether  each 
Department  is  left  to  make  its  own 
appointments  ;  whether  it  is  obligatory 
on  Department*  to  employ  any  particular 
typi  ng  instrument ;  and  whatscale  of  salary 
is  approved  by  the  Treasury  for  payment 
to  typists  in  the  Departments  in  which^ 
sanction  to  such  employment  is  given? 

•Mb.  W.  H  SMITH :  The  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Civil  Establishments  favoured 
the  employment  of  women  in  Public- 
Departments  under  pro]ier  arrangemonta, 
and  tbey  jiointed  especially  to  the  valae 
of  their  work  as  tyjie-writers.  Th» 
Treasury,  in  their  Minute  of  August  10 
Inst,  on  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
(paragraph  27)  expressed  their  entire- 
concurrence,  and  they  are  doing  all  in 
their  power  to  encourage  Departments  to 
employ  female  type-writers.  I  am  happy 
to  say  they  are  employed  with  good 
results  in  many  Departments,  such  asthe- 
Inland  Revenue,  the  War  Office,  the* 
Customs,  the  Foreign  Office,  and  the 
Treasury.  Each  Department  ap[>oints 
its  own  type-writers,  and  selects  the  in- 
struments. The  scale  approved  by  th»i 
Treasury  ranges  between  Ha.  and  248. 
a  week,  according  to  service  and  ex- 
perience. 

BLOCKING  PUBLIC  THOROUGHFARES. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkftddy,ctc.)L  I 
beg  to  ask  who  is  the  authority  to  regu- 
late the  temporary  blockimc  of  the 
main  thoroughfares  of  the  Metropolis 
for  building  or  similar  purposes ;  by 
whose  permission,  in  the  very  height 
of  the  Ijondon  season,  in  the  most 
frequented  part  of  Piccadilly,  not  only 
tho  whole  of  the  foot  pavement,  but 
a  considerable  portion  of  iho  carriage 
way,  has  been  enclosed  for  building ; 
and  to  whom  an  aggrieved  citizen  mnsb 
apply  for  redress  ? 
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Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Metropolis  Local 
Management  Acts,  18  &  19  Vict.,  c. 
120,  and  25  k  2G  Vict.,  c.  102,  for  in- 
formation on  the  subjfct  of  his  ques- 
tion. Speaking  generally,  the  Vestry,  by 
their  clerk  or  surveyor,give  permission  for 
the  erection  of  hoardings  which  encroach 
on  the  public  streets.  The  law  requires 
such  hoardings  to  be  put  up  when  a 
house  is  taken  down  or  built.  The 
nggrievod  citizen  should  go  to  the  Vestry. 

THE  WINTER  SESSIOK. 

Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford.  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  milking  arrangements  for 
next  Session,  he  lias  fully  considered  the 
great  inconvenience  a  pre-Christmiis 
meeting  of  Parliament  would  cause  to 
Members  who  have  not  permanent 
homes  in  Loudon  (especially  Irish  Mem- 
bers), necessitating,  as  such  an  firrange- 
ment  would,  additional  nnsettlement  in 
domestic  arrangements,  and  two  juumeys 
additional  at  the  most  inclement  season 
of  the  yeas  1 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossory) :  Before  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  the  question,  I  wish 
to  ask  whether  he  has  considered  that, 
as  the  contemplated  arrangement  involves 
a  Session  of  eight  months  instead  of  sis, 
it  is  right  to  make  so  important  a  change 
in  procedure  without  the  consent  of 
Parliament? 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  rests  with  tlie 
Grown  as  to  when  Parliament  should  be 
called  together.  The  Government  arc, 
of  course,  reluctant  to  put  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  any  inconvenience,  but,  having 
regard  to  the  stsite  of  public  business,  we 
see  no  way  by  which  the  meeting  in 
November  can  be  avoided. 

ARMENIA. 
Mr.  SCmVANN  (Manchester,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  true,  as 
Btated  in  the  Daily  News  of  to-day,  that 
it  was  owing  to  the  advice  of  the  British 
Gfovernment  that  the  Turks  are  in- 
creasing the  military  in  Armenia ;  also 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  report  in  the  same  paper  that  in 
Erzeroum  people  disappear,  no  one  knows 
whither,  and  that  during  the  late  riots 


about  700  persons  disappeared,  mostly 
women,  who  were  at  the  public  batlis  at 
the  time,  and  are  supposed  to  have  been 
abducted  by  Mussulmans  ?  If  he  has 
no  information  on  the  latter  point,  would 
ho  kindly  cause  Inquiries  to  be  made  1 

•Sib  J.  FERGDSSON :  There  can  be 
no  reason  why  the  question  should  not 
be  placed  on  the  Paper. 


ALIENS. 

Address  for — 

"  Heturn  showing  the  names  of  all  Aliens  ib 
whom  Certificates  of  Naturalisation  have  heen 
issued  since  the  16th  day  of  August,  1889  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No. 
325,  of  Session  1889)."— (J/r.  LmetoM.) 

MIDWIVES*    REGISTRATION    BILL. 

(No.  29.) 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee, 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  311.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 

[No.  311,] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  for  Wednesday  next, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  391.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to, — Barrackr- 
Bill,  without  any  Amendment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled' 
"  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Custody  of  Children."  [Custody  of 
Children  Bill  [Lords.] 

COLONIAL     COURTS    OF    ADMIRALTY 
BILL  [LORDSJ.-(No.  260.) 
Bill,  ss  amended,  considered  (Queen's' 
Consent  signified). 

(4.14.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
the  third  time." 

(4.1G.)  Mb.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) ;  When  the  Bill  was  last  before 
the  House  I  addressed  an  inquiry  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  it  aa 
to  the  manner  in  which  certain  colonies 
would  be  affected  by  it,  and  he  was  good 
enough  to  say  that  he  would  consider 
the  question  whether  the  Preamble 
should  not  be  modified  in  order  to  save 
the  rights  of  the  colonies. 
I  2 
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•(4.16).  The  ATTORNEY  GEJTERAL 
(Sir  R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight):  It 
does  not  seem  to  me  that  any  alteration 
in  the  Preamble  is  required. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
with  an  Amendment. 

PARTNERSHIP  BILL  [LORDS].— (No,  373.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Rending  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

(4.18.)  Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen, 
N.) :  I  am  surprised  that  the  Attorney 
General  lias  not  risen  to  explain  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill.  It  certainly 
seems  to  me  improper  that  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session  it  should  be  pro- 
posed to  introduce  a  sort  of  codification 
of  so  important  a  branch  of  the  law, 
which  is,  to  apply,  not  only  to  England 
and  Ireland,  but  to  Scotland  ns  well. 
The  Bill  has  not  been  aabmitt«d  to  tlic 
people  of  Scotliuid,  and  I  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(J/^r.  I/uiUer.) 

•(4.19.)  SirR.  WEBSTER:  I  stated 
last  night  that  this  Bill  has  been  most 
fully  considered  by  a  Select  Committee 
in  another  place,  and  that  it  has  been 
carefully  examined  both  by  Lord  Hers- 
chell  and  Lord  Justice  Lindley.  It  is, 
with  some  Amendments,  practically  the 
Bill  which  was  printed  and  circulated 
last  Session,  and  the  provisions  in  refer- 
ence to  Scotland  have  been  considered 
by  the  Lord  Advocate.  I  have  no  ob- 
jection after  the  Bill  has  been  read  & 
second  time  to  put  ofE  the  Committee 
stage  for  a  week  so  that  a  full  opportunity 
may  be  afforded  to  hon.  Members  for 
fiubmittiug  Amendments. 

(4.21.)  Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh, 
E.)  ;  I  feel  bound  to  support  the  Motion 
for  the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate,  in 
the  interests  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 
I  do  not  think  that  many  Mcmljers  of 
the  House  are  at  all  acquainted  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  I,  for  one,  have 
not  had  time  to  make  myself  ac- 
quainted with  the  details  of  the 
measure,  and  their  fall    bearing    upon 


the  public  commercial  interests  of 
Scotland.  The  best  way  of  giving  the 
Scotch  people  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
how  their  interests  are  affected  will  be, 
I  think,  to  defer  the  Second  Reading,  and 
not  to  put  o5  discussion  until  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  the  Bill. 

(4.22.)  Mb.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk, 
itc.)  :  I  hope  that  the  Motion  for  the 
Adjournment  of  the  Debate  will  not  be 
carried.  I  did  not  look  at  the  Bill  until 
after  the  Debate  which  occurred  last 
night  ;  but  I  have  done  so  now,  and  as  a 
commercial  man  I  am  of  opinion  that  it 
is  a  most  valuable  measure,  and  one  that 
ought  to  be  passed  into  law. 

(4.23.)  The  House  divided; — Ayes 
85;  Noes  167.— (Div.  List,  No.  191.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
•'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness):  To  wliat 
extent  will  the  Bill  modify  the  Scotch 
piirtnership  law?  I  understand  that, 
there  is  nothing  controversial  iu  it  ex- 
cept that  it  modifies  the  Scotch  procedure. 

TiiK  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
RoitKKisoN,  Bute)  :  The  Bill  is  a  Con- 
solidation Bill,  and  it  does  not,  so  far  as 
Scotland  is  concerned,  modify  or  alter 
the  law  except  in  one  or  two  points  of 
the  merest  detail.  One  of  the  most 
competent  professors  of  Scotch  Ijuw  bus 
used  the  Bill  as  a  hand-book  for  teaching 
Scotch  Law,  because  it  is  so  accurate 
and  so  concise.  I  have  had  strong 
representations  that  it  will  deprive 
Scotland  of  a  great  benefit  if  this  clear 
and  lucid  statement  of  partnership  law 
is  denied. 

Mr.  WALLACE:  Who  is  the  pro- 
fessor 1 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  The  pro- 
fessor to  whom  I  referred  was  Professor 
Rankine,  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh. 

Mft.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  :  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  the  BiU 
as  regards  England  is  merely  a  Consolida- 
ting Bill,  or  whether  it  does  not  make 
one  or  two  alterations  of  the  law  ? 

•Sin  R.  WEBSTER  :  There  are  one  or 
two  minor  alterations  which  I  shall  be 
glad  to  point  out  to  any  hon.  Member 
who  desires  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday,  28th  July. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE   DAY. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES, 
1890-91. 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  III. 

1.  £97,499,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Prisons,  Ireland. 

(4.37.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Long- 
ford, N.)  :  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
principally  with  reference  to  ths  con- 
tinued imprisonment  of  Mr.  Morrisey, 
one  of  the  Clongorey  prisoners,  for  con- 
tempt of  Court.  A  remarkable  judgment 
has,  I  am  informed,  just  been  delivered 
by  Judge  O'Brien,  who  has  held  that 
the  entire  procedure  adopted  by  the  land- 
lord in  this  case  was  wrong,  that  the 
County  Court  Judge  was  ivrong  in  his 
action,  and,  consequently,  that  this  man 
is  illegally  imprisoned.  I  um  not  in  a 
position  to  say  definitely  what  the  learned 
Judge  did  rule,  but  I  should  not  be 
surprised  if  the  repoi-t  is  true,  as  I  have 
always  held,  that  the  action  of  the  land- 
land  was  imprudent 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order ! 
That  question  aiunot  be  discusscjd  on 
this  Vote. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  am  aware  that 
I  am  not  entitled  to  discuss  the  merits 
of  the  case  on  this  Vote,  but  1  intend  to 
ask  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
continued  imprisonment  of  Morrisey,  if 
they  will  not  take  stejw  for  his  release  ? 
The  man's  mother,  who  was  tlie  actual 
tenant,  and  his  wife  and  her  baby  have 
been  released  already.  I  suggest  that 
the  man  is  illegally  detained  in  gaol,  and 
I  hope  if  Judge  O'Brien's  decision  is  laid 
before  the  Government  they  will  take 
steps  to  release  the  man,  who  has  been 
in  gaol  since  March  last.  Clongorey  is 
the  only  case  in  which  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  acted  reasonably,  for  ho  con- 
demned the  conduct  of  the  Resident 
Magistrate  and  the  prosecutions  wore 
stopped,  to  the  great  advantage  of  the 
neighbourhood.  With  regard  to  the 
suggestion  that  the  Government  have  no 
power  to  order  tlie  release  of  this  man,  I 
may  point  out  that  they  have  the  power 
or  they  could  not  have  released  his  wife 
and  her  muther.  Surely  if  an  injustice 
is  being  done  they  can  find   an  avenue 


to  prevent  his  further  detention  in  gaol. 
The  other  matter  on  which  I  wish  to  ask 
the  attention  of  the  Government  is  the 
case  of  Mr.  M'Enery,  the  editor  of  the 
Limerick  Leader,  who  has  been  sentenced 
to  six  months'  imprisonment  and  a 
further  term  of  three  months  in  default 
of  giving  boil  to  be  of  good  behaviour. 
Now,  I  am  of  opinion  that  if  it  had  not 
been  for  a  certain  letter  written  by  the'j 
Chief  Secretary,  expressing  a  stron 
opinion  on  this  man's  guilt,  the  sentence 
would  have  been  less  by  three  months.  I 
tluuk  it  would  only  be  decent  for  the 
Government  to  direct  that  when  M'Enery 
has  served  his  term  of  six  months'  hard 

labour  he  shall  be  released 

.  The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  !  It 
is  quite  irregular  on  this  Vote  to  discuss 
the  question  of  the  release  of  [)ri8oner8 
on  the  ground  of  the  eicessive  length  pf 
the  sentence,  or  the  illegality  of  their 
detention.  The  only  question  which  can 
be  discussed  is  their  treatment  in  gaol. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Then  I  will  refer 
to  Mr.  M'Enery's  treatment.  Several 
complaints  have  already  lieon  made  in 
this  House  of  his  treatment.  Dr.  Moor- 
head,  a  local  Magistrate,  has  made 
series  of  entries  in  the  prison  boole 
with  regard  to  this  c(kse,  and  has  given 
it  as  his  opinion  that  tV>e  prisoner's 
health  is  being  seriously  affected.  The 
fact  is  Tullamore  Gaol  is  now  being  con- 
verted into  a  kind  of  receptacle  for  all 
kinds  of  political  prisoners  ;  the  Govern- 
ment seem  to  have  selected  one  central 
prison  in  which  their  instructions  can  be 
carried  out  in  an  approved  fashion. 
Now  the  Home  Secretary  has  expressed'! 
his  willingness  to  move  the  Scotch  con-- 
victs  convicted  in  connection  with  the 
dynamite  outrages  to  Scotland.  Yet 
here  you  have  Mr.  M'Enery  confined  in 
Tullamore  Gaol  for  nine  months,  100 
miles  from  his  native  locality,  rendering 
it  difficult  and  expensive  for  his  wife  and 
friends  to  visit  him  at  the  statutory 
periods.  I  say  the  action  of  the  Govern-', 
mL'nt  in  confining  Crimes  Act  prisoner 
in  one  central  gaol  wherever  they  may 
have  been  convicted  is  most  .sinister. 

(4.00.)  Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  In 
common  with  the  other  Vote.s,  this  one 
shows  an  increase,  and  I  commend  that 
fact  to  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
and  of  the  country.  I  am  going  to  refer  to 
the  questionof  thetreatment  of  Crimes  Act 
prisoners,      I  hope  that  the  Chief  Secre3 
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tary  will  not,  as  he  has  done  on  previous 
occasions,  say  that  he  is  not  responsible 
for  the  treatment  of  those  prisoners.      I 
would  remind  him  of  the  evidence  given 
at  an  inquest  at  Fermoy  in  which  a  doctor 
said    he    had     visited    TuUamore    Gaol 
because  Mr.  Burke,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Prisons  Biiard,  had  informed  him  that  it 
was  the  wish  of  the  Chief  Secretary  he 
should   do   60.     We   find   some   curious 
changes  in  connection   with    prison  ad- 
ministration.    The  riyht  hon.  Gentleman 
plumes  himself  in  this   House    and  on 
platforms   outside  on  the  consistency  of 
his   administration.      But   lie  has  been 
driven  by  the  force  of  public  opinion  to 
abandon   the    vindictive    prosecution  of 
journalists     and    ncwsvendors,    and    to 
retire  step  by  step  from  the  utterly  in- 
defensible position  he  took  up  years  ago. 
He  has  abandoned  the  practice  of  catting' 
the  hair  and  shaving  the  moustache  off 
political  prisoners,  and  he  does  not  now 
force  them  to  wear  the  odious  prison  garb. 
In  these  matters  he  has  surrendered  to 
public  indignation.    The  Prison  Authori- 
ties,   from    the   Governor  down  to  the 
lowest  warder,   are   as   amenable  to  the 
touch   of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  instrument  as  any  of  his  Magistrates 
in    Ireland.     Just    as    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  blows   hot    or   cold,   so   the 
treatment  of  the  prisoners  alters.     I  will 
give  an  instance  showing  in  a  sinister 
light   the   manner  in  which   the  Prison 
Authorities    obey    the    behests    of    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.       At  one  time  in 
Cork  Gaol  there  were  quite  a  number  of 
Crimes  Act  prisoners.     It  so  happened 
that  four  or  five  of  the  prisoners,  myself 
included,  were  removed  into  one  of  the 
infirmary  wards  to  get  special  treatment. 
The   Prisons    B.mrd    viewed   this   with 
great  suspicion;  they  promptly  sent  down 
on  a  surprise  visit  a  Medical  Inspector 
from  Dublin  in  order  to  see  it  they  could 
catch  the  prLson  doctor  napping,  and  they 
sought   to  deprive  him  of  his  right  of 
initiation  in  the  matter  of  the  medical 
treatment  of  prisoners.     Would  such  a 
course  be  adopted  in  an  English  prison  ? 
What  was  done  in  another  case  1      WHiy 
my   hon.  Friend  tiie  Member  for  West 
Kerry   was   treat«l   with   an   indignity 
which,  directed  as  it  was  by  the  right 
hon.     Gentleman     against    a     political 
opjxmeut,  reflected  very  little   credit  on 
him    or   his    administration.     My    hou. 
friend's  moustache  and  whiskers  were 
Mr.  Flynn 


cut  off  with  circumstances  of  physical 
force  under  the  pretence  that  it 
was  necessary  for  personal  cleanliness. 
My  hon.  Friend  was  also  taken  from 
Tralee  to  Tullamore  Gaol  without  notice 
many  miles  away  from  his  family  and 
friends,  and  was  treated  in  a  most  cruel 
manner  ;  he  was  treated  as  btidly  as  the 
lowest  criminal  in  the  land.  I  find  from 
the  Report  of  the  Visiting  Judge  that 
Mr,  Harrington  complained  to  him.  The 
Report  is  as  follows : — Dr.  G.  F.  Moor- 
head  says — 

"  Ho  complained  '  that  it  was  a  straining  of 
the  Prison  Rules  to  remove  hia  inoualache,  and 
that  he  claimed  exemption  under  the  rules  of 
personal  cleanliness  j  thut  the  Oi>vernor  in- 
formed hira  it  would  be  remored  by  force,  at 
a  time  when  a  reply  concernini;  the  question 
was  pending  from  the  Prisons  Board,  and  that 
he  (Mr.  Harrington)  regiirdiJ  this  action  as  an 
attempt  to  bring  him  into  conllict  with  the 
Prison  Uules ;  that  he  waa  removed  from  1'ralea 
Prison  without  notice  or  reason  being  assigned, 
which  he  regarded  as  a  great  barduhip  to  hia 
wife  or  friends,  who  would  have  to  travel  such  a 
distance  for  a  15  minutps'  vi.sit,  and  that  he 
would  claim  to  be  sent  bnck  to  Tralee  Uaul  to 
receive  a  \-isit  when  permitted.'  " 

Here  are  two  distinct  complaints  ;  first 
of  all,  that  my  hon.  Friend,  for  reasons 
best  known  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlem:vn, 
was  removed  from  Tralee  Gaol,  where 
he  might  have  had  the  satisfaction  of  an 
occasional  visit  from  his  wife  and  friends, 
to  Tullamore.  We  want  to  know  on 
what  sy.stem  the  Prisons  Board  have 
procui-ded.  Can  it  be  said  that  my  hon. 
Frii-ml  was  removed  for  greater  security  1 
I  suppose  we  may  assume  that  Tralee 
Gaol  was  large  enough  to  confine  the 
prisoners  in.  Why  was  the  removal 
made  ?  I  imagine  that  the  idea  in  the 
miud  of  the  Government  was  to  make  a 
central  gaol,  in  which  {xditic4vl  prisoners 
convicted  under  the  Crimes  Act  might  be 
confined  with  the  least  supervision,  and 
in  order  that  the  punishments  might  be 
made  as  bitter  and  as  cruel  as  possible. 
I  wont  to  know  why  my  hon.  Friend 
was  removed,  as  well  as  Mr.  O'Mahony, 
Alderman  Hooper,  Jasper  TuUy,  and 
many  others  1  Why  were  those  gentle- 
men removed  from  different  parts  of 
Ireland  to  this  gaol  where  the  Govern- 
ment had  a  fine,  stalwart  Governor  to 
carry  out  their  behests?  The  taxpayer 
will  want  to  know  these  things,  and  we, 
therefore,  demand  information.  My 
hon.  Friend  made  another  complaint,  as 
to   the   clipping  of  his   moustache   and 
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hair.  Why  was  that  done  at  that  par- 
ticular moment,  seeing  that  it  was  then 
that  the  right  hou.  (Jentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  under  pressaro  of  public 
opinion  from  without,  was  altering  the 
jegulations  1  I  say  that  the  action  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  proof  of 
his  malignity — and  lut  me  here  remark 
ihat  my  hon.  Friend  himself  has  never 
Ijrought  forward  any  complaint  in  this 
House  as  to  his  prison  treatment.  There 
is  no  reason,  however,  why  his  colleagues 
should  not  do  so,  and  why  they  should 
not  call  attention  to  the  indignities 
inflicted  on  everyone  imprisoned  under 
ihe  Coercion  Act.  It  may  be  said  that 
this  is  an  old  case,  because  it  occurred 
12  months  ago;  but  the  recollection  of 
the  apj)earance  of  my  hon.  Friend,  when 
he  attended  to  give  evidence  before  the 
Special  Commission,  is  still  fresh  in  our 
memories.  It  was  palpvble  to  everyone 
that  he  had  been  subjected  to  a  long 
course  of  barbarous  treatment.  There 
was  a  pinched  look  of  hunger  in  his  eyes, 
and  he  was  worn  almost  to  the  bone,  so 
that  no  one  could  look  n{)oii  him  without 
feeling  the  greatest  commiseration  and 
the  greatest  detcstjition  of  a  Government 
which  amid  pui-siie  a  political  adversary 
to  such  a  length.  We  shall  bo  told  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tlmt  this  is  an 
ancient  cose — with  his  usual  regard  for 

veracity 

The  CHAIEMAN.:  Order,  order ! 
Mr.  FLYNN:  Well,  with  his  usual 
scrupulous  adherence  to  accuracy. 
The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 
Mk.  FLYNN :  I  will  now  deal  with 
a  more  recent  case,  that  of  Mr.  J.  E. 
O'Mahony,  editor  of  the  Tipperary 
Natioiicdial.  His  was  a  case  of  a  Press 
offence,  if  ever  there  was  one.  He  is 
undergoing  imprisonment  for  the  grave 
oflFence  of  publishing  in  his  paper  certain 
proceedings  of  the  National  League.  He 
WHS  sent  first  to  Clonmcl  Gaol,  and  was 
thence  transferred  to  Tullamore.  A 
short  time  ago  Alderman  Cantwell,  a 
Visiting  Justice,  saw  him.  In  reply  to 
the  Alderman,  Mr.  O'Mahony  said  : — 

"I  have  to  <ay  I'm  shockingly  treated  b}- 
both  Governor  Andrewg  and  JJr.  Uewetson, 
prison  doctor.  Indeed,  if  they  had  conapired 
with  the  g^arrison  outitide  they  could  not  go 
rtbout  persecuting  me  worse.  The  morning 
after  I  nus  brought  in  hero  the  Governor  camo 
into  my  cell.  I  was  in  the  bed,  being  unable 
to  rise.  Ue  asked  me  to  wear  prison  clothes, 
kod  I,  of  course,  declined.  I  then  asked  him  for 


a  form  to  apply  to  the  Prisons  Board  for  per- 
mission for  Messrs.  Burke  &  Crean,  solicihora, 
to  see  me  in  connection  with  the  actiona  of 
Colonel  Caddell,  KM.,  and  Bob  I'ower  against 
the  Tipperary  tfatioiiatitt  and  myself,  and  he 
answered  by  asking,  '  Is  that  scurrilous  rag  to 
be  revived  again  ?  The  town  is  quiet  without 
it.'  Leaving  the  cell,  he  sneeringly  added, 
'  Matters,  I  suppose,  could  not  go  on  without 
that  rag  I'  'This  attack,'  continued  Mr. 
O'Mahony,  'was  absolutely  wanton  and  un- 
provoked. I  asked  to  see  the  doctor,  but  was 
partly  prepared  for  him,  because  the  Tippirary 
Nationalitl  gave  him  some  hard  knocks  for  his 
conduct  towards  \Vm.  O'Brien  ;  and  you  will 
remember,  Alderman,  that  in  the  course  of  my 
former  imprisonment  I  had  to  complain  to  you 
of  his  cruel  treatment.  While  suffering  a  bad 
attack  he  left  me  on  a  plank  bed  aud  on  prison 
diet,  with  nothing  to  drink  but  water  during 
the  night.  For  a  fortnight  before  my  present 
imprisonment  I  was  under  constant  medical 
treatment  and  supervision,  and  as  evidence  of 
the  severity  of  the  attack,  hud  to  have  a  fire 
night  and  day  in  my  room.'  '  I  may  tell  you,' 
remarked  Mr.  O'Mahony,  '  that  a  few  days 
before  my  illness,  in  presence  of  Mr.  John 
Kelly,  National  League  organiser,  I  weighed 
l:!8t.,  and  when  brought  in  here  I  only 
weighed  list.  31b.  All  this  I  told  the  prison 
doctor,  but  notwithstanding  he  put  me  into  an 
ordinary  cell  and  placed  me  on  ordinary  prison 
diet,  the  result  being  increased  prostration  and 
complete  loss  of  appetite,  so  much  so  that  for 
i>vt.T  four  days  I  hare  not  tasted  an  ounce  of 
solid  food.  I  cannot  pace  my  cell  twice  with- 
out staggering  against  the  wall ;  I  cannot  kneel 
with  a  pain  in  my  back,  nor  can  I  remain  in 
any  one  position  at  night  with  the  pains  in  my 
whole  body.  The  doctor  having  been  apprised 
of  ihia,  merely  said  it  was  owing  to  the  hardness 
of  my  bed," 

We  want  to  know  why  this  gentleman 
was  treated  in  this  way  after  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  yieldtd  to  the  force 
of  public  opinion,  and  liad  altered  his 
method  of  treating  politiwil  prisoners, 
particularly  in  the  matter  of  allowing 
them  to  wear  their  own  clothes.  Was 
Mr.  O'Mahony  treated  in  this  way 
simply  because  he  was  the  representa- 
tive of  a  local  journal?  The  rule  as  to 
cleanliness  was  originally  adopted  as  a 
boon  to  prisoners,  but  can  it  i)e  said  that 
i!8  application  to  a  gentleman  like  Mr. 
O'Maliony  was  anything  in  the  nature  of 
a  boim  ?  I  have  several  other  eases  here 
which  I  could  deal  with,  bnt  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  to  do  so.  They  will 
proliably  be  referred  to  by  other  hon. 
Members  ;  but  I  will  refer  the  Committee 
to  the  most  recent  instance  that  has 
come  under  my  observation  of  the 
arbitrary  and  illegal  manner  in  which 
the  Prison  Authorities  act  towards  thosi 
under  their  control.  A  short  time  ago, 
a  Mr.  James  O'Brien  was  confined  in 
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Cork  Gaol  charged  with  having  shadowed 
[a  constable.  He  was  arrested  by  tht< 
constable  ho  was  said  to  have  shadowed, 
and  handed  over  to  another  constable. 
A  Resident  Magistrate  was  telegraphed 
for,  Mr.  O'Brien  was  ordered  to  give  Imil 
and  refnsed,  and  ho  wmb  then  handed 
over  to  the  police  like  a  bnle  of  got)ds 
invoiced.  He  was  taken  up  in  this  way, 
not  summoned  ;  but  at  tiie  worst  he  was 
an  untried  prisoner.  Regardless  of  that 
fact,  however,  he  was  taken  to  Cork 
Graol  and  asked  to  wear  the  prison  uniform. 
He  protested  against  the  indignity,  but 
he  was  forcibly  stripped,  the  prison 
clothes  were  forced  on  him,  and  he  had 
to  remain  in  them  four  or  five  days, 
until  he  was  tried.  When  he  was  tried, 
the  Magistrate  thought  the  time  he  had 
I  served  in  gaol  was  sufBcieut,  and  he  was 
'  discharged.  In  the  meantime,  however, 
the  Governor  of  the  gaol  had  acted 
illegally,  having  broken  through  the 
Prison  Rules.  I  supjwse  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  will  say  that  the  remedy  of 
(a  civil  action  is  open  to  Mr.  O'Brien  if 
'  the  Governor  did  wrong  ;  but  I  would 
ask  whether  such  an  answer  as  that 
will  show  a  proper  conception  of 
their  duty  on  the  [wirt  of  the  Execn- 
jtive?  When  the  law  has  been  broken 
yhj  a  Government  official,  is  it  a  right 
thing  to  expect  the  victim  of  the 
illegality  to  vindicate  his  conduct  by  a 
civil  action  ?  Surely  it  ia  the  duty  of 
tlie  Government  to  make  amends  for  the 
wrongdoing  of  their  servant  and  to  givo 
jOompensation.  Anotlier  case  I  wish  to 
jring  before  the  Committee  is  that  of  Mr. 
^Redmond,  editor  of  the  Waterjord  News, 
board  a  few  weeks  ago  in  the  City  of 
Waterford.  Mr.  Redmond  was  charged 
with  a  Press  offence,  and  for  the  reason 
that  he  had  some  other  case  to  attend  to 
was  advised  by  his  friends  to  give  bail 
required.  The  Mayor  of  the  city  went 
a  Resident  Magiatnvte,  Mr.  Rudkin, 
and  asked  him  to  go  to  the  gaol  to  })erfect 
the  bail  bonds,  but  this  Magistrate 
actually  advised  tlie  Mayor  that  the 
prisouer  o^iiuld  not  be  bailed  out  unless 
before  two  Resident  Magistrates.  The 
result  was  that  Air.  Iledmond  waa 
[illegally  dftaiaed  in  prison  insttivd  of 
being  releas-jd  on  bail.  This  Magistrate 
was  ignorant  of  the  most  elementary 
principles  of  his  business,  and  I  wuiit  to 
know  what  the  Government  intend  to  do 
to  mark  their  sense  of  his  conduct  ? 
Mr.  Flynn 


(5.19.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRB 
(Bradford,  Central):  As  there  is  a 
general  disposition  to  finish  the  Irish 
Votes  to-night,  I  shall  refrain  from  goiny 
into  the  broad  question  of  the  treatment 
of  ptilitical  prisoners  in  Ireland,  which  I 
still  maintain  is  contrary  to  the  practice  of 
civilisud  ciiuntrius.  I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  drawing  special  attention  to  the 
treatment  of  bail  prisoners.  I  need 
hardly  point  out  that  this  question  baa 
become  one  of  great  importance  in  con- 
sequence of  a  considerable  number  of 
prisoners  being  imprisoned  under  the 
Statute  of  Edwai-d  III.,  and  also  of  the 
practice  which  has  grown  up  in  Ireland 
of  sentencing  prisoners  to  a  term  of 
imprisonment,  and  in  addition  ordering 
them  to  give  bail  for  good  behaviour  for 
a  certjiin  time.  I  believe,  although  that^ 
is  lawful  iu;cording  to  the  law  of  England, 
it  is  very  rarely  adopted  in  England,  and 
many  Judges  think  it  an  extremely 
unfair  course  to  take  with  regard  to 
prisoners.  I  have  been  told  by  many 
Judges  that  they  have  never  sentenced 
men  in  this  way,  and  that  they 
do  not  consider  it  tight  to  do  so. 
My  attention  was  specially  drawn 
to  the  question  which  I  wish  to 
bring  l)efore  the  House  in  consequence 
of  niy  own  exi)erience  in  visiting  one  of 
the  Irish  gaols.  In  the  course  of  last 
autumn  I  paid  a  visit  to  Galway,  and 
visited  my  hon.  Friend  tlie  Memlwr  for 
North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  who 
was  then  confined  in  Galway  Gaol.  I  had 
heard  that  such  visits  were  only  per- 
mitted in  presence  of  a  prison  warder; 
and  in  order  to  avoid  the  indignity  of 
having  to  converse  with  the  hon.  Member 
in  the  prt-seuee  of  a  warder,  I  wrote  to 
the  Prisons  Board  in  Ireland  and  pointed 
out  to  tlicm  that,  under  the  13th  section 
of  the  Prisons  (Ireland)  Act,  a  prisoner 
confined  in  default  of  bail  was  entitled, 
equally  with  a  firet-class  misdemeanant, 
to  see  his  friends  without  the  presence 
of  a  prison  warder.  The  Prisons 
Board  replied  that  the  matter  waa 
not  within  their  discretion,  and  that  it 
would  be  dealt  with  by  the  Visiting 
Justices  of  the  g^aol.  I  then  went  to  Gal- 
way, where  I  found  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway,  Connemara  (Mr.  Foley).  I  went 
with  him  to  the  gaol,  and  we  claimed  as 
a  risrht  that  we  should  be  permitted  to 
see  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Cork  without  the  presence  of  a  prison 
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warder.  We  were  informed  that  the 
Prison  Justices  had  met  that  morning, 
and  that  as  a  matter  of  special  favour  to 
myself  they  had  decided  that  I  should 
be  perniittid  to  see  the  hpn.  Member 
without  the  presence  of  a  warder. 
No  such  permission  was  given  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway,  Connemara, 
and  the  result  was  that  I  alone 
was  permitted  to  see  Iiim.  Upon 
this  I  communicated  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land ;  told  him  what  had  occurred  ;  and 
claimed,  as  a  matter  of  right,  that 
prisoners  on  bail  were  entitled  to  receive 
visitors  without  the  presence  of  a  warder. 
Apart  from  the  question  of  law,  1  also 
contended  as  a  matter  of  policy  that  the 
Prisons  Board  oaght,  if  necessary,  to 
adopt  a  rule  to  that  effect.  I  showed 
that  prisoners  on  bail  and  first-class 
misdemeanants  in  England  were  allowed 
to  receive  their  friends  without  the 
pre.'jence  of  a  warder.  I  referred  to  the 
cases  of  Mr.  Stead,  of  Mr.  Yates,  and  of 
Colonel  Valentine  Baker,  who,  while  in 
prison  as  first-class  misdemeanants,  were 
allowed  to  see  their  friends  without  the 
presence  of  a  warder.  In  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Jlember  for  Belfast,  who  was 
imprisoned  as  a  fir.'^tclass  misdemeanant 
some  years  ago,  Lurd  Mayo,  who  wa.s  the 
then  Chief  Secretary,  gave  directions 
that  he  should  be  allowed  to  see  his 
friends  without  the  presence  of  a  warder. 
On  the  legal  point  allow  me  to  call 
attention  to  the  1 3th  section  of  the  Irish 
Prisons  Act.  The  section  directs,  in 
reference  to  prisoners  who  are  uncon- 
victed— and  I  believe  a  bail  prisoner 
comes  within  that  category — that  the 
Prisons  Board  shall  make  rules  on  certain 
subjects,   and   one  of  these   subjects   is 

"  with  respect  to  commiinication  bfitween  the 
prisoner,  hia  solicitor  and  friends,  nnd  to  secure 
to  Biich  person  ri4{ular  Knd  private  eoinnnunica- 
tioD  between  him,  his  sjlicilor  and  his  frii-nds 
as  may  be  popsible, ' ' 

Imving  regard  to  the  necessity  of 
preventing  any  attempt  at  escape,  and 
BO  on.  I  have  ascertained  tliat  no  rules 
*  have  been  made  by  the  Prisons  Board 
under  this  section — at  all  events,  none 
inconsistent  with  the  sub-section — and 
I  Contend  that,  as  a  matter  bfith  of  law 
and  policy,  in  the  absence  of  any  rule, 
the  prisoners  detained  on  bail  in  Ire- 
land as  first  class  niisdemeuuants  ought 
to    be    allowed   to    see     their    friends 


without  the  presence  of  a  warder 
I  understand  that  at  the  present  time 
in  Ireland  prisoners  on  bail  are 
not  allowed  to  receive  their  friends 
without,  the  presence  of  the  warder 
-and  that  even  husbands  are  not 
allowed  to  see  their  wives  without 
such  presence.  That  is  an  outrage,  and 
it  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  exist. 
Why  should  there  be  this  distinction 
between  these  prisoners  in  Ireland  and 
first-class  misdoraeannnts  in  England T 
In  England  imprisoned  editors  of  nows- 
pajjers  are  always  allowed  to  edit  their 
[)ii[iers  from  the  prison.  That  was  so  in 
the  cases  of  Mr.  Stead  and  Mr.  Yates. 
But  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan)  was  imprisoned,  he 
was  denied  that  privilege,  and  indeed  he 
was  not  allowed  to  see  his  paper.  I  say 
that  in  all  points  of  detail  the  Irish 
Prisons  Board  carry  out  the  rules  with 
a  degree  of  severity  unknown  in  Eng- 
land. I  therefore  raise  this  question  as 
one  of  law  and  practice,  and  1  urge  it 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. I  wrote  the  Chief  Secretary  at 
some  length  on  the  matter,  but  I  have 
not  been  favoured  with  a  reply,  and  I 
think  I  have  a  right  to  complain  of  some 
little  want  of  courtesy.  It  was  a  matter 
iifl'ecting  not  myself,  but  a  considerable 
numlier  of  prisoners,  and  I  think  I  was 
justified  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
Fri-sons  Boivrd  and  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
it.  I  am  not  quite  certain  whether  I 
wrote  to  the  Chief  Secretary  or  to  the 
Prisons  Board,  but  it  was  to  one  or  the 
other,  and  I  received  no  reply,  and  from 
then  until  now  I  have  not  heard  a  word. 
Therefore,  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  raise  this 
question  in  oi*der  that  the  matter  might 
be  cleared  up,  and  in  order  that  the 
treatment  of  prisoners  in  Ireland  might 
bo  brought  iuto  harmony  with  the  treat- 
ment of  prisoners  in  England. 

(5.40.)  Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co., 
N.E.) :  Some  of  the  details  of  prison 
administration  have  been  dwelt  upon, 
but  I  wish  wo  could  find  an  opportunity 
to  discuss  the  general  question  of  prison 
treatment.  But  this  we  know,  that 
whatever  the  right  hon.  CSenlleman's 
policy  was  in  the  beginning,  whether 
good  or  bttd,  it  has  utterly  colla[>8ed. 
He  has  run  away  from  it.  At  the 
present  moment  the  Prison  Rules  in 
Ireland  are  a  perfect  mass  of  incon- 
sistencies  and  chaos.     I  will  not  discass 


wm 


•239  Supply— Civil 


{COMMONS} 


Service  Estimates. 


now  all  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  in  his  famous  interview  with  Mr. 
Blunt.  That  interview  lias  not  been 
forgotten.  I  do  not  think  it  has  ever 
been  explained.  People  will  retain  their 
own  opinions  about  it.  At  all  events, 
I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  ever  denied,  or  that  he  will 
deny,  that  his  original  policy  waa  to 
degrade  us  into  criminals  and  to  make 
ourselves  and  others  feel  that  we  were 
criminals.  I  ask  the  most  infatuated 
admirer  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
whether  he  has  succeeded  in  persuading 
a  single  human  being'  that  any  crimi- 
nalit}-  attaches  to  us.  It  we  are  criminals, 
why  are  we  in  the  House  of  Commons? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  tried 
hard  to  treat  us  just  as  he  would  treat 
thieves  and  burglars.  Are  thieves  aud 
burglars  allowed  to  sit  in  this  House  ? 
Are  the  Sessions  Courts  adjourned  in 
Ireland  to  enable  thieves  and  burglars 
to  attend  the  British  Legislature  ?  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that,  as  in  every  jwrtion 
of  his  policy,  lias  absolutely  broken 
down.  We  are  here,  and  I  ask  him 
by  what  right  does  he  dare  to  affect 
to  treat  us  as  criminals?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  the  courage  of  his 
convictions.  He  has  withdrawn  his 
Prison  Rules,  altered  them,  and  cancelled 
them,  without  the  smallest  bit  of  grace 
on  his  part.  His  rules  are  torn  to 
tatters  by  his  own  hand,  yet  we  have  not 
got  him  to  thank.  He  did  his  worst,  so 
long  as  he  thought  the  English  people 
would  stand  it,  and  until  the  Magistrates 
found  that  they  hal  power  ^ai  visit  the 
gaols.  He  lias  savagely  attacked  Ur. 
Moorhead,  who  was  the  first  to  discover 
this  right  of  the  Justices  to  visit  the 
gnols.  Had  that  discovery  not  been 
made,  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  continued  his  policy  to  this 
hour.  He  once  described  my  objection 
and  that  of  others  to  wearing  prison 
garments  as  a  moaomania.  I  am  sorry 
that  John  Mandeville,  who  suffered 
from  the  same  uiouomauia,  is  lying 
iu  his  grave  to-day.  Notwithstanding 
the  sarcastic  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  he  changed  his  opinion.  The 
monomania  was  catching.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  a  real  monomania 
on  this  prison  question,  because  he  is 
the  only  human  being  who  for  one  mo- 
ment affects  to  believe  that  the  change 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien 


of  clothing  was  necessary  for  the  purpose 
of  personal  cleanliness  or  for  sanitary 
considerations.  But  I  do  not  think 
that  anyone  believes  that  it  was  con- 
siderations of  hygiene  that  caused  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  up  night 
attacks  and  sentences  of  bread  and  water 
in  winter.  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  driven 
to  a  most  ignominious  surrender  on  that 
subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  haa 
again  and  again  been  the  medium  of  the 
false  charge  that  we  desired  to  be  treated 
differently  to  our  humbler  comrades. 
He  knows  in  his  heart  that  is  not  so. 
On  the  contrary,  we  claimed  to  be  treated 
just  as  the  humblest  of  our  comrades. 
We  wanted  a  classification  of  offences, 
not  of  persons.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  give  us  that.  He 
was  coerced  to  change  his  plaus.  What 
did  ho  do  1  He  set  up  a  most  offensive 
distinction  between  the  well-dressed  and 
the  ill-dressed  prisoners.  He  set  up  the 
distinction  of  the  cut  of  the  coat  and  the 
length  of  the  purse,  with  the  result  that 
the  Belfast  swindlers  and  criminals  of 
the  very  worst  stamp  were,  because 
they  happened  to  be  well  dressed, 
treated  with  a  consideration  that 
was  not  extended  to  the  poor  peasants 
guilty  of  political  offences,  and  who  were 
dealt  with  as  common  thieves  and 
burglars.  On  that  subject  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been  driven  to  a 
most  shameless  and  miserable  jiolicy.  I 
am  not  sj)eakiiig  of  his  theory  of  d© 
grading  or  ill-treating  us.  I  am  only 
speaking  of  his  inconsistency  from  the 
beginning — of  thomeanne8.s,  cowardliness, 
and  utter  collapse  of  this  attempt  to  put 
thousands  of  respected  and  resj^iectabl 
men  in  Ireland  to  tlie  level  of  footpads, 
Upon  every  point  on  which  the  right  hon; 
Gentleman  has  been  tackled  he  has  been' 
beaten.  Take  the  question  of  exercise, 
for  instance.  He  began  by  trying  to 
breakdown  the  resistanceot  the  prisoners 
by  depriving  them  of  exercise  altogether. 
My  friend,  Mr.  Hooper,  formerly  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  was  kept  28  days 
without  exercise,  because  he  refused  to 
exercise  with  criminals.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Cork  was  confined 
to  his  cell  because  he  refused  to  exercise 
with  thieves  and  scoundrels.  What  has 
been  the  result  1  The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man, and  not  the  prisoners,  has  sur. 
rendered.      John    Kelly   was   punishei 
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again  and  ngain,  by  beiug  put  on  bread 
Bnd  water  in  Derry  Prison,  fur  refusing 
t()  exercise  with  criminals.  Two  weeks 
after  he  was  allowed  to  exercise  by  him- 
self. I  will  now  call  attention  to  another 
point  which  is  of  groat  importance.  I 
refer  to  the  question  of  prison  labonr. 
It  was  on  the  question  of  the  reform  of 
prison  tasks  that  poor  John  Mandevilk- 
received  the  punishment  which  killed 
him.  Another  man  whs  sentenced 
again  and  again  to  bread  and  water  and 
confinement  to  his  cell  for  refusing  to 
clean  the  cell  out,  and  that  unfortunate 
man  is  in  his  bed  to-day.  Then  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Gal  way 
refused,  when  in  prison,  to  perform  these 
tusks,  and  when  it  began  to  be  known  in 
England  that  this  was  the  commence- 
ment of  another  struggle,  and  that  the 
matter  would  be  fought  out  to  tiie 
bitter  end,  the  Prisons  Board  discovered 
that  there  was  a  legal  power  under  which 
John  Mandeville  and  the  rest  would 
have  been  entitled  to  exemption  from 
these  prison  tasks  on  payment  of  one 
penny  a  day.  It  was  therefore  they  and 
n-">t  he  who  had  acted  illegally  in  in- 
flicting this  sort  of  punishment,  and  the 
result  was  that  having  found  this 
excuse  for  giving  up  the  struggle  against 
men  they  also  gave  up  the  penny 
day.  In  point  of  fact,  they  have  been 
iten  in  every  portion  of  their  jird- 
_  me  from  the  original  position  they 
took  up.  This  is  the  reason  why  they 
would  not  allow  Lord  Abcrdare's  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  these  cases,  so 
"  cribbed,  cabined,  and  confined  "  were 
they.  These  things  are  not  the  fault 
of  the  pri.son  officials  in  Ireland,  and  I 
must  say  that  according  to  my  own 
experience  those  officials  are  thoroughly 
ashamed  of  their  work.  The  vast 
majority  of  them  would  be  only  t<x)  glad 
to  have  the  chance  of  being  humane  and 
of  recognising  ojienly  those  distinctions 
which  every  one  is  forced  to  recognise  at 
least  a  hundred  times  a  day.  As  for  the 
Prisons  Board,  they  are  practically  driven 
to  their  wits'  end  in  carrying  out  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If 
they  were  told  definitely  and  distinctly 
that  they  roust  enforce  the  Prison  Rules 
nniformly  and  consistently,  or  if  they 
were  instructed  to  give  up  the  impossible 
task  of  forcing  political  prisoners  to 
believe  that  they  were  criminals,  and  to 
treat  them  as  human  beings,  they  would 


understand  what  they  liave  to  do.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  the 
candour  to  admit  that  his  policy  of  treating 
us  as  brutes  has  utterly  colLipsed.  He 
has  not — I  will  not  say  the  courage — 
but  the  impudence  to  carry  that  policy 
to  its  legitimate  conclusion.  If  we 
could  have  Lord  Aberdare's  Committee 
or  any  other  Committee  appointed,  with 
fall  powers  to  thrasli  out  the  whole  sulv 
ject,  it  would  ]iriib{il>ly  be  found  that 
this  vacillating  and  brutal  system  of 
jjrison  treatment  is  about  as  disgraceful 
a  procedure  as  was  ever  countenanced  by 
a  civili.sed  .Government.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
agree  to  refer  this  matter  to  a  Com- 
mittee. I  am  afraid  ho  will  not.  I  am 
afraid  he  does  not  want  the  English 
public  to  know  what  is  the  character  of 
the  firm  and  resolute  Government  before 
which  the  Irish  people  are  expected  to 
fall  down  and  worehip — a  Government 
wliieh  chops  and  changes  with  every 
breath  of  public  opinion  as  expressed  in 
the  bye-elections — a  Government  whose 
whole  policy,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  is  summed 
up  in  these  words,  "  Be  just  as  savage  as 
3-ou  dare,  but  do  not  injure  the  Govern- 
mont."  That  is  a  fair  summary  of  the 
puliey  of  the  Government  in  Ireland, 
and  this  being  so,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  want  the  English  public 
to  understand  the  infamous  way  in 
which  he  has  treated  thousands — at  least 
4,000 — of  the  most  respected  citizens  of 
Ireland.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  anything 
harsh  of  the  humiliating  change  of  front 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  driven  in  reference  to  this  ques- 
tion. I  should  not  say  one  word  on  this 
subject  if  I  thought  it  was  his  conscience 
that  had  pricked  him,  but  I  must  say 
that  he  has  adopted  a  jiolicy  whch  he 
has  not  had  tlie  imprudence  to  carry  to 
its  legitimate  conclusiim,  while  he  has 
not  the  honesty  to  admit  that  he  is 
unable  to  carry  out  that  pnlicy  in  the 
ca.se  of  Memlwrs  of  Parliament  as  long  as 
English  public  opinion  is  with  ns, 
although  he  thinks  he  may  carry  it  out 
in  the  case  of  news|)apt'r  men  like 
M'Enery  and  Jasper  Tully,  who  are,  at 
the  present  moment,  picking  oakum 
because  they  have  published  reports  of 
branch  meetings  of  the  League  which  I 
in  my  paper  continue  to  publish,  and 
which  most  of  the  other  Nationalist 
papei-s    are    in     the    regular    habit    of 
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I  say  to  the  right  hon. 
let  us  have  a  cunsisteiit 
policy ;  either  carry  out  your  rules  and 
kill  us  if  you  have  tlie  courage  to  do  so, 
and  are  backed  by  English  opinion,  i.ir 
enunciate  some  other  policy  that  is 
intelligible  and  consistent.  As  it  is, 
you  have  imprisoned  something  like 
4,000  of  the  best  men  in  Ireland,  not 
half  a  dozen  of  whom  are  criminals  or 
men  with  whom  any  Member  of  this 
House  would  be  ashamed  to  shake  hands. 
I  call  upon  the  Chief  Secretary  either  to 
have  the  courage  to  carry  out  logically 
and  consistently  the  thoroughgoing 
execution  of  these  brutal  Prison  Rules,  or 
else  to  have  the  candour  to  admit  that 
they  are  utterly  untenable  and  a  disgrace 
to  his  administration. 

(5.57.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  foh 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.):  I  am  unwilling  to  disturb  the 
relative  solitude  of  the  Benches  by  any 
speech  couched  iu  the  controversial  tone 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  thought 
fit  to  atlopt  on  this  congenial  topic. 
["  Oh  !  "]  It  is  a  congenial  topic, 
because  it  is  one  on  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  favoured  tho  Committee  year 
after  year.  I  will  proceed,  however,  to 
deal  as  shortly  as  I  can  with  the  various 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  have  taken  part  iu  tliis  Debate. 
With  itiferenco  to  the  case  of  Morrisey, 
who  is  in  prison  for  contempt  of  Court, 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  will  at 
once  make  himself  acquainted  with  the 
facts,  with  a  view  U>  cnnsideriDg  whether 
there  is  a  fair  case  for  release  or  not. 
Ab  to  the  case  of  Mr.  M'Euery,  the 
right  of  the  Prisons  Board  to  remove 
prisoners  from  the  locality  in  which  the 
oSenoe  is  committed  is  one  that  has 
been  constantly  exercised  without  com- 
ment in  this  House.  It  must  be  evident 
that  occasionally,  as  where  tlie  prisoner 
is  a  person  who  might,  either  through 
his  own  action  or  that  of  his  friends, 
give  rise  to  excitement  or  agitation  in 
the  town  in  which  he  hved,  it  might  be 
convenient  iu  the  public  interest  to 
remove  tho  prisoner  to  some  other 
locality.  Tulkmore,  the  prison  to  which 
Mr.  M'Enery  was  removed,  is  a 
healthy  prison,  and  extremely  well 
suited  for  the  purpiises  of  a  prison,  and 
I  do  not  think  Mr.  il'Enery  has  any- 
right  or  reason  to  complain.  The  hon. 
Mr.  IV.  O'Brien 


Member  for  North  Cork  raised  a  number 
of  cases  in  which  he  iniorme<l  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Prison  Rules  with  regsrd 
to  dress  had  been  violated  in  the  case  of 
certain  prisoners  recently  confined.  I: 
regard  to  Mr.  James  O'Brien,  I  have  ai 
information.  I  do  not  think  any  questaoi 
has  been  asked  iu  the  House  with  regai 
to  the  treatment  of  Mr.  James  O'Brien. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Yes,  distinctly. 

Mil.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  question 
was  not  addressed  to  me,  or  I  should 
doubtless  have  been  aware  of  it.  It  does 
appear  to  have  been  the  opinion  of  the 
Prisons  Board  that  this  gentleman  was 
not  sufiiciently  supplied  with  clothing; 
With  regard  to  the  case  of  Mr.O'Mahone; 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  for  Norl 
Cork  is  mistaken.  I  tind  a  question  wi 
asked  in  the  Honse  on  March  14 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary. 
The  question  in  this  instance  related 
not  to  prison  dress,  but  to  exer- 
cise. In  tho  course  of  the  answer  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  it  appeared  that  the  prisoner  was 
exercised  alone,  inasmuch  as  he  electei 
to  wear  his  own  clothes.  I,  therefi 
think  it  must  be  under  some  misapi 
hension  that  the  hon.  Member  haa 
the  question  of  Mr.  O'Mahoney  in 
connection.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gouti 
man  the  Member  for  Bradford  gave  tl 
Committee  a  narrative  of  his  experien( 
connected  with  his  visit  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  in  Galway 
Gaol.  He  told  the  Committee  that  he 
had  written  a  letter  either  to  me  or  to 
the  Prisons  Board  giving  liia  views  on 
the  legal  aspect  of  the  question.  I  have 
no  recolleetion  of  having  received  any 
such  letter  ;  and  if  it  was  addressed  to 
the  Prisons  Board,  I  am  extremely  sur- 
prised that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  received  no  answer,  because, 
whether  the  Prisons  lk)!ird  thought  it 
right  or  not  to  enter  intij  a  controversy 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
subject,  1  feel  sure  they  would  have  sent 
un  otficial  acknowledgment  of  the  i-eceipt 
of  the  letter  if  it  was  received.  I  thiuk 
the  letter  must  have  Tuiscarried,  but  I 
will  make  inquiry,  and  find  out  why 
attention  was  not  paid  to  the  communica- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  (ientlcman.  As 
reg^ards  the  main  argument  of  the  righfc 
hon.  Gentleman,  it  ap{)ears  that  in 
land  the  Visiting  Justices  have  a  dii 
tion  in   the  matter.     They  can 
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these  communications  between  prisoners 
and  their  friends  to  go  on  in  the 
presence  of  a  warder  or  not.  The 
Justices  seem  to  have  decided  that  in 
this  particular  case  the  interview  should 
take  place  without  the  presence  of  a 
warder.  As  a  general  rule,  interviews 
take  place  in  the  presence  of  a  warder  ; 
but  when  the  ripht  irentleman  visited 
Galway  Gaol,  the  Visitiag  Justices  appear 
to  have  paid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  pereonal  compliment  of  allowing  the 
interview  without  the  presence  of  a 
warder.  I  do  not  criticise  the  action  of 
the  Visiting  Justices  ;  they  are  not  under 
my  control,  and,  if  they  thought  that  a 
proper  compliment  to  pny  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  1  have  nothing  to  say 
either  for  or  against  their  action. 
I  Mr.   SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I   did   not 

'       claim   it   on   my  own    behalf,  and  ns  a 
matter  between  the  hon.   Member   and 

I  myself,  but   as  a  matter  of  rulj  under 
(the   law,    that    the    hon.   Member   was 
entitled    to  see   a   visitor   without    the 
presence  of  a  warder. 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :    I  flunk    the 
tight  hou.  Gentleman   is   hardly   correct 
in  his  interpretation  of  the  law  ;  but  if 
that    is    80,    his   view   can     be    legally 
enforced.     No  change  lias  been  made  by 
the   Prisons   Board  in   this  connection, 
(       and  I  presume  they  have  founded    their 
invariable   procedure   on  an  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Prisons  Act  which  thej'  have 
I       taken  pains  to  verify.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
j       man  who  last  sat  down  went  into  very 
(       ancient   history.       He  went  back  to  the 
conversation   between  myself  and    Mr. 
Wilfrid  Blunt,  when  staying  together  in 
a    country    house,    and    of    which    an 
extraordinary,    garbled,   and   inaccurate 
version  was   given   to  the   public   and 
categorically  contradicted  by  me  at  the 
^_,time. 

■    Mr.  W.   O'BRIEN:    Will  the   right 
^*lion.  Gentleman  now  give  us  his  version 

of  what  he  said  ? 
j  Mb.  a.   J.  BALFOUR :    No  ;    I  can 

hardly  be  expected  at  this  distance  of 
'  time  to  recollect  exactly  what  was  said, 
but  I  can  very  well  recollect  that  I  never 
said  imything  of  the  kind  that  Mr  Blunt 
attributed  to  me.  The  pnr|>ort  of  what 
Mr.  Blunt  said  was  that  I  expressed  a 
desire  to  exterminate  my  political 
opponents  by  subjecting  them  to  hard- 
sliips  in  Irish  prisons.  The  hnn. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North-East 


Cork  himself  has  been  four  times  an 
inmate  of  Irish  prisons,  and  I  can  point 
to  him  as  a  living  testimony  to  the 
excellence  of  the  fare  received  on  those 
occasions. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Thanks  to  the 
English  people,  not  to  you. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  waxed  very  angry  with  me 
over  the  intention  he  attributed  to  me  of 
compelling  him  to  admit  himself  to  be  a 
criminal.  I  had  never  any  such  inten- 
tion. I  have  my  own  views  of  the 
actions  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
have  supported  those  views  on  certaih 
occasions,  but  I  have  never  desired  that 
he  should  be  compelled,  directly  or 
indirectly,  to  express  any  views  on  the 
subject.  That  is  entirely  a  matter 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
He  has  a  right  to  his  own 
opinion,  and  I  have  an  equal  right  to 
mine.  The  hon.  Gentleman  asks  why, 
if  he  is  a  criminal,  he  is  a  Member  of 
this  House  t  There  are  regulations  laid 
down  which  describe  the  offences  which 
prevent  gentlemen  from  being  Members 
uf  the  House,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  committed  one  of  these  offences, 
and,  tlierefore,  we  shall  have  the  advan- 
tage of  his  presence  among  us.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Cuning- 
liame Graham) also  came  intoconflictwith 
the  laws  of  his  country,  not  in  Ireland, 
but  in  Enghind  ;  and  in  accordance  with 
ordinary  procedure,  he  was  brought 
before  a  Magistrate  and  sent  to 
prison,  where  he  wa-s  subjected  to  the 
.severer  treatment  meted  out  to  jirisoners. 
in  English  prisfms,  though  there  is  the 
difference  in  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ijinark,  that  he  has  never 
made  any  cojnplaint  of  the  treatment  to 
which,  by  his  own  action,  he  subjected 
himself.  When  he  had  completed  his 
sentence  he  returned  to  this  Hinise,  for 
he,  like  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Cork,  had  not  committed  any  offence 
against  the  law  for  which  the  Rules  of 
this  House  prescribe  that  a  person  com- 
mitting such  offence  shall  be  disqualified 
from  sitting  here,  so  he  remains  with  ufl 
unto  this  day.  In  either  case  the  treat- 
ment is  the  same.  The  question  the 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  about  him.self 
might,  with  equal  justice,  bo  asked  about 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lanarkshire.  Then 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien) 
went  on  to  develop,   at  great  length,  a 
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theme  he  is  very  fond  of.  He  is  always 
anxious  to  prove  to  the  country  that  the 
Government  are,  as  he  describes  it, 
beaten  to  their  knees,  and  the  particular 
illustration  of  that  position  he  ha« 
pwvided  relates  t»  the  action  taken  by 
myself  in  regard  to  prison  clothes.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  objected  to  my  describ- 
ing iiis  opinion  on  the  wearing  of  prison 
clothes  as  a  monomania.  Well,  I  think 
it  is.  If  it  should  be  my  lot,  which  I 
trust  it  may  never  be,  to  come  into  con- 
flict with  the  law  and  become  an  inmate 
of  a  prison,  I  should  not  object  to  conform 
to  the  regulations  that  govern  prisoners, 
the  use  of  prison  clothes  among  them. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  takes  a  different 
view.  I  do  not  understand  why  it  is  he 
thinks  a  tremendous  victory  haa  been 
gained  over  the  Government.  I  am 
sure  I  am  not  concerned  to  discuss  in 
this  connection  who  has  won  and  who 
has  lost.,  but,  merely  as  a  matter  of 
curiosity,  I  may  ask  why  it  is  he  claims 
to  have  gained  a  great  victoiy  t  The  hon. 
Gentleman  sa^'s  that  he  wanted  no  dis- 
tinction made  between  his  lot  and  the 
lot  of  other  prisoners,  except  a  distinction 
founded  upon  the  classification  of  offences ; 
that  he  only  wanted  some  distinction  by 
which  it  should  be  publicly  admitted 
that  he  in  breaking  the  law  had  done 
something  entirely  different  to  other 
offenders  against  the  law,  other  criminals 
who  break  the  law.     If  the  hon.  Gentle- 


Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  How  honourable, 
and  yet  a  criminal  T 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  If  that  is  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  says,  it  is  a.thing  ho 
has  not  got,  because  he  admits  he  makes 
it  matter  of  complaint  that  we  still 
decline  to  draw  a  line  between  offences 
he  ordinarily  and  inaccurately  describes 
as  political  and  other  offences  against 
the  laws  of  the  country.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  very  angry  with  me 
because  it  has  been  laid  down  in  the 
new  prison  rules  that  the  wearing  of 
prison  dress  is  not  to  depend  in  any  way 
upon  the  class  of  offence  committed.  We 
did  decline  to  make  that  distinction,  and 
we  still  decline,  and  therefore  it  appears 
that  we  have  retained  the  only  position 
we  desired  to  retain,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  failed  to  obtain  the  only 
thing  he  wished  to  obtain.  Under  the 
circumstances,  I  think  the  triumph  he 
claims  is  deprived  of  any  value,  and  he 
Mr.A.  J.  Balfour 


must  seek  some  field  other  than  tliat  oE 
prison  discipline  to  gratify  his  ambition. 
The  broad  statistics  of  the  health  of  the 
prisoners  in  Ireland  CL'nclusively  proTtt 
that  the  condition  of  Irish  prisons  is 
good.  The  health  of  prisoners  leaves 
nothing  to  bo  desired.  The  only  dis- 
tinction that  has  occurred  between  those 
whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  erroneously 
describes  as  political  offenders  and  others 
is  not  founded  on  any  action  of  mine,  but 
is  founded  on  the  action  of  the  prison 
doctors.  I  believe  that  a  very  much 
larger  proportion  of  those  gentlemen 
have  had  the  advantage  of  hospital 
treatment  than  has  been  accorded  to  any 
other  class  of  prisoners  ;  but  whether 
they  liave  had  ordinary  prison  treatment 
or  hospital  treatment  I  think  the  record 
of  the  health  of  prisoners  is  a  satisfactory 
proof  of  the  good  condition  of  Irish 
prisons. 

(6.15.)  Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  The- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  again  adopted 
that  sneering  manner  to  which  we  are 
well  accustomed.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
objection.  I  have  myself  been  the  object 
of  such  sneers  for  a  good  many  years, 
and  am  not  in  the  least  degree  the  worse 
for  them,  and,  so  far  as  I  can  gather, 
the  demeanour  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, his  sneers  and  smiling  insults  have 
assisted  our  cause  very  much  amoqp 
the  English  constituencies.  Except, 
therefore,  as  a  matter  of  personal  good 
taste  I  do  not  care  how  long  he  continues 
this  demeanour.  But  is  it  not  a  most 
unworthy  tone  for  a  Minister  to  adopt  T 
He  has  said  nothing  in  the  speech  to 
which  we  have  just  listened,  or  in  any  of 
his  various  speeches  on  this  subject, 
nothing  at  all,  in  answer  to  the  brood 
charge,  the  undoubtedly  true  charge,  thst 
a  method  of  petty  persecution  as  regards 
prison  treatment  has  been  adopted 
against  his  political  opponents  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  believe,  did 
at  the  time  deny  the  statement  attributed 
to  him  by  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt,  and  I 
am  not  concerned  with  whether  the 
alleged  statements  of  what  took  place  in 
the  conversation  are  true  or  not ;  but 
what  seems  to  me  to  be  beyond  all  con- 
troversy, no  matter  what  may  have  been 
said  on  that  occasion,  is  that  in  the 
beginning  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
started  on  his  policy  in  Ireland  with  the 
deliberate  intention  of  degrading,  insult- 
ing, and  inHicting  cruel  suffering  upon 
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his  political  opponents  in  Ireland — a 
mean,  shabby,  cowardly  policy.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stands  at  that 
Table  and  tells  us,  with  a  smile,  that  we 
look  all  the  better  for  our  prison  treat- 
ment— well  I  question  the  good  taate  of 
his  observations.  For  myself,  and  others 
of  my  comradea  in  the  Irish  cause,  I  say 
it  is  false  to  say  that  we  have  made  com- 
plaints, here  or  elsewhere,  of  our  prison 
treatment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  that  we  have  never  complained. 
It  is  true  that  public  comment  arose  on 
the  details  of  prison  treatment,  but  it  is 
not  true,  it  is  false,  to  say  that  we  made 
any  complaint  of  our  treatment  in  Irish 
prisons.  It  is  not  courteous,  it  is  not 
decent,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
stand  up  in  this  House  and  refer,  a&  he 
has,  to  our  prison  treatment.  The  right 
__^  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  hopes  he  never 
lAmay  liave  experience  of  prison  life, 
^Band  I  do  not  suppose  he  ever  will 
^Hliave  such  experience,  for  he  has 
^HUways  taken  care  to  stand  by  a 
^P  Party  who  are  never  likely  to  get  into 
I  prison.  \Cheers.'\  Yes,  but  I  know  this, 
that  all  the  good  causes  that  were  over 
fought  for  and  have  triumphed  in  this 
world  were  not  won  by  the  people  who 
were  afraid  to  go  to  prison.  I  am  not 
ashamed,  and  never  shall  be  aahamed,  to 
remember  that  I  have  stood  among  men 
who  have  gone  to  prison  for  our  cause  and 
may  do  so  again.  It  ia  not  unnatural 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
sneer  at  and  treat  with  contempt  the 
squalid  details,  as  he  describes  them,  uf 
prison  treatment,  but  wo  who  have  been 
submitted  to  these  details  of  prison 
treatment,  some  of  us  four  or  five  times, 
having  regard  to  the  future,  naturally 
take  an  interest  in  these  details,  although 
they  are  squalid.  I  admit  tljey  are 
squalid.  I  have  worn  prison  linen,  and 
I  venture  to  say  it  is  not  spotless,  it  is 
not  pleasant  to  wear  or  to  look  at.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  look  at  the 
clothing  before  he  is  qualified  to  say  he 
would  be  willing  to  wear  it.  I  should 
like  to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
walking  round  a  ring  in  prison  uniform. 
He  is  a  man  greatly  sidmired  by  his 
friends  for  his  personal  appearance.  I 
am  reminded  of  an  observation  from  an 
old  Irishwoman  I  once  overheard.  She 
was  looking  at  a  lady  whom  nature  had 
not  endowed  with  beauty,  but  who  wna 
exquisitely  dressed,  and  she  said,  "  Glory 


be  to  God,  how  much  dress  will  do  for  a 
woman."  I  have  thought  of  this  re- 
mark as  I  have  seen  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  walking  up  the  floor  of  the 
House.  I  think  his  dress  does  a  great 
deal  for  him.  I  congratulate  him  upon 
his  tailor,  and  should  like  to  know  his 
address.  Ah,  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  admirers  saw  him  walking 
round  a  prisoners'  ring  in  the  garb  we 
liave  worn,  I  do  not  think  they  would 
eunsider  him  such  a  handsome  man  a& 
now  they  do.  All  this  is  very  laughable 
as  we  speak  of  these  things  in  this 
House,  but  they  were  not  so  when  they 
wore  inflicted  ujion  us,  and  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  who  tliinks  it  manly 
to  sneer  at  us,  who  would  not  suffer 
under  a  sense  of  cruel  wrong  if  subjected 
to  the  treatment  we  endured.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  he  would  not  object 
to  wear  the  prison  dress.  Did  he  ever 
see  it  ?  Did  he  ever  go  into  a  prison 
and  see  the  details  of  prison  life  ?  I 
do  not  suppose  he  ever  did,  or  has  the 
least  idea  uf  what  they  are.  I  recollect 
that  the  Dublin  Evening  Express,  the 
organ  of  the  Irish  Conservative  Party, 
rejoicing  over  the  passing  of  the  Coercion 
Act,  said  in  a  leading  article — 

"At  lait  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
Beeiug  the  leadeni  of  the  Kational  Patty  dressed 
in  the  livery  of  crime." 

Yes,  it  is  an  outrage,  a  cruel  outrage.  I 
do  not  know  whether  hon.  Gentlemen 
appreciate  that  the  outrage  is  not  con- 
nected with  the  material  discomforts  of 
imprisonment,  not  confined  to  the  out- 
rage connected  with  what  is  vulgarly 
called  "  grub."  Men  are  anxious  to 
make  pairs  and  leave  this  House  in  the 
evening,  because  the  dinners  provided 
arc  not  sufficiently  good  for  them, 
and  they  drive  to  the  "  Reform  "  or  the 
"  Carlton."  They  would,  no  doubt,  suffer 
from  prison  food  ;  but  let  me  tell  hon. 
Members,  possibly  they  may  not  be 
aware  of  the  fact,  that  there  are  people 
in  Ireland  who  can  i^uffer  keenly,  with  a 
suffering  not  of  a  material  kind,  men,  too, 
of  a  humble  position  in  life,  with  a  ctuel, 
bitter  sense  of  wrong,  of  terrible  injury 
they  can  never  forget,  at  being  compelled 
t<i  wear  the  "livery  of  crime."  There  is 
not  to-day  a  man  of  enlightenment  and 
intelligence  in  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  Continent  of  Europe,  or  in  America, 
who  does  not  regard  the  whole  of  this 
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prison  treatment  to  which  we  have  been 
subjected  as  an  outrage  upon  civilisation, 
and  an  infamy  to  the  Government 
who  inflicted  it.  I  agree  to  the 
fullest  extent  with  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  fur  North  -  East  Cork 
in  the  view  he  lias  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee. I  soy  that  the  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  he  accepts  full 
responsibility  in  regard  to  prison  treat- 
ment, lias  Ixfcn  mean  and  contemptible 
in  the  highest  degfree.  He  has  not 
pursued,  he  has  not  had  the  courage  to 
pursue,  a  consistent  policy  in  this.  He 
started  by  declaring  that,  come  what 
would,  he  would  make  no  difference 
between  priest  and  layman,  Member  of 
Parliament  or  peasant,  and  inch  by  inch, 
as  the  tide  of  public  opinion  rose,  and  as 
he  saw  the  use  that  was  made  of  this 
prison  treatment  at  the  expense  of  his 
Party  at  English  bye-elections,  inch  by 
inch  ho  gave  way.  He  has  removed 
many  of  the  objectionable  features  in 
connection  particularly — and  this  is  the 
meaness  of  the  policy — particularly  in 
connection  with  the  im])risonmeut  of 
men  who  can  come  over  to  England 
and  address  an  English  audience.  The 
poor  peasant  is  treated  like  a  pickpocket, 
but  for  a  precisely  similar  offence  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  afraid  so  to  treat 
the  man  who  can  afterwards  speak  to  an 
English  meeting.  Is  that  not  base, 
meau,  and  contemptible,  and  not  only 
base  and  contemptible,  but  directly  con- 
trary t<.i  the  action  to  which  he  pledged 
himself,  in  the  face  of  this  House  and  of 
England,  when  he  entered  ujwn  his 
cruel  and  most  indefensible  policy?  I 
will  say  no  more  upon  the  general 
ground,  the  "  squalid  details "  of  our 
prison  treatment.  I  have  been  tried  two 
or  three  times,  and  I  have  suffered  im- 
prisonment on  a  charge  of  criminal  con- 
spiracy. Nothing  is  morecertain  thanthat 
if  it  were  possible  toconvict  me  in  England 
— that  is  imjwssibleT  but  supposing  it 
were  possible,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  to 
convict  me  upm  the  same  evidence  as 
that  upon  which  I  wasconvictedin  Ireland 
of  the  offence  of  criminal  conspijucy, 
then  I  should  bo  ortlered  to  be  treated 
as  a  first  class  misdemeanant.  I.spejik  not 
for  myself,  but  for  another  man, 
who  had  not  the  faintest  intention  of 
crime.  Docs  anyone  maintain  that  in 
England  a  man  convicted  for  crimiuol 
conspiracy,  the  object  being  no  crime, 
ilr.  Dillon 


I  and  only  a  crime  as  being  in  the  nature 
of  conspiracyunderthe  Common  Law,doe8 
anyone  say  that  in  England  the  Judg^ 
would  not  order  him  tii  be  treated  as  a 
lirst-class  misdemeanant  ?     At  the  pre- 

I  sent  moment  Mr.  John  Kelly  is  serving 
a  sentence  of  imprisonment  with  h»rd 
labour  at  Clonmel.  He  has  refused  to 
do  any  hard  labour,  as  I  am  informed,  or  ., 
to  conform  to  the  rules  which  he  considers 
humiliating  for  the  treatment  of  a  liard 

I  lab(iur  pri.»oiier.  Now,  I  want  to  know 
is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  going  to 
inflict  savage   and  brutal  treatment  in 

[  order  to  compel  Mr.  John   Kelly  to  do 

,  labour  that  he  would  never  be  a.skod  to 
do  in  this  country  ?     I  warn  him  that  if 

I  he  does  he  will  hear  a  great  deal  more 
of  this  case.  I  must  say  tliat  it  seems  to 
me  this  is  a  gross  example  of  the  cmel 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
Having  said  so  much  with  regard  to  this 
particular  case,  and  as  I  suppt^se  I  should 

I  not  be  in  order  in  enlarging  upon  it  at 

'  any  length,  and  as  we  may  be  obliged 
before  long  to  bring  it  in  another  way 
before  the  House,  I  will  conclude  re- 
peating what  I  have  more  than  once 
said  :  We  Irish  Members  and  Members 
of  the  Nationalist  Party  have  not  com- 

I  plained  of  our  prison  treatment,  but  on 
general  principles  we  do  protest  against 
the  Queen's  subjects,  and  still  more  the 
people  of  Ireland,  being  subjected  to 
humiliating,  insulting,  treatment,  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  all  intelligent  civilised 
people  in  the  world,  should  be  reserved 
for  those  guilty  of  disiiraceful  crimes. 

\     (6.30.)    Mr.    a.    J.    BALFOUR:   I 

'  do  not  want  to  prolong  the  discussion, 
but  as  the  hon.  Member  has  taken  ex- 
ception to  the  tone  of  my  speech,  I 
merely  wish  to  say  that  I  endeavoured 
studiously  to  remain  within  the  bounds 
of  moderation,   although,    as  it   will  be 

'  remembered  in  the  speech  to  which  I 
was  replying,  I  was  described  as  base, 
contemptible,  cowardly,  ami  a  would-be 
murderer.  [Mr.  W.  O'BuiEN  :  That  is 
absolutely  false.]  In  these  circumstances 
I  think  that  I  have  been  remarkably 
moderate. 

(6.31.)  Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tip- 
perary,  S.)  :  Considering  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  never  at  any  time  con- 
tradicted the  letU'r  of  Mi-.  Wilfrid 
Blunt,  I  am  not  at  all  surpri-scd  to  leara 
that  his  conduct  towards  prisoners  in 
Ireland  has  been  described  in  the  terms 
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lie  has  just  quoted.  He  lias  said  in  his 
fljieecli  he  believed  we  were  monomauincs 
for  Laving  objected  tfl  tlio  treatment  to 
■which  we  were  subjected,  and  that  he 
himself,  if  he  were  a  prisoner,  won  Id  not 
object  to  the  treatment  of  an  ordinary 
common  criminal,  that  he  would  follow 
the  example  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lanarkshire  (Mr.  C.  Graham),  and 
willingly  allow  himself  to  be  subjected 
to  this  indignity.  But  there  is  no  com- 
parison between  the  offences  the  Irish 
Memliers  were  charged  with  and  the 
nlleged  (ifferce  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lanarkshire.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was 
punished  for  violence.  1  introduced  a 
Bill  in  this  House  last  year  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  offences  under 
the  Crimes  Act,  and  I  specially  exempted 
ft,ll  oa.^es  of  violence.     I  claimed  for  the 

en  imprisoned  under  that  Act  the 
atinont  of  political  offenders,  but  I 
exempted  from  such  treatment  all  those 
who  wore  found  guilty  of  acts  of  violence. 
During  tiie  course  of  the  discussion 
which  took  place  on  my  Bill,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that,  owing  to  the 
treatment  of  the  political  prisoners  in  Ire- 
land, we  were  able  to  make  an  impres- 
sion on  the  people  of  Great  Britain.  He 
admitted  that  at  the  time,  ajid  he  declared 
his  inti^ntion  of  issuing  a  Commission 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the 
reatment  of  prisoners  not  only  in  Iro- 

nd  but  in  Great  Britain.  I  stated  at 
the  time  that  that  was  a  make-shift  to 
cover  his  retreat  from  the  position  he 
had  a.s8umed  with  regard  to  Iri.'ih 
prisoners,  and  I  was  fully  borne  out  in 

y  prfdiction  that  before  the  Commission 
Veported  to  the  Government  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  head  of  the  Prisons 
Board  in  Ireland,  introduced  bye-laws 
and  rules  which  altered  the  whole 
ition    of   the   Irish    prisoners.     All  I 

iked  by  my  Bill  wsus  that  prisoners 
■under  the  Coercion  Act  should  not  be 
required  to  wear  the  prison  dress — the 
livery  of  crime — that  they  should  not 
bo  subjected  to  hair-shaving,  to  clipping 
andshaving  of  beards,  tobcaringcompany 
with  criminals  in  the  course  of  their 
exercise,  and  that  they  should  not  be 
required  tii  perform  menial  oflBces.  Every 
one  of  tho.se  demands  has  been  granted. 
From  that  day  no  man  imprisoned  under 
the  Crimes  Act  has  been  asked  to  wear 
the  jirison  dress,  or  to  have  his  beard 
shaved,  or  his  hair  clipped  ;  no  man  has 
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been  asked  to  perform  menial  offices,  or 
to  bear  comjmny  with  criminals.  My 
complaint  to-day  is  that  while  he  has 
made  concessions  to  us  on  these  points 
in  deference  to  the  public  opinion  of 
England,  lie  has  endeavoured,  by  his 
Prisons  Board  and  his  Prison  Inspectors, 
to  rob  us  of  the  benefit  of  the  con- 
cessions. La.st  year  we  were  not  required 
to  bear  company  with  criminals,  but  the 
ricjht  hon.  Gentleman  managed  by  his 
Visiting  Justices  to  reduce  us  to  the 
poHition  of  the  lowest  criminals  in  the 
prison.  When  I,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork,  one  of  my  Collengnes  in  the 
representation  of  Tipperary,  and  another 
gentleman  were  imprisoned  in  Clonmel 
Gaol,  we  were  allowed  to  exercise  in 
each  other's  company.  Wo  had  to  con- 
form to  the  rules  of  the  prison  by 
marching  at  intervals  of  some  five  or 
six  feet.  Thi.s,  of  course,  we  did,  but 
we  had  the  pleasure  and  the  comfort  of 
taking  exercise  with  one  another  for 
two  hours  per  day.  The  remaining  22 
hours  we  spent  in  cells  12  feet  by  six 
in  measurement.  But  we  were  removed 
from  C  li  mmel  Prison  to  the  central  Bastille 
atTnllamore.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  prisoners  were  sent  to  Tulla- 
more  so  that  they  might  be  removed 
from  districts  where  their  presence,  even 
within  prison  walls,  was  calculated  to 
create  excitement.  No  ;  the  object  of 
sending  prisoners  to  the  centnil  Bastille 
was  to  punish  them  by  a  straining  of  the 
prison  law.  How  is  the  law  strained  ? 
After  our  first  day's  imprisonment  in 
Tullamore  the  privilege  of  taking  our 
exercise  in  each  other's  company  was 
denied  to  us.  We  were  brought  out  at 
different  hours  of  the  day.  We  were 
thrown  into  a  large  enclosure  through  an 
iron  gate,  like  wild  Ixiosts.  The  doors 
round  about  the  enclosure  were  closely 
barred,  and  there,  like  wild  leasts  in  a 
menagerie,  we  were  allowed  to  pace 
round  without  a  single  soul  near  us. 
Wo  wore  reduced  to  the  position  of  the 
lowest  criminals  in  the  prison,  and  I 
have  it  on  the  authority  of  more  than 
one  Governor  of  a  prison  in  Ireland  that 
when  refractory  prisoners  are  to  be 
punished  and  brought  to  discipline  they 
are  put  upon  the  solitary  system.  This 
is  the  greatest  punishment  that  a 
criminal  can  be  subjected  to,  and  it  is  to 
such  jiunishmcnt  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ia  subjecting  his  prisoners  at 
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the  present  time.  It  lias  been  said  in 
the  House  of  Commons  that  men  are 
sent  to  Tullamore  because  the  system  is 
80  very  perfect,  and  because  tlie  Governor 
of  the  prison  is  specially  capable  of 
carrying  out  the  Byst«m.  Let  me  relate 
■what  happened  in  my  own  case.  By  the 
order  of  the  Judges  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission we  were  permitted  to  have  an 
Irish  newspaper,  wliich  contained  a 
report  of  what  occurred  in  the  Commis- 
sion Court.  While  we  were  imprisoned 
in  Cloumel  Gaol  wo  saw  a  newspaper. 
Certainly,  everything  else  but  tlie  report 
was  cut  away,  but  while  the  report  was 
on  one  side  there  were  advertisements 
or,  perhaps,  little  scraps  of  news  on  the 
other  side.  What  occurred  in  Tulla- 
more ?  What  did  the  fertile  ingenuity 
of  the  model  Governor  of  a  model  Chief 
Secretary  of  a  model  Prisons  Board  do  ? 
In  order  to  deprive  us  of  the  pleasure  of 
reading  the  advertisements  in  the  Free- 
man's Jonmnl  he  got  a  piece  of  brown 
paper,  carefully  gummed  it,  and  plastered 
it  all  over  the  back  of  the  newspaper  to 
prevent  us  reading  anything  but  the 
Report  of  the  Commission.  The  Russians 
have  a  very  perfect  system  of  stamping 
out,  but  Captain  Foatherstonhaugh  had 
no  such  system,  and  he  waa  obliged 
to  resort  to  brown  paper  and 
gam.  I  mention  this  circuVnstance 
to  show  that  this  model  Governor 
strained  every  rale  of  law  ho  possibly 
could  in  order  to  make  the  position  of 
the  prisoners  more  irksome  and  cruel 
than  it  otherwise  would  lie,  and  I 
maintain  it  is  because  it  is  such  a  prison, 
and  Captain  Featherstonhaugh  is  such  a 
Governor,  that  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
selected  Tullamore  as  the  place  for  the 
punishment  of  his  political  opponents. 
It  may  be  interesting  to  the  Committee 
to  know  what  I  did  when  I  found  the 
advertisements  obliterated.  I  steeped 
the  paper  very  carefully  in  my  basin  of 
water,  and  freed  the  report  from  the 
brown  paper.  I  showed  the  paper  to 
the  doctor,  and  told  him  I  despised  such 
petty  tyranny  as  the  Governor  had 
displayed  in  trying  to  obliterate  all  but 
the  Report.  From  that  day  I  waa 
permitted  to  read  the  advertisements. 
Let  me  mention  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Brien, 
who  was  in  the  Cork  prison  a  short  time 
ago.  Wlien  Mr.  O'Brien  went  to  the 
Cork  prison,  the  Chief  Governor  must 
have  been  away.  I  should  be  sorry  to 
Mr,  J.  O'Connor 
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believe  that  Colonel  Roberts  was  cajiable 
of  such  petty  tyranny  as  was  practised 
in  tbccnse  of  Mr.  O'Brien.  I  have  been 
in  the  charge  of  Colonel  Rolierts  under 
all  circumstances  of  imprisonment.  I 
bavo  been  under  him  as  a  iirst-class 
miaiemeanant,  as  a  man  waiting  trial,  as  a 
convict,  and  as  an  accessory,  and  I  have 
experienced  nothing  but  the  most  kindly 
treatment  from  Colonel  Roberts.  But 
when  I  was  under  the  charge  of  Colonel 
Roberts,  it  was  under  the  humane  ad- 
ministration of  the  Liberal  Government, 
and  I  may  say  I  can  almost  tell  by  the 
way  in  which  a  gaoler  turns  the  key  in 
the  lock  who  is  in  Office.  By  the  way 
in  which  yourgoaler  looks  at  you,  by  the 
way  in  which  he  hands  you  your  food — 
if  you  can  call  it  food — you  know  what 
is  the  spirit  that  prevails  in  Dublin 
Castle.  It  is  said  that  O'Brien's  under- 
clothing was  ttikcn  from  him  because  ib 
was  not  perfectly  bleached.  What  an 
absurd  reason  to  give  in  the  case  of  & 
man  who  is  in  such  a  position  that  he 
can  offer  the  Magistrates  ill,000  down  as 
bail.  It  is  too  absurd  to  my  thai 
the  linen  of  such  a  man  will  noi 
hear  tho  insiicction  of  a  common  gaoler. 
Mr.  O'Brien  would  not  have  been  perse- 
cuted as  he  was  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's gaolers  and  police  did  not  know 
that  they  can  with  impunity  inflict  these 
petty  punishments  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  victims,  because  he  is  cer- 
tain to  defend  them  in  this  House,  no 
matter  how  atrocious  their  conduct  has 
been.  That  is  the  true  meaning  of  the 
manner  in  which  law  is  administered, 
both  in  prison  and  out  of  prison,  in  Ire- 
land. The  Prison  Governors,  the  gaolers, 
and  the  warders  of  Ireland  fast  become 
inoculated  and  permeated  with  that 
.spirit  of  bitter  hostility  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expresses  in  this  House, 
and  which  is  reflected  in  the  proceedings 
of  his  subordinates  in  Ireland. 

(6.53.)  Mb.  1LA.CNEILL  {Donegal, 
S.)  :  I  will  do  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  credit  of  believing  that  he  has  not 
himself  realLsed  tho  measureless  suffer- 
ings which  his  policy  has  inflicted  on 
political  opponents  who  are  quite  as 
honourable  as  himself.  If  I  thought  he 
did  realise  them  I  should  speak  of  him 
not  in  terms  of  vituperation,  but  rather 
in  terms  of  pity.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  admitted  that  he  never  took 
the  trouble  of  visiting  a  gnol  or  realising 
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the  regime  of  a  gaol.  I  -would  advise 
him,  if  it  be  too  irksome  to  him  to  visit 
ft  gaol,  to  read  a  few  chapters  of  that 
celebrated  book  by  that  distinguished 
man  Michael  Dnvitt,  Leavfs  from  a 
Prison  Diary.  If  he  wants  a  scenic 
representation  of  sufferings  such  eis  those 
he  has  inflicted  in  Ireland,  I  would 
advise  him  to  go  the  Lyceum,  and  see 
"  The  Taking  of  the  Bastille."  He  will 
there  see  the  emaciated  forms  of  jwople 
from  whom  all  hope  of  life  has  gone,  and 
will  realise  the  sufferings  he  has  intlicted 
on  his  political  opponents  in  Ireland. 
The  right  lion.  Gentli'man  has  told  as 
what  he  would  do  if  he  were  in  prison. 
I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that,  although  we  do  not  like  his  political 
ways  and  looks,  if  he  were  in  prison  in 
our  hands  not  one  of  us  would  show  him 
the  slightest  personal  indignity,  and  we 
should  refrain  nfit  for  his  sake  but  for 
our  own.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  was  allowed  to  visit  the  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Cork  in  Galway  Gaol 
without  the  intervention  of  a  warder. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
need  not  think  much  of  the  privilege. 
The  same  privilege  was,  under  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary's  regime,  accorded  to  Mr. 
Shannon,  agent  of  the  Timet,  when  he 
was  endeavouring,  with  the  permit  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  trump  up 
evidence  on  behalf  of  the  Tiines.  Now, 
I  Bay  that  during  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's regime  there  has  been  a  remsrk- 
able  difference  in  prison  treatment  with 
reference,  firstly,  to  the  prison  chaplains  ; 
secondly,  to  the  prison  doctors ;  and 
thirdly,  to  the  warders.  I  will  deal 
with  the  warders  first.  Before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  entered  into  Office 
warders  were  allowed  very  generous 
holidays,  and  could  go  about  the  town 
without  wearing  uniform  Since  he  has 
entered  upon  Office  warders  have  been 
dismissed  for  refusing  to  wear  the  prison 
nniform  in  public.  I  take  it  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Irish  Executive  tliat  war- 
ders shall  be  made  a  distinct  class,  who 
shall  have  no  conimuuicBtion  with  the 
rest  of  the  community,  and  who  shall  be 
kept  as  far  as  possible  out  of  sympathj' 
with  the  people.  I  bring  this  charge 
not  BO  much  against  the  rigbt  hon. 
Gentleman  jxjrsonally  aa  against  his 
ofiicialB.     In  other  days  the  chaplains  in 
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gaols  have  been  the  friends  of  the 
prisoners.  They  have  been  allowed  to 
have  special  keys  to  the  cells,  and  have 
been  allowed  to  visit  without  being 
accompanied  by  a  warder.  They  have, 
in  fact,  been  regarded  by  the  prisoners 
as  the  only  friends  they  have.  But  now, 
Sii',  all  this  has  been  altered  and  scan- 
dalously so  in  Derry  Gaol.  In  that  gaol 
a  number  of  persons  from  my  con- 
stituency were  unfortunately  lodged 
for  political  offences,  and  will  the 
House  believe  that  the  Governor  of 
that  gaol  remonstrated  with  the  Roman 
Catholic  chaplain  because  he  made  more 
than  the  usual  number  of  regulation 
visits.  I  asked  the  Attorney  General 
a  question  on  that  point  a  few  months 
ago,  and  he  replied — 

"The  General  Prisons  Board  report  that  it 
is  the  cnse  that  the  Governor  of  Londondorry 
prison  communicated  with  the  Roman  Catholic 
chaplain  for  calling  to  see  u  cerliiin  dags  of 
prisoners  more  often  than  others.  He  did  so  in 
pursuance  of  general  instructions  on  the  sub- 
ject issued  by  the  General  Prisons  Board.  It 
is  not  the  duty  of  a  chaplain  to  see  every 
Drisoner  on  each  occasion  of  visiting  a  prisoner. 
His  duties  are  fully  defined  in  the  pnsun 
rules,  When  a  chap  sin  uses  the  privilege  of 
his  ollice  in  paying  frequent  or  protracted  per* 
sunal  visits  tu  individual  prisoners  of  a  par- 
ticular class,  in  a  manntr  not  contemplated  by 
the  prison  rules,  it  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Board,  absolutely  necessary  that  the  Governor 
should  interfere  to  prevent  such  an  abuse  of  his 
privileges  as  chaplain." 

Last  year  I  brought  a  charge  of  gross 
personal  cruelty  and  malignity  against 
the  Governor  of  this  prison,  and  he 
thereupon  proceeded,  by  depriving  the 
prisoners  of  the  ministrations  of  a  chap- 
lain, to  make  their  condition  still  more 
miserable.  On  the  31st  August  last, 
the  day  after  the  prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment, Mr.  Joyce,  a  Prisons'  Inspector, 
went  down  to  Londonderry  Prison  and 
wrote  a  letter  of  o  friendly  kind  to  the 
chaplain,  asking  him  to  call  and  see  him. 
Father  Doherty  did  so,  and  Mr.  Joyce 
then  requested  him  to  give  evidence  at 
an  inquiry  by  the  Prisons  Board. 
Father  Doherty  replied  that  he  could 
not  do  80,  and  that  he  knew  nothing 
about  prison  discipline.  He  was  not  in 
the  gaol  as  a  jirison  officer  or  a  spy,  and 
it  would  limit  his  usefulness  with 
prisoiici-si  if  he  did  any  such  thing 
as  had  been  requesU-d.  Thereupon  he 
was  dismissed  by  order  of  the  Prisons 
Board.  At  that  time — tlie  ICth  Septsm- 
K  2 
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ber — there  ■were  no  fewer  than  125 
Catholic  prisoners  in  tiie  piol,  and  since 
then  the  Roman  Civtholic  prisoners  have 
been  witiiout  the  niinistnitions  of  any 
priest  whatever.  The  compromise  which 
was  arrived  at  only  adds  to  the  scandal, 
for  all  prisoners  sent  t-o  givol  for  a  month 
or  lonper,  are  now  sent  at  vast  expense 
to  Belfast  and  other  prisons.  All 
prisoners  for  a  shorter  term  than  one 
month  in  Derry  g^l,  have  to  do 
without  the  ministrations  of  a  priest. 
Father  Dohert}*  having  Ix-en  dismissed, 
the  Prisons  Board  wrote  to  the  Vicar 
Capitular  of  the  Uiocese,  speakinp^  of 
the  matter  as  an  urgent  one,  and  asking 
his  serious  attention,  in  order  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  prisoners  in  Londonderry 
Prison  might  not  be  deprived  of  the 
ordinary  services  of  their  Churcli.  I  may 
here  state  that  Father  Uoherty  was 
asked  to  give  evidence  as  to  how  letters 
written  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
borne were  got  out  of  the  prison.  The 
Vicar  Capitular,  in  the  coarse  of  his 
reply,  said — 

"  If  you  require  him  f  Father  Dohorty)  fo 
depose  on  onth  B^ioHl  nnr  of  the  ''nmates  of 
the  prison,  and  if  b?  complied,  henceforward 
they  vould  look  upon  thnir  clergyman  as  a 
warder  in  disguise,  and  his  influence  ever  after 
would  lie  useless  for  gnnd — a  result  painful  to 
think  of.  Chaplains,  like  other  professional 
men,  should  he  safo(;uarded  ;  thoy  should  be 
perfectly  free  to  obsorre  silence  on  matteis  that 
may  come  to  their  official  knowledge  in  their 
intercourse  with  prisoners." 

The  Prisons  Board,  in  their  letter,  accused 
Father  Doherty  of  gros-s  insubordination 
to  prison  authority,  and  in  regard  to  that 
the  Vicar  Capitular  replied — 

"  If  Father  I>oherly  could  have  given  any 
information — which  I  do  not  admit — touching 
the  subject  matter  of  the  inquiry,  he  could  only 
hare  oblained  that  iuforniftlion  in  bis  capacity 
as  chaplain,  and  Arts  of  Piirlinment  notwith- 
standiug,  the  Courts  of  Law  have  heretofore 
recognised  a  clergyman's  right  to  refuse  such 
information  for  the  reasons  stated  in  my  former 
letters.  I  do  hope  the  I'risons  Board  will  allow 
no  consideration  to  weigh  with  them  other 
than  the  good  of  the  unforlunule  prisoners  in 
the  gaol." 

The  Prisons  Board  have,  however,  held 
out,  and  from  that  day  to  this  no  Roman 
Catholic  chaplain  has  been  ap|M)inted. 
There  has  been  some  correspondence 
between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  newly-appointed  Bishop  of  Derry. 
It  has  been  statetl  that  the  Bishop  was 
communicated  with,  but  in  a  letter,  dated 
the  19th  June,  tlio  Bishop  of  Derry 
Mr.  Mac  A'ciJl  \ 


denies  having  received,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  any  communication  from 
the  Prisons  Boartl.     He  adds — 

■■  Supposing  Father  Poherty  had  allowed  him- 
self to  be  sworn,  then,  whether  he  answered  Iha 
(luestiona  put  to  him  or  whether  he  did  not,  it 
would  have  equally  served  the  ends  of  the 
Government,  for,  from  his  very  silence,  cocclu* 
siona  would  have  been  drawn  more  detrimental, 
perhaps,  to  the  prisoners  than  his  answers  them- 
selves. But  had  he  consented  to  answer  the 
questions,  who  does  not  see  that  he  would  have 
been  abusing  his  position  as  Catholic  chaplain 
in  divulging  what  he  could  only  have  learned 
as  chaplain  ?  Is  a  medical  man  expected  to 
abuse  the  confldence  of  his  patient,  or  a  lawyer 
to  divulge  the  secrets  of  his  clieuts?" 

Now,  I  wish  to  know,  arc  Catholic 
prisoners  all  over  Ireland  to  be  deprived 
of  the  benefits  of  the  ministrations  of  a 
priest  because  he  is  not  content  to  be  a 
warder  in  disguise  ?  Can  a  prisoner  com- 
municate with  the  chaplain  without  a 
fear  that  that  official  will  be  hauled  before 
the  Star  Chamber  and  comiKilled  to  state 
all  he  knons?  But  as  if  to  show  the 
utter  absurdity  of  the  suggestion  that 
the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Camborne  werj  conveyed  oat  of  the 
prison  by  the  chaplain,  they  were  for 
more  numerous  after  Mr.  Doherty 's  dia- 
missal  than  before.  I  have  one  in  my 
hand  which  was  published  on  September 
30,  and  in  which  Mr.  Conybeare 
ridicules  the  idea  that  Mr.  Doherty  had 
anything  to  do  with  getting  the  letters 
out  of  the  gaol.     He  adds — 

"  No  decent  Catholic  priest,  I  am  confident, 
will  accept  any  appointment  as  chaplain  here 
until  Father  Doherty  is  reinstated.  If  such  a 
one  were  found  he  would  be  a  blackleg,  or  as 
we  may  say,  a  clerical  land  grabber,  and  with 
such  a  one,  I  for  one  will  refuse  to  have  any* 
thing  to  do.  .  .  .  They  have  condemned 
me  unheard,  and  condemned  me  to  tlie  loss  of 
my  writing  materials  for  10  days.  Fortunately 
I  foimd  means  of  being  even  with  thorn,  and 
being  able  to  write  you  this  letter  can,  as  yon 
see,  snap  my  fingers  at  their  paltry  tyranny." 

I  am  not  much  of  a  correspondent,  but  I 
can  assure  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
there  never  was  such  close  correspond- 
ence with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Camborne  during  the  20  years  I  hare 
known  him,  as  while  he  was  an  inmate 
of  this  prison.  As  a  distinguished 
politician  said,  "The  Derry  Gaol  Poet 
Office  was  in  full  working  order."  Who- 
ever brought  the  letters  out  I  do  not 
know,  nor  am  I  concerned  to  inquire. 
But  I  do  want  to  know  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intends  to  do  in  connec- 
tion with  these  Catholic  chaplains.     Are 


4 


\ 


261  Supply— Civil 


{July  18, 18901 


Sej-vice  Entimales. 


262 


the  only  chaplnina  to  be  employed  to  be 
men  whom  tlie  prisoners  will  regard  as 
the  ministers  of  an  odious  and  atrocious 
tyranny?      Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wish  to  make  the  ministration  of 
religion  in  Ireland   as   odious  and  con- 
temptible    as     the     administration    of 
justice  ?     And  now  I  will  jmss  on  to  the 
case  of  the   prison   doctors.      The  most 
humane   men   of  all  are  medical  men: 
they  love  to  alleviate  suffering,  and  are 
not    actuateil    by    mercenary    motives. 
But  the    right   hon.    Gentleman  in    his 
prison  adiniuistrution  has  used  them  not 
to  alleviate  jmin,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
torturing  them,  so  far  as  is  consistent, 
with  not  murderintf  them.     They  have 
to  see  not  how  well  a  prisoner  can  be 
kept,  but  what  amount  of  suffering  he 
can  endure  without  dying  in  gaol.     No 
sooner  did   the   right   hon.    Gentleman 
accede  tt)  oHice,  tliau  down  came  an  order 
from    the    Pri.sons    Board,    demanding 
prompt  Reports  immediately  any  indul- 
gence, dietary  or  otherwise,  was  granted 
to  a  prisoner,  and  the  reason  for  the  grant. 
Poor  Dr.  Ridley  again  and  again  assured 
the   hon.   Member  for  North-Enst  Cork 
that  he    would   gladly  dn  soinetliing  for 
him,  but  that  if  he  did,  he  would  bo  dis- 
missed.    He   asked    Mr.    Ijane,  another 
prisoner,  to  go  into  hospital,  or  otherwise 
he  could  do  nothing  for  him.     One  of  tlie 
most  recent  cases  that  has  come  unrlt*r 
my    notice    has    been    that    of    Michael 
Cleary,  who  has  been  actoatly  murdered 
— who  was  p'vcn  U[i  as  a  blond  offi-riiig 
to  the  Smith-Barry  briganle.     These  «re 
the  circumstauc^^B.     On  the  5tli  Septem- 
ber, a  l)oy  named  HefFernan  wa.s  shot  by 
the  police,  against  whom  a  Coroner's  jury 
returned  a  verdict  of  wilful  murder.    Uf 
coarse  the   Government  screened    their 
friends,  and  prevented  a  prosecution.     In 
the  mrlt'e  which  attended  the  murder  of 
this  boy,  several  men   were   injared  by 
the  police,  others    were    prosecuted    for 
throwing  stones,  and  among  them   was 
Michael  Cleary,  the  suj)port  of  an  aged 
mother.     He  declared  tliat  he   took  no 
part  in  these  disturbances,  but  still,  he 
yras  sentenced  to  two  months  liard  labour. 
Ho  went  into  gaol  on  the  14th  Novem- 
ber,  he   left  on  the   1 1th  June,  and   he 
died  on  the  2(iHi  February.     When  he 
went  into  gaol    he   was  suffering  from 
consumption     in    an     advanced     stage, 
although  it  was  possible  he  might  have 
Joeen  cured  of  it.    Dr.  Hewetsou,  who  has 


been  in  a  lunatic  asylum,  a  fact  which 
may  account  for  his  cruelty  and  want  of 
care  in  this  case — never  looked  at  C'leary 
until  the  25th  Novemlier,  and  he  then 
certified  him  as  able  to  do  hard  labour. 
During  the  whole  of  the  time  Cleary  was 
spitting  bloixl,  and  as  a  result  of  his 
punishment,  and  the  wretched  food  he 
had,  his  illness  wa.s  aggravated  to  a  fatal 
extent,  for,  as  I  have  already  stated,  he 
died  soon  after  his  release  from  prison, 
constituting  another  victim  of  thia 
shameful  and  scindalous  system  of  prisoa 
torture.  1  now  pass  to  another  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  his  usual 
inaccuracy,  janntily  declared  the  other 
day  that  the  ))risoDS  were  in  a  healthy 
state,  whereas,  they  are  in  the  worst 
possible  condition.  A  remarkable  letter 
by  Dr.  Roche,  one  of  the  heads  of  the 
profession  in  Dublin — contains  these 
words  : — 

"  The  undeniable  and  indisputable  facta 
which  presont  themselveg  are  that  all  the 
prisons  were  built  in  olden  times,  and  after  an 
BDiiquated  system,  and  when  the  value  of 
light,  air,  and  basement  drainage  was  not 
undemtood.  There  is  ample  testimony  that 
pallor,  tremor,  loss  of  weight,  and  fre<iuently 
diarrhii'a  supervene  in  many  coses  after  ad- 
miiision  to  a  large  number  of  gaols  throughout 
Ireland.  'J'here  is  no  record  given  by  the 
Prisons  Board  of  the  percentage  of  those  con- 
stantly sick,  bnt  there  is  of  those  constantly 
mad.  and  this  is  over  7  per  cent.,  which  ia 
16  times  iis  great  as  iho  general  community's 
proportion.  The  prison  officials  have  admitted 
that  there  are  cells  in  TuUomore  and  Derry 
Gaols  Oft.  by  6ft.  by  10ft.  high,  640  cubic  feet, 
and  without  a  fireplace  or  chimney.  Mr. 
Blunt  ha«  written  that  his  cell  wag  10ft.  by 
7ft.  by  9ft.,  and  without  a  chimney.  Tho 
history  of  Larkin,  Mandeville,  and  others  all 
indicate  insufficient  (onition.  The  affections  of 
the  eyes  complained  of  by  many  prisoner! 
denote  the  same." 

We  know  that  Mr.  Cox,  the  Member 
for  Clare,  and  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt,  com- 
plained of  their  eyea  when  they  left 
gaol.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
it  necessary  to  keep  people  in  prison  for 
anything,  will  he  endeavour  to  secure 
that  their  health  shall  not  be  ruined  t  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  conclu- 
sion, will  he  persist  in  making  chaplains 
warders  and  gaolers  in  disguise,  and 
will  he  use  the  medical  officers  not  aa 
protectors  of  health,  but  as  instruments 
to  enable  the  Government  to  torture 
prisoners  without  actually  murdering 
them  ?  I  hope  that  he  will  give  us 
some  information  on  the  points  1  have 
raised. 
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(7. 30. )  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) : 
Of  all  tlie  Votes  in  Supply  none  deserve 
more  thorough  iureatigation   thau   this 
Prisons  Vote.     The    Chief  Secretary  in 
the  course    of    hia    remarks   just   now, 
which  I  must  sti^puatise  as  "  most  un- 
ladylike," could  make  no  answer  to  the 
charges  against   his   prison   administra- 
tion, and  the   treatment  of  his  political 
opponents,  but  his  tone  and  manner  were 
most    exasperating.     However,  we   are 
accnstomed  to  this,  and  to  make  allow- 
ance   for    the    right    hon.  Gentleman's 
shortcomings   iu  temper  and   manners. 
1  do  not  hesitate   to  say  that   Michael 
Cleary   was   foully  murdered,    done    to 
death  iu  Clonrael  Gaol.     What  was  the 
verdict  of  the  Coroner's  Jury  which  sat 
on  the  case  ?     The  Coroner  was  not  in 
the  least  a  sympathiser  with  Nationalist 
politics,  80  it  cannot  bo   alleged  that  he 
biased  the   jury.     The  inquiry  lasted  a 
long  time,  and  1  listened  to  the  evidence 
given    by   Dr.   Conway,  and  the  cross- 
examination   of   Dr.    Hewetson,    and   I 
never   felt   more   distressed   in  my  life 
than  I  did  at  the  efforts  made  by  that 
poor   medical  man.    Dr.    Hewetson,    to 
make  good  his  ix>aition.     I  do  not  blame 
that  unfortunate  gentleman  ;  it  is  not  his 
fault ;  he  is  a  victim  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's  s^-stem.      Everybody   knows    he 
veas   brought  from  a  lunatic  asylum  to 
the  gaol.     But  we  have  it  in  black  and 
white  that  this  jjoor  young  man,  Cleary, 
was  a  month  in  Clonmel  GJaol  without 
being  examined,  and  he   was  suffering 
from  incipient  phthisis,  as  sworn  to  by  his 
medical  advisL-r      When   he  became  too 
weak  to  be  neglected  longer  he  was  sent 
into   hospital  for   three  weeks.     Three 
weeks  I     I  should  like  to  see  the  medical 
card  for  this  case.     It  does  not  need  to 
be   a  doctor  to  know  that  consumption 
cannot  be  cured  in  three  weeks.     The 
dying  boy  was  sent  back  at  the  end  of 
three  weeks  to  pick  oakum  and  lie  on  a 
plank  bed  !     Lot  anybody  imagine   this 
frigliti'ul    condition    of    things.      There 
was  no  want  of  confirmation  of  the  fact 
that  he  was  suffering  from  the  disease. 
Every  day  for  three  weeks  he  suffered 
from   vomiting,  and,  wliat  is  more,   he 
spat  blood,   and  this,   of  course,  as  we 
know,   thoroughly  coufirmed   the   diag- 
nosis    of     Dr.     Conway.      The     Chief 
Secretary,     I   am    afraid,     has    grown 
callous   in  the   course    of    his  adminis- 
tration,  not   that  at   any   time  he  had 


a     very     sympathetic     turn,      but      I 
wish    to   call   attention    to   this    awful 
example    of     what     may    result    from 
the  position  of  tliese  unfortunate  people, 
shut  out  as  it  were  from  the  light  of  day 
in  gaol.     The  public  have  no  mesms  of 
knowing  what  is  taking  place.   I  recollect 
when  I  was  in  Clonmel  Gaol  last  year 
three  lads  being  brought  in  from  one  of 
the  northern  districts.     Their  coll  was 
opposite   to    mine,  and    I    heard    their 
expostulations  against  being  deprived  of 
their  clothes,  but  of  course  expostulation 
was  in  vain  ;  they  were  stripped  and  their 
own  cluthes  taken  away.     We  are   told 
that  if  this  is  done  in  an  illegal  manner 
then  proceedings  can   be  taken  against 
the  warders,  but  it   is  quite  possible  for 
a  man  to  be  in  prison  for  sue  months  and 
not  know  the  name  of  one  of  his  warders. 
I  Wits  throe  months  in  Clonmel  and  three 
months    iu    Galway   gaols,    and  I    only 
happened  to  learn  the  name  of  two  or 
three  warders  at  Clonmel.     If  you  ask 
for  information  you  are    punished    for 
doing  so,  and  so  it  is  difficult  to  get  any 
light   thrown  on    the    system    in  Irish 
prisons,  which  I  must  call  abominable. 
I  had  an  opportunity  of  comparing,   of 
differentiating  between  the  Irish  and  the 
English  systems,  because  I  spent  three 
Aveeks  in  HoUoway  Prison,  and  I    can 
testify    to    the    striking    difference    in 
favour  of  the  humanity  of  the  English 
system.       The    right    hon.    Qontleman 
sneered  at  the  remark  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the   Member  for  South   Tipperary  that 
while  in  prison  it  was  easy  for  us  to  tell 
how  the  great  {Kilitical  tight  was  going 
on  V)y   the  demeanour  of  our  gaolers  as 
they  handed  us  our  food,  but  that  waa 
so.     I  recollect  quite  well  the  hang-dog 
look  of   the   Governor  of  the  gaol,   Mr, 
Andrews,  who  was  appointed  because  he 
was  a  facile  instrument  for  carrying  oat 
the    behests    of    his   superiors    in    the 
meanest,  nastiest  way  ;  certainly  he  was 
one     of     the     worst     of     the     officials 
I     met     with      during      the      time     I 
was  the  guest  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief    Secretary.      I  recollect 
full  well  when  the    Liberal  cause  was 
triumphing     at     Peterb(.)rough,     Elgin, 
Nairn,    and    elsewhere,    how    we   were 
better  treated   by   the    warders,  and   of 
course,   if   there  appeared   a    check    to 
Lilieral  progress,    we    suffered   a    little 
more,  for  you  see  a  dog  takes  his  tone 
from  his  master.      There  are  three  or 
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four  qaestions  to  which  I  shonld  like  to 
get  answers.     First,  I  demand  a  reply  on 
the  subject  of  bail  prisoners.     Last  year, 
in  debate  I  tiiink  on  this  sftine  Vote,  in 
connection  with  this  subject,    my   own 
case  was  brought  up.     For  my  own  part, 
I  have  never  made  any  complaint  nf  my 
treatment,  but    1  shall  try    to  obtain    a 
reform   in    prison    discipline.      In    last 
year's  Debate,  on  this  question  of   Ijail 
prisoners,  the  Chief  Secretsiry  was  sub- 
jected   to   some    prc&sure,   and   first    he 
stated  that  Imil  prisoners  would  Ix;  quite 
as    well  if    nut  better  treated  than  first 
class    misdemeanants.       Inquiry    bein),' 
pressed,  the  right  hon.  Gentk-man  found 
out  that  bail  prisoners  were  not  usually 
I  allowed  to  free  their  visitors  in  a  private 
room,  but  liaving    mode   the  statement 
that  these  prisoners  should  be  treated  as 
well  as   Grst  class  misdemeanants,  this 
privilege   was  gninted.      This  was   the 
result  of  our  agitation,  and  we  can  got 
Dothing    without    that    even    in    gaol. 
Many  advantages   I   thus  secured,   and 
hope   to   do  so  again  when  next  I  go  in. 
I  was  allowed  a  separate  room,  and  any 
bail  prisoner  is  entitled  to  a  room  if  he 
pays  for  it,  and  there  is  one  to  be  had  ; 
but  in  third-class  gaols  it  is  not  always 
possible  to  get  one.     I  also  obtained  the 
advantage  of  seeing  my  visitors,  not  in 
the  ''cage"  as  it  is  called,  but  in    the 
Governor's     room.     Now     this    year,    I 
have   tried  again  and   again,  by  nailing 
the  Chief  S.rcretary  to  his   word,  to  get 
him   to  carry  out   his  promise.     I  have 
tried     to     secure     for    other    prisouers 
the    advantage    I    obtained    under    the 
rules,   for  of  course  1  should  net   have 
^ot  them  if  I  had  not  bi;en  able  to  p  jint 
out   the    rule   allowing   them.     I   have 
pointed  out   how   Mr.  John  Slattery,  a 
respectable  man,   a   bjil    prisoner   from 
Cork,  was  obliged  day  after  day  to  see 
Lis  wife  in    the   ordinary   "cage."     The 
Chief  Secretary  said,  "  Oh,  he  will  have 
every  advantage  under   the    rules   that 
can    be  offered."     Now,  that  is  not  the 
answer   we   might    expect.     The   right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  a  pledge  that  bail 
prisoners  should  bo  as  well    treated   as 
first-class   misdemeanants,   and  I   claim 
that  he  shall  be  as  good  as  his  word  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  John  Slattery.     I  saw 
this  gentleman  on  each  occasion  when  I 
MTont  home  to  Ireland  this  Session,  and  I 
innst  say  tlukt  on  each  occasion  he  looked 


decidedly  worse  than  before.    I  also  took 
occasion  to  speak  to  the  prison  doctor,  a 
friend  of  mine,  and  an  estimable  gentle- 
man,   Ur.   Moriarty.     I    do   not    like    to 
praise   an  official,  for    that    may    be  set 
down  to  his  disadvantage,  for  our  attacks 
upon   some   of    them   seem  to   lead    to 
promotion  ;    however,  speaking    to    Dr. 
Moriarty,  he  agreed  with  me  it  would  be 
a  great  deal   better   for   Mr.   Slattery's 
health  if  he  werj  placed  in  a  room  with 
more   breathing   sfiace.     Persons  accua- 
tijmed  to  outdoor  e.xercise,  and  confined 
to  a  small  cell  for  a  long  period,  suffer 
materially    in   their   health,    and  this  is 
certainly    the  case  with    Mr.    Slattery. 
With    special    reference    to    this    case  I 
think  we  are  entitled  to  have  an  under- 
standing from  the  Chief  Secretary  that 
hail  prisoners  shonld  h:ive  the  advantages 
they  are  entitled  to  nuder  the  rules  and 
in  accordance  with  his   pmuiise.     There 
is  another  matter  I  should  like  to  venti- 
late,   and    that    is    in    relation    to    the 
exercise  allowed  to   prisoners.     In  our 
country    we    must     expect   during    the 
year    considerable    rainfall,    and    when 
b.id     weather    sets    in     and     prevents 
open-air      exercise      prisoners      suffer 
severely.     It  may  be  remembered  that 
a  former  Member  of  this  House,  Alder- 
man  Hooper,  suffered  severely  in  health 
from  confinement  to  his  cell,  he  refusing 
to  take  exercise  with  criminals.     Very 
frequently    fur     weeks     together,     and 
notably  in  Galway,  Sligo,  and  some  of 
our  western   counties,   we   have  a  con- 
tinuous rainfall,  and    then   unfortunate 
prisoners  are  deprived  of  the   daily  two 
hours'   exercise  to   which  they  are  en- 
titled.    A  remedy  for  this  can  easily  be 
provided.     I  gather  from  the   remarks 
of  the   Chief  Secretary,  and  I   see   from 
the  Estimates,  that  a  certain  amount  of 
money    is    t<>    be    expended    upon    Irish 
prisons,  and  I  certainly   ask  on  grounds 
of     common     humanity     that     covered 
exercise  grounds  should  be   jirovided  for 
all  prisons.     It  could   bo    dune   at  very 
Kiuall  cost.  At  Galway  Gaol,  for  instance, 
the   cost  would  be  very  slight  indeed, 
simply  the  enlarging  and  extending  of  a 
shed    that    already    exists.     I    am    not 
tfoing  into  the  cose  of  Mr.  James  O'Brien, 
for   my    hon.    Friend   the   Member    for 
North- East  Cork  has  suBBciently  dealt 
with    that,  but   therj   is  another  small 
matter  in  conn;>ction  with  Galway  Gaol 
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wliich  lias  rdther  a  ludicrous  side  to  it. 
Prisoners   committed   at   Clifden   for   a 
week    are    sent   to   Galway   beniuse  at 
Clifdon  there  is  only  a  Bridewell.     The 
first    night     they   sleep    in    the    Clifden 
Bridewell  and  then  the  next  day  they 
are    taken   in   a  special   outside  car  to 
Gfalway  Gaol  in  the  custaly  of  a  con- 
stable and  two  sub-constables;  atGhilway 
they  pass  three  days  in  gaol  and  then 
they  are  brought  away  from  Galway  and 
lodged    in    Clifden    again.     So   that  a 
person    lined    Ss.   6d.,    or   sentenced   in 
default  to  a  week's  imprisonment,  spends 
a  couple  of  days  of  that  time  in  drivinj^ 
round  the  country  with  au  armed  escort, 
and  the  sum  total  of  the  cost  of  every 
such  Cfluviction   is,  when  all  is  defrayed, 
something  like  £3   10s.     This  sheds   a 
little  light  on   the  way  money  is  wasted 
in  this  Department.     Then  there  is  one 
small  personal  matter  I  have  to  mention. 
I  do  not  like  speaking  about  my  own 
imprisonment,  because  if  ever  a  Member 
on  these  Benches  illustrates  au  argument 
by  reference  to  his  own  exjierieuce  ivi 
prison,  the  Chief  Secretary  gets  up  after- 
wards and  says  that  Gentlemen  opposite 
are  always  complaining,  and  never  satis- 
fied   with    tlieir   prison   accommodation. 
Certainly  I  did  fu-tl  hurt  at  one  incident. 
When   I   was   sent   to   Clonmel,  on  the 
third  or  fourtli   occasion,  on  arrival  at 
the  station  I  foutul  a  horrible  old  prison 
van,  a  ramsliackle,  antediluvian  instru- 
ment of  torture,  drawn  up  at  the  station 
door.     I  am  sure  if  any  hon.  Member 
here  had  an  o|)]i  )rtunity  of  inspecting 
the  vehicle,  ho  wnuld  condemn   it  in  a 
mosD  emphatic  way,  as  I  certainly   did 
when  I  was  recjuir^d  to  ride  in  it.     To 
my  certain  knowledge  it  had   not  been 
used  for  three  or  f.  lur  mouths  before.     In 
this  superannnated   old   vehicle,  which 
was  not  considei-ed  good  enough  for  the 
conveyance   of   priasengers    of    a    more 
distinguished  criminal  character,  I  was 
oonveyod     to     my     very     considerable 
personal     inconvenience.       The     Chief 
Secretary  may  smile  at  the  incident,  and 
think  I  am  unduly  fastidious,  but  I  may 
mention   that   the  warder   who  acct>m- 
panied   me   inside   got    sick    from    the 
shaking  and  jolting  of  the  machine  on 
the  way  from  the  station  to  tiie  gaol. 
Of  course,  I  suppose  the  Chief  Secretary 
thought  my  physique  was  equal  to  the 
trial*    The  vehicle  had  not  been  used 
Dr.  Tanner 


before  since  Special  Assize  time,  and  ou 
three  previous  occasions  I  had  been, 
taken  ou  to  the  gaol  without  this  addi- 
tional torture,  but  this  was  in  keeping 
with  the  policy  of  insult  towards  Irish 
Members  inside  nud  outside  prison.  There- 
is  good  work  to  be  done  in  connectJon 
with  Irish  gaols.  In  England  you  have 
a  good  gaol  system,  properly  looked  after 
by  responsible  people,  but  in  Ireland 
there  is  a  bad  system  controlled  by  a 
selection  from  the  Castle  Party.  The 
sooner  the  system  is  swept  away  the 
better  for  people  inside  and  outside  th& 
prisons  ;  and  it  is  for  us  who  have  had 
experience  as  guests  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  let  in  the  light  ^  on  thfr 
ways  that  are  dark  and  the  tricks  that 
are  vain"  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau- 
and  his  subordinates. 
•(7.47.)  Mil.  H.  HARRISON  CTip- 
perary.  Mid)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right, 
hon.  Gentleman  tlie  Chief  .Secretary 
what  course  he  propose*  to  pursue  with' 
reference  to  Londonderry  Gaol.  In  & 
Debate  upon  the  Estimates  last  year  the 
condition  of  this  gaol  was  rai.sed  witb 
fulness  in  somewhat  heated  discussions. 
I  do  not  propose  now  to  hark  back  at  any 
length  on  the  matter,  for  the  circnn»- 
stances  must  be  fresh  in  the  recollection 
of  most  Members,  but  the  Debates  are- 
instructive  reading,  and  admirably  illus- 
trate the  temper  aod  touch  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  handles  ques- 
tions of  Irish  administration  brought 
before  him.  At  that  time  theiv  had 
been  rejxirts  that  the  sanitai-y  arrange- 
ments of  Londonderry  Gaol  were  not  all 
that  they  should  1» ;  there  were  rumours- 
that  typhoid  fever  wfis  prevalent  in  the 
city,  and  that  there  had  been  cases  iii> 
the  gaol  itself.  Beyond  that,  thei*  wa« 
the  undcmbted,  undenied,  and  undia- 
(juted  fact  that  five  pereons  within  six 
weeks  had  been  dismi.->sed  from  the  gaol 
ou  account  of  ill-health,  and  that  tw^o  of 
these,  at  least,  had  died  shortly  after 
their  release,  one  of  thorn  within  48 
hours,  of  typhoid  fever,  contracted,  ac- 
cording tt)  the  testimony  of  a  com- 
petent medical  authority,  in  the  gaol. 
There  was  also  the  notorious  fact,  well- 
known  in  Londonderry,  that  a  peculiar 
utihciilthy  pallor  was  the  accompnuiment 
in  almost  all  cases  of  a  tenure  for  any 
length  of  time  of  a  cell  in  Londonderry- 
Gaol.     Furthermore,  there  was  the  fact 
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that  my   hon.    Friend   the  Member  for 
Camborne  (Mr.  Conybeare)  suffered  from 
a  pest  not  necessary  for  me  to  describe. 
Beyond  thk  were  the  experiences  related 
in  Committee  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Armagh  (Mr.  Blane),  experiences 
■which  formed  a  formidable  indictment 
against  the  prison  officials  and  prison 
administratiou — an  indictment  to  which, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  the  Chief  Secretary 
did  not  see  fit,  so  far  as  the  Debates  are 
reported     in    Hansard,    to   return   any 
reply.     In  answering  the  strong  pritnd 
facie  case  for  inquiry,  what  course  did 
the   right    hon.   Gentleman   take?    He 
scoffed  at  the  rumours,   denied  or  mini- 
mised the  facts  and  scouted  the  inferences 
based   upon   them,   and,    mounting   the 
high   horse,    rode   o£E   on   a   side   issue, 
denouncing,   in    most   vehement  terms, 
those  Members  of  the  House  who  had 
seen  fit,  or  dared,  as  he  put  it,  to  ques- 
tion either  the  competency  or  the   in- 
tegrity of  the  medical  officer  of  the  gaol, 
and  who  had   dared  to   hint   that   any 
of  the  responsibility  for  what  had  occurred 
should  be    brought  home    to   his   door. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  first 
>  instance,  relied  on  the  information  given 
by  the  officials,  and  when  further  pressed 
he  relied  on  the  Report  made  by  Dr. 
O'Farrell,    the   Medical   Officer  of    the 
Prisons  Board,  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  professed  to  find  ample  refu- 
tation of  all  the  allegations  made  against 
the  condition  of  Derry  Gaol.     The  com- 
plaints  were  that  the   cells  were  un- 
healthy,   that  the  prison  arrxngements 
were  not  such  as  to  ensure  cleanliness, 
and  that  the  whole  of  the  drains  were  in 
a  bad  condition,  and  likely  to  create  sick- 
ness.    But,  after  the  Debate,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  though   professing  to 
see  no  ground  to  doubt  the  condition  of 
Derry  Gaol,  and,  therefore,  no  gp?ound 
for   granting   an  Inquiry,  said  that,   in 
order  to  allay  apprehension  on  the  sub- 
ject,  he   would   have   the  state  of  the 
gaol  inquired   into  by   an  independent 
official   of  the  English  Prisons    Board ; 
and   the  result   is  that  we   now  have 
the   Report  of  Major  Beamish    before 
us.     With  regard  to  the  cells  in  Deny 
G^mI,  it  is  found,  according  to  this  Report, 
that  the  ventilation  is  excessively  insuffi- 
cient,   and    that,    in  consequence,   the 
prisoners  confined  there  must  suffer  from 
the  effects  of  bad  air  or  from  draughts ; 


while  it  is  evident  that  the  arrangements 
are  not,  in  all  cases,  such  as  to  ensure ' 
cleanhness,  8£nd,  although  the  question 
of  the  sewers  is  dealt  with  in  guarded 
language,  it  is  abundantly  clear  that 
they  are  not  all  they  ought  to  be. 
I  do  not  now  propose  to  enter  into 
the  question  of  the  sanitary  arrange^ 
ments  of  Derry  Gaol  at  any  length, 
though,  if  the  right  hon.  GentlemaA 
wishes  it,  I  am  quite  prepared  to  do' 
so.  But  the  significance  of  this  Report 
is  thrown  into  the  shade  by  the  admis- 
sions made  by  the  Prisons  Board  attached! 
to  the  Report  of  Major  Beamish.  Hon. 
Members  who  study  the  question  wilJ 
find  that  quite  sufficient  justification  is 
made  out  for  the  action  taken  by  those 
who  raised  this  question  last  year*,  and 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  there  is  substantial 
confirmation  for  every  complaint  then 
brought  argainst  Derry  Gaol.  The 
General  Prisons  Board  give  away  the- 
whole  case  in  the  first  few  words  of 
their  remarks.     They  say — 

"lliis  itaol  ■'■  one  of  the  old  type,  aod  i*  to 
constructed  that  unless  it  be  entirely  levelled 
and  rebuilt,  it  would  be  impossible  to  adopt  it 
to  the  latest  requirements  as  regards  size  ot 
Ihe  cells,  ventilation,  and  sanitary  arrange- 
ments." 

Can  any  more  sweeping  condemnation 
of  the  whole  arrangements  be  well 
imagined  ?  The  Prisons  Board  also  saj 
that,  in  the  future,  they  do  not  propose- 
to  confine  within  the  walls  of  the  gaot 
any  prisoners  sentenced  to  terms  exceed- 
ing three  months,  while  in  many  minor 
respects  they  have  seen  fit  to  adopt  the- 
recommendations  of  Major  Beamish. 
Therefore,  I  say  that  hon.  Members  who- 
brought  forward  complaints  as  to  the- 
state  of  this  gaol  last  year  were  com- 
pletely justified  in  the  course  they  took. 
I  now  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  intends  to  continue  ta 
confine  prisoners  in  a  gaol  which  is  found 
to  be  so  unhealthy,  and  by  what  process 
of  reasoning  it  is  considered  justifiable- 
that  prisoners  whose  offences  are  so- 
small  that  they  are  sentenced  to  less- 
than  three  months'  imprisonment,  should 
be  kept  there  at  imminent  peril  to  their 
health,  while  those  whose  guilt  is  far 
greater  are  to  be  sent  to  more  healthy 
establishments?  I  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  view  of  the ' 
observations  of  the   Prisons  Board,  he' 
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cannot   see    hia  way   to  have   this  gaol  I  the   relatives  of    those  persous,    and   to 


closed  for  the  time  bt;ing,  so  that  it  may 
be  re-constructed  in  conformity  with  the 
aanitury.  principles  applicable  to  modern 
gaols. 

(8.10.)  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTJH:  I  must 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  timt  the  accusations  he  has 
made  are  not  the  s:irae  as  were  brought 
forward  on  previous  occasions.  The  prison 
is  undoubtedly  an  old  one,  and  many  of 
the  cells  are  not  equal  in  size  to  those 
that  are  to  be  found  in  modern  prisons. 
All  that  is  required  at  prestnt  is  tliat 
the  number  of  prisoners  in  D.-rry  Gael 
should  not  be  such  as  to  necossitsito  tlie 
use  of  the  small  cells.  With  regard 
to  the  case  of  Cleary,  I  may  state  that  it 
was  by  his  own  express  wish  that  he  had 
been  discharged  from  hospit^il.  I 
«8same  that  liis  was  a  case  of  very 
rapid  consumption.  With  regard  to  the 
prison  chaplain  to  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Donegal  has  referred,  it 
should  be  remembered  that  the  chaplain 
of  a  gaol  is  an  official  of  the  gaol,  and 
when  the  Prisons  Board  had  to  hold  an 
inquiry  the  chaplain  iu  question  refused 
to  give  informatiou,  which,  as  chaplain 
of  the  gaol,  it  was  hi.s  duty  to  give.  It 
was,  therefore,  obviously  impo.ssible 
that  he  should  be  allowed  to  remain. 
The  Bishop,  or  the  gentleman  who  acted 
for  the  Bishop  at  the  time,  refused  to 
ap]x>int  another  chaplain,  and  the  result 
was  that  the  Roman  Catholic  prisoners 
in  Derry  Gaol  had  been  deprived  of  the 
services  of  their  religion.  It  appears  to 
me  that  that  concerned  not  so  much  the 
Prisons  Board  as  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese.  At  all  events,  no  other  course 
thau  that  which  they  liave  taken  was 
left  open  to  the  Board. 

(8.14.)  Mr.  J.  G.  FITZGERALD 
(Longford,  S.) :  It  is  impossible  in  the 
oourse  of  a  single  evening,  to  say  nothing 
of  a  mere  two  or  three  hours,  to  travel 
over  the  whole  of  the  barren  waste  of  the 
Irish  prisons  question.  During  the 
Wffiiiie  of  the  right  hon.  Geutlemiin  the 
prisons  of  Irel.md  have  been  filled  to 
overflowing,  and,  unfortunately,  many  of 
those  who  have  been  confiued  in  them 
are  now  dead,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Irish  Representatives toask  theCommittee 


press  for  some  guarantee  that  in  future 
those  who  are  sent  to  these  places  shall 
not  be  dealt  with  iu  the  same  way  as 
thase  whose  lives  have  thus  been  sacri- 
ficed. When  we  were  upon  this  Vote 
last  year  it  was  my  duty  to  direct 
attention  to  the  sanitary  condition  of 
Derry  Prison.  Owing  to  the  state  of 
the  prison  it  became  necessary  for  the 
Government  to  institute  a  special  inquiry, 
which  wiis  carried  out  by  the  successor 
of  Dr.  Barr,  as  representative  of  the 
Irish  Government.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  still  undertakes  to  say  that 
Derry  Prison  is  a  healthy  f)rison.  Here 
is  the  Report  of  Mr.  O'Farrel.  He  says — 

"  A  careful  examination  of  the  iwnitary 
condition  of  this  priisua  hiis  Balintiud  nie  that 
there  is  nothin:;  in  the  condiiion  of  the  prison 
which  could  in  any  way  be  injurious  to 
health." 

I  apprehend  tiiat  the  Chief  Secretary, 
when  he  made  liis  statement  to-night, 
had  in  his  mind  the  Report  of  Dr. 
O'Farrel  rather  than    the  Report  of  the 

English  Inspector,  Mr.  Edward  Beamish, 
who  says,  in  thLs  pri.son  three  Irish 
prisoners  have  to  put  up  with  1,592  cubic 
feet  of  air,  whereas  iu  an  English  prison 
one  prisoner  gets  1,200  cubic  feet.  He 
reports  tliat  there  are  75  square  inches 
of  space  for  the  inlet  and  outlet  of  air  in 
the  Irish  cell,  whereas  in  the  English  " 
cell  there  are  108  square  inches.  With 
regard  to  the  drainage  of  Derry  Prison, 
he  reports  that  the  soil  pipe  is  not 
trapped,  and  that  it  is  defective,  and  states 
that  one  of  the  dust-holes  has  been  left 
nncleaned  six  months  at  a  time.  Is 
there  any  reason  for  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary sLinding  up  atid  declaring,  on 
the  authority  of  a  Report  made  12 
months  ago,  and  now  clearly  discarded, 
that  this  prison,  really  a  pest-hole,  is  in 
a  sanitary  condition.  If  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  satisfied  to  live  in  a  re.sidence  in 
which  the  soil  pipe  is  untrapjK>d,  and  if 
he  is  prepared  to  say  that  no  sewer  gas 
passes  up  through  that  i)ipe,  then  I  say 
that  he  has  arrived  at  a  lamentable  state 
uf  sanitary  knowledge.  I  am  perfectly 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
have  been  misled  by  the  Report  of  Dr. 
O'Farrel,  and  forgottL'n  altogether  the 
Report  of  Mr.  Beamish.     The  prison  is 


of  this  House  for  some  consolation  for    apparently   condemned   by   the  Prisons 
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Board,  and  if  said  Ui  be  only  worthy  of 
being  razed,  that  a  fitting  receptacle  for 
prisoners  may  bo  erected.  But  I  am  not 
BO  much  concerned  with  the  sanitiiry 
condition  of  the  prison  as  witli  what 
happened  to  the  prisoners  confined  there. 
I  do  not  wish  to  rake  up  old  sores,  but 
this  House  is  the  last  Court  of  Appeal  to 
the  humblest  in  the  land,  and  we  ought 
not  to  forget,  because  a  few  months  have 
passed,  the  poor  people  wlio  have  been 
done  to  death.  It  is  certain,  Mr.  Court- 
ney, that  in  a  prison  where  there  is  not 
suiScient  air,  and  in  which  the  drainage 
I  is  defective,  the  disease  will  be  generated 
of  which  the  prisoners  died  in  Derry. 
Last  year  I  made  the  charge  that  Dr. 
O'Farrel  had  issued  a  garbled  Report  in 
order  to  shield  Sir  AVilliam  Miller.  The 
Report  of  Mr.  Beamish  enables  me  to 
drive  that  charge  home.  I  assert  that 
Sir  William  Jliller  is  an  incompetent 
physician  ;  thiit  ho  did  not  treat  these 
poor  prisoners  with  inhumanity,  but 
that  he  treated  them  wrongly  on  ac- 
count of  his  ignorance  and  incompetency ; 
that  he  saw  these  prisoners  day  after 
day,  and  hour  after  hour ;  and  that  he 
actually  did  not  know  the  disease  from 
■which  thoy  were  suffering.  And  I 
accuse  Dr.  O't'arrel,  if  he  did  know,  of 
not  having  stated  it  in  his  Report.  We 
have  the  case  of  fnur  prisoners,  two  of 
whom  died,  one  got  well,  and  the  fourth, 
a  woman,  left  the  prison  with  typhoid 
fever  and  afterwards  died.  It  was  stated 
in  the  Report  of  Dr.  O'Farrel  that  there 
had  never  been  any  typhoid  fever  in  the 
prison  for  10  years.  I  do  not  see  how 
else  it  Could  have  been,  seeing  that  Sir 
William  Miller  always  took  care  to  turn  nut 
every  prisoner  before  he  found  out  what 
was  the  matter  with  him.  It  has  been 
actually  proved,  beyond  yea  or  nay,  that 
he  did  turn  out  one  man,  who  died  on 
the  roadside,  though  he  had  known,  from 
the  evidence  of  the  warder,  that  tlie 
man  hod  been  delirious  the  night  before. 
We  have  heard,  though  it  is  hard  to 
conceive,  that  any  professional  man 
should  still  be  retained  in  the  service 
even  of  the  Government  of  Ireland  after 
hearing  such  a  statement,  that  in  the  ca.se 
of  one  man  he  would  allow  him  to  go  12 
days  without  knowing  what  was  the 
matter,  and  without  using  that  iustru- 
ment  which  would  have  told  him  at  once 
the  nature  of  the  disease — the  thermo- 


meter. I  charge  the  Government  with 
being  party  to  the  murder  of  three 
persons.  1  say  that  Sir  "William  Miller 
did  not  know  what  was  the  matter  with 
them.  I  say  they  had  typhoid  fever 
with  pneumonia,  and  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  that  disease,  generated 
in  this  fever  den,  they  died.  On 
behalf  of  those  poor  dead  people  and 
their  friends  I  protest  in  this  House.  If 
they  want  to  kill  people  let  them  do  it  in 
the  open  like  men  and  not  put  men  in 
those  fever  dens  which  generate  disease 
and  end  in  death.  I  charge  them  not 
to  put  these  fever  dens  in  charge  of 
men  so  incompetent  that  they  will  not 
have  a  dust-bin  clwired  out  once  in  six 
months.  Another  case  1  would  allude 
to  in  the  hope  of  getting  some  satisfaction 
from  the  i-ight  hon.  Gentleman  is  that 
rif  Jasper  TuIIy,  of  the  lioscommon 
Iferald,  who  was  confined  in  Sligo  Gaol 
for  four  weeks  for  a  Press  offence  under 
the  Crimes  Act.  1  put  a  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alwut  the  case, 
and  asked  why  Mr.  Tully  was  removed 
from  Sligo  Gaol  to  Tullamorc,  bnt  he  did 
not  give  mo  a  very  precise  answer.  I  shall, 
perhaps,  be  in  order  in  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
fact  that  the  recent  Commission  which 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
grievances  of  prisoners  in  Her  Majesty's 
convict  prison  at  Chatham— where 
prisoners  are  detained  for  treason- 
felony,  and  where  there  are  many  who 
havej  received  the  dreadful  sentence  of 
I»nal  servitude  for  life — recommended 
that  prisoners  who  had  committed 
offences  at  a  distance  from  home,  though 
tliey  were  confined  in  gaols  nearest  to 
the  places  where  the  offences  had  been 
committed,  should  be  allowed  to  receive 
letters  in  lieu  of  visits  from  their  friends. 
The  Commission  found  that  it  is  un- 
doubtedly a  dreadful  hardship  for 
prisoners  who  have  committed  offences 
in  certain  places  to  be  moved  into  penal 
servitude  at  great  distances  away, 
because  such  prisoners  cannot  receive 
tlie  visits  from  their  friends  to  which 
they  are  entitled.  1  say  that  there  was 
ample  accommodation  in  Sligo  Gaol  for 
Jasper  Tully.  He  has  made  no  com- 
plaint, but  if  he  had  been  confined  in 
the  district  in  which  his  offence  was 
committed,  he  would  have  been  able  to 
receive  visits  from  his  friends.     We  say 
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it  is  a  piece  of  petty  spite  on  the  part  of  ,  necessary   to   defray   the   Charge   which  will 


the  Prison  Authorities  to  remove  him  to 
Tullamore,  and  so  deprive  him  of  the 
visits  of  his  friends.  I  think  the  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  give  us  some 
satisfaction  on  this  point.  I  am  lx)und 
to  say  I  get  very  little  satisfaction  either 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Irish 
Attorney  General  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary.  Pro- 
bably it  is  because  I  speak  so  Uttlo  in 
this  House,  and  I  am  sometimes  inclined 
to  think,  notwithstanding  the  jiersuaaion 
of  hon.  Friends  who  sit  around  mo, 
that  one  day  I  shall  have  to  com- 
mence and  be  troublesome  and  keep  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  and  their  Friends 
here  until  morning  unless  they  give  nie 
the  satisfaction  on  these  points  for 
which  I  am  entitled  to  ask.  In  con- 
nection with  the  case  to  which  I 
have  referred  a  warder  was  dismissed. 
Ho  asked  what  he  was  dismissed  for — 
whether  his  conduct  had  not  been  good 
— and  he  was  simply  told  that  though 
his  previous  conduct  and  character  had 
been  perfectly  right  he  was  to  be  dis- 
missed. We  want  some  assurance  from 
the  Government  that  this  man  will  be 
restored  to  his  position,  or  if  not  restored 
that  he  should  have  some  compensa- 
tion for  having  liad  his  character 
damaged  by  being  dismissed  summarily 
without  being  told  what  his  offence  was. 
(8.45.) 

(9.11.)     Vote  agreed  to. 

Class  IV. 

2.  £518,.316,    to   complete   the   sum 
for  Public  Educuti(m,  IreUnd. 

3.  X370,  to  complete   the   sum   for 
Endowed  School  Cnmmissioners,  Ireland 

4.  £1,701,  to  comjilete  the  sum  for 
the  National  Gallery  of  Ireland. 

5.  £8,457,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Queen's  Colleges,  Ireland. 

Class  VI. 

6.  £2,362,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland. 

7.  £9,678,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Hospitals  and  Charities,  Ireland. 

Class  I. 

8.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro* 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum  cot  exceeding  £182,873,  he 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
Mr.  J.  G.  FUagerald 


'  coma  ia  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1691,  for  the 
Erection,  Repairs,  and  Maintenance  of  Public 
Buildinf^s  in  Ireland,  for  the  Maintenance  ot 
certain  Parks  and  Public  Works,  for  Drainage 
Works  on  the  liiver  Shannon,  for  Faymont» 
under  '  The  Tramways  and  Public  Companies 
(Ireland)  Act,  1883,'  and  for  Expenditure 
under  'The  Light  Railwaj-s  (Ireland)  Act, 
1889." 

(9.15.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  thinfe 
it  would  b**  well  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who, 
I  presume,  will  be  in  his  place  in  a 
moment,  would  upon  this  Vote  make  the  • 
statement  which  I  understand  he  is 
prepared  to  make.  It  is  being  looked 
forward  to  with  considerable  interest  in 
all  the  counties  in  Ireland,  and  I  imagine 
that  sufficient  time  liivs  now  elapsed  to 
enable  him  to  speak  with  fulness  and 
completeness.  Various  complaints  arc 
made  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
certain  contractors  in  Ireland  who  have 
been  sitting  in  one  jKirt  of  the  country 
as  Judges  and  acting  in  another  part  of 
the  country  as  contractors.  A  gentle- 
man who  has  acted  in  one  jmrt  uf  the 
country  as  a  contractor  sits  under  a 
Judge  who  has  acted  as  a  contractor  in 
another  part  of  the  country.  Each 
gentleman  contracts  and  judges  in  rota- 
tion, and  in  this  way  the  contractor  of 
one  man  can  be  the  judge  of  another, 
and  the  judge  of  one  man  the  contractor 
of  another.  This  state  of  things  ha» 
given  rise  to  great  suspicion  on  this  side 
of  the  House.  I  have  no  doubt,  how- 
ever, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
be  able  to  remove  from  our  minds  the 
suspicion  we  nut  unnaturally  entertain 
of  this  sort  of  prcKJfdure.  It  is  hardly 
necessary  now  to  go  into  the  matter  with 
any  minuteness. 

•(9.20.)TheSECRETARYtothkTREA. 
SURY(Mr.  JACK.SOS,  Leeds, N.):  Questions 
have  been  put  in  the  House  with  refer- 
ence to  two  lines  which  were  inquired 
into  by  a  Court  of  Inquiry  ap^rainted  by 
the  Boord  of  Works  under  their  statu- 
tory powers,  and  reference  has  also  been 
made  to  two  engineers  who  were  ap- 
pointed as  members  of  the  Courts,  and 
who,  I  believe,  have  enjoyed  a  reputa- 
tion for  professional  ability  and  skill,  and 
as  being   men    of   great   experience  ia 
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connection  with  milways  in  Ireland. 
When  the  Courts  of  Inquiry  hud  to  be 
constituted,  the  Board  of  Works  had  to 
consider  first  the  securiniir  of  the  services 
of  men  who  were  thoroughly  competent  to 
discharge  the  duties.  It  would  be  almost 
Impossible  to  obtain  the  services  of  any 
engineer  of  eminence  in  Ireland  and  of 
great  experience  in  connection  with 
railways  who  had  not  been  at  some  pre- 
vious time  connected  with  one  or 
other  of  the  schemes  which  had  been 
brought  forward  from  time  to  time. 
It  was  important  to  secure  the  ser- 
vices of  men  who  had  experience,  and 
it  was  the  object  of  the  Board  of 
Works  to  select  for  the  office  of  engineers 
men  in  whom  tliey  had  confidence,  and 
men  whose  opinions  they  believed  would 
carry  with  them  the  confidence  of  the 
public.  Tliey  had  only  one  object,  and 
tliat  was  to  secure  men  who  were  com- 
petent and  whose  opinion  would  carry 
weight.  It  is  true,  no  doubt,  tliat  two 
of  the  engineers  who  were  selected  had 
been  connected  in  previous  years  with 
schemes  for  railways,  two  of  which 
formed  part  of  the  schemes  brought  for- 
ward under  the  Act  of  last  year.  It  has 
been  said  in  the  case  of  the  Donegal  and 
Killybegs  line  that  the  line  was  reported 
on  by  an  engineer  who,  although  not 
connected  with  that  particular  line,  was 
interested  in  a  line  which  had  been  pro- 
moted in  County  Galway,  which  it  was 
s<iid  was  reported  upou  by  an  engineer 
who  was  interested  in  the  Donegal  line. 
This  is  not  quite  correct.  The  scheme 
put  forward  of  the  lino  from  Donegiil  to 
Killybegs  included  a  bmuch  from  Inver 
to  Glenties.  The  Court  of  Inquiry 
decided  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  ap- 
proach Glenties  by  means  of  the  Donegal 
and  Killybegs  line,  and  that  portion  of 
the  line  was  struck  nut  of  the  scheme. 
The  line  was  further  altered  by  the  Conrt 
of  Inquiry  hecau.se  the  limits  of  deviation 
wore  altered  at  the  Killybegs  end  of 
the  line ;  and  I  believ*  that  those 
alterations  of  deviation  were  deemed  to 
be  great  improvements  in  the  .scheme  as 
put  forward.  The  line,  as  approved,  was 
ajiproved  by  the  Conrt  as  a  whole,  and 
I  think  that  no  one  who  knows  the  dis- 
trict can  fail  to  come  to  the  comclusion 
that  the  line  from  Donegal  to  Killybegs 
is  one  which  will  serve  a  useful  purpose. 
It  travels  from  Donegal  through  a  dis- 


trict which  is  capable  of  considerable 
improvement,  and  at  Killybegs  it  is 
possible  to  develop  the  fishing  industry. 
I  think  that  if  this  line  is  constructed  it 
will  prove  to  be  a  useful  one  for  the 
fishing  industry,  and  the  development  of 
the  district.  It  also  taps  a  district  to 
the  South- West  of  Donegal  which,  accord- 
ing to  certain  maps  which  have  been  pre- 
pared, is  shown  to  be  one  of  the  most 
congested  districts  of  Donegal ;  and  it 
brings  within  reach  the  whole  of  that 
congested  district  of  South- West  Donegal. 
As  to  the  Galway  and  Clifdeu  line,  I 
think  that  every  one  is  agreed  that  the 
communication  between  those  two  places 
is  essentially  necessary,  and  that  that 
communication  should  take  the  route  vid 
Oughterard.  I  have  had  the  advantage 
of  driving  over  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  route  of  this  line,  and  I  may  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  project  has  been 
before  the  public  for  a  great  many 
years.  I  believe  that  in  1883  this  line 
was  promoted  in  competition  with  another 
line,  and  tliat  it  obtained  the  present- 
ment of  the  Gniud  Jury  in  competition 
with  another  Hue  which  followed  almost 
the  same  route.  Fullowiug  the  present- 
ment of  the  Grand  Jury,  the  question 
was  again  fought  out  before  the  Privy 
Council,  and  the  line  which  was  in  com- 
|ietition  with  it  at  that  time  was  practi- 
cally withdrawn.  There  has  been  a  new 
and  further  inquiry,  and  several  lines  have 
agiiin  been  brought  forward  and  carefully 
inquired  into,  the  inquiry  being  presided 
over  by  Sir  John  Ball  Greene,  the  Com- 
missioner of  Valu-ition,  and  again  after 
full  and  complete  inquiry 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :   When   was  Sir 
John  Ball  Greene's  inquiry] 

•Mr.  JACKSON:  On  the  schemes 
recently  brought  forward  under  the  Act 
of  1889. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  When? 

•Mb.  JACKSON:  This  year.  The 
same  result  has  been  brought  about  this 
time.  After  full  and  complete  inquiry, 
and  with  sworn  evidence  taken  relating 
to  the  various  schemes,  because  there 
were  at  least  three  courses  open  :  one  to 
follow  the  coastline  from  Galway,  and 
then  work  up  to  Clifden,  and  two  lines 
vid  Oughterard,  and  following  inland 
through    the    country,    the     Court    of 
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Inquiry  decided  that  the  line  which  had 
obtained  the  presentment  of  the  Grand 
Jury  waa  the  best  line  put  forward. 
The  facts  that  the  Courts  of  Inquiry  wore 
composed  of  wen  of  eminence  and  repu- 
tation, tliat  they  had  no  other  object 
but  to  6nd  the  best  possible  route  for 
Bcrving  the  districts  through  which  the 
proposed  lines  would  travel,  that  they 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  lines 
selected  are  the  best  for  the  purposes 
desired,  and  the  fact  also  that  these 
lines  obtained  the  presentment  of  the 
Grand  Jury,  must  carrj'  weight.  I  need 
not  go  into  the  question  of  the  evi- 
dence of  the  engineers,  nien  of  high 
position  in  their  profession  and 
character  to  command  confidence,  and 
the  Committee  may  dismiss  from  their 
minds  any  doabt  as  to  interested 
motives  or  bias  in  the  minds  of  the 
engineers  in  favour  of  any  particular 
route.  With  regard  to  the  ciirryini^  out 
of  those  schemes,  it  has  been  the  object 
of  the  Government,  as  far  as  {x>ssible,  to 
secure  the  lines  which  are  best  calcu- 
lated to  serve  the  districts  and  counties 
through  which  they  travel ;  and, 
secondly,  as  far  as  they  can  to  secure  the 
counties  against  future  liability.  I  will 
not  say  they  shall  he  entirely  free  from 
liability,  for,  as  the  Committee  is  aware, 
a  baronial  guarantee  is  given  under 
Section  10,  carrj-ing  with  it  liability  for 
future  maintenance  and  working.  It 
has  been,  and  still  is,  the  object  of 
the  Government  to  secure,  if  possible, 
in  svery  case  where  it  is  practicable — I 
do  not  say  it  is  possible  in  every  case — 
that  the  lines  sliall  be  entrusted  to 
some  contractor  or  company  capable  of 
carrying  out  the  work  in  a  satisfactory 
manner,  and  again,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
make  the  working  arrangements  of  the 
lines,  when  they  are  constructed,  such  as 
will  relieve,  if  not  entirely,  at  least  as 
far  as  possible,  the  districts  from  further 
liability.  I  hope,  therefore,  tliat  the 
Committee  will  place  some  confidence  in 
the  Government  in  connection  with  the 
schemes,  because  I  need  hardly  say  that 
the  hands  of  the  Government  will  be 
very  much  tied  if  they  are  called  upon 
to  declare  absolutely  they  will  make 
certain  lines  in  any  case  or  under  any 
conditions.  It  is  very  desirable  tlmt 
the  hands  of  the  Government  should  be 
free  to  negotiate  in  the  interests  of  the 
Mr.  Jackson 


counties,  so  as  to  secure,  as  far  as  they 
can,  by  a  first  payment,  the  construction 
of  the  lines  in  a  satisfactory  manner,  and 
so  that  they  may  endeavour,  as  far  as 
possible,  by  that  first  jwymeut  to  secure 
the  counties  from  further  liability. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Has  any  arrange- 
ment been  arrived  at  with  the  Midland 
Great  Western  with  reference  to  the 
lines  1 

*Mk.  JACKSON :  With  reference  to 
the  Midland  Great  Western,  the  district 
of  that  line  covers  not  only  the  Galway 
and  Clifden  line  and  the  means  of  com- 
munication between  Westport  and  Mnl- 
ranny  and  Ballina  and  Killala,  but  also 
the  Mayo  lines,  and  these  would  make  a 
junction  with  the  Midland  Great  Western. 
It  has  baen  the  desire  of  the  Government 
to  ascertain  whether  it  is  possible  to 
enlist  the  full  and  com |.lete  co-operation 
of  thfi  Midland  Greot  Western  Comjiany 
with  regard  to  the  construction,  working, 
and  maintenance  of  those  lines.  The 
negotiations,  however,  are  not  complete, 
and  it  would  not  be  in  the  interests  of 
the  districts  or  counties  concerned  that  I 
should  be  called  upm  at  present  to  enter 
into  details.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  the 
Committee  will  accept  what  1  have  said 
as  an  assurance  that  the  Government 
are  doing  their  utmost  in  the  interests 
of  the  districts  affected ;  and  I  am  not 
without  hope  that  they  will  successfully 
accomplish  their  object.  There  are  other 
lines,  and  I  would  indicate  those  which 
the  Government  think  it  desirable  should 
be  made.  In  indicating  those  lines  I 
would  again  impress  on  the  Committee 
the  extreme  importance,  not  only  to  the 
Government,  but  to  the  districts  con- 
cerned that  the  Government  should  have 
a  free  hand  for  their  negotiations,  and 
should  not  be  hampered  by  unnecessary 
pledges,  in  order  that  they  may  be  able 
to  make  the  best  bargain  they  can. 
Subject  to  the  reservation  that  before 
any  of  the  companies  promoting  a  lino 
can  go  for  an  Order  in  Council  it  must 
obtain  the  assent  of  the  Government, 
and  the  arrangements  must  satisfy  the 
Treasury.  I  may  tell  the  Committee 
the  lines  the  Government  think  may  be 
aided  or  ought  to  bo  aided  and  carried 
into  practical  operation.  There  is  a  line 
projected  from  Baltimore  to  Skibbereen, 
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and  I  need  not  point  out  that  Baltimore 
is  already  a  very  imiiortnnt  fishing 
station  for  a  district  in  which  the  fishing 
industry  has  been  largely  developed  by 
the  great  energy  of  Father  Davis  and 
otliers,  aided  ns  they  have  been  by  the 
munificence  of  Lady  Burdett-Coutts. 
It  is  desirable  the  line  should  be  mnde 
from  Baltimore  to  Skibbereeo,  and  I 
believe  it  will  be  )x>ssible  to  make  satis- 
factory working  arrangements  with  the 
adjoining  company,  the  Cork  and  Bandon 
Company.  Subject  to  this,  I  hope 
matters  will  before  long  be  in  such  a 
condition  that  the  work  may  be  entered 
upon.  There  are  also  two  lines  in  Kerry, 
both  of  them  important,  and  in  districts 
which  it  ia  desirable  to  open  out — the 
Hcadford  to  Keumare  and  tlie  Killorglin 
to  Valentia  lines,  Ixith  travelling  through 
districts  where  the  burden  of  rate  is  us 
heavy  as  anywhere  in  Ireland,  and  I 
assume  that  satisfactory  arrangements 
will  be  made  for  the  construction  and 
subsequent  working  of  the  lines,  and 
also  with  the  comjianies  with  which  the 
lines  will  be  brought  into  connexion.  I 
have,  then,  referred  to  the  line  from 
Galway  to  Clifden,  and  to  the  two  liuea 
in  Mayo — Westport  to  Mulranny  and 
Ballina  to  Killala — as  railways  the  Go- 
vernment are  anxious  to  se3  constructed. 
There  are  also  two  lines  in  Donegal,  the 
Stranorlar  to  Fintown,  jxissibly  to  Glen- 
ties,  and  the  Donegal  tf)  Killybegs  lines 
■ — and  jiosaibly  a  line  from  Buncrana  to 
Carndonngh  in  the  north-east  of  the 
county — to  which  I  will  refer.  The  line 
from  Stranorlar  to  Fintown  has  been  re- 
commended as  having  received  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Grand  Jury,  and  the  entire 
facts  show  that  it  is  desirable  that  some 
means  of  communication  should  bo  given 
to  what  I  may  call  the  northern  or  the 
north-west  portion  of  Donegal.  It  may 
become  a  question  whether  the  line  from 
Stranorlar  should  stop  at  Fintown  or 
Glenties.  Fintown  is  the  point  of  junc- 
tion with  the  southern  portio:i  of  what 
is,  perhaps,  the  second  must  congested 
district  of  Donegal ;  it  was  within  easy 
reach,  or  six  or  seven  miles,  of  a  very 
large  and  much  congested  district.  The 
lino  proposed  to  be  made  is  a  narrow 
gauge  line,  corresponding  with  that  from 
Stranorlar  to  Donegal,  now  in  existence, 
*nd  the  proposed  line  from  Donegal  to 
Killjbega,  and   it  does    appear  to  me 


essential  to  the  harmonious  working  of 
the  whole  of  these  lines  that  the  arrange- 
ments should  be  under  one  Board  of 
Management.  It  is  obvious  that  this 
would  be  a  great  advantage,  because  one 
management  -would  ariimge  suitable 
times  for  trains  thi-ongh  each  district, 
and  the  rolling  stock  would  be  of  the 
same  type,  and  available  for  one  line  or 
another,  according  as  interchange  might 
be  necessary  to  meet  emergencies.  This 
is  one  object  the  Government  keep  in 
view.  There  ia  a  short  line  from  Down- 
[)atrick  to  Ardglass,  with  respect  to  which 
I  have  received  a  deputation  represent- 
ing the  district.  Certainly  Ardglass  is 
an  important  fishing  port.  The  County 
Down  Railway  Comjinny  ore  promoting 
this  line,  and  I  learn  that  the  Grand  Jury 
have  made  a  presentment,  which  the 
Railway  Companj'  is  prepared  to  accept ; 
and  I  hope  that  arrangements  may  bo 
mivle  for  the  construction  of  this  line 
and  its  working  and  maintenance  by  the 
County  Down  Railway  Company,  with- 
out any  farther  liability  being  thrown  on 
the  coanty.  These  schemes  will  involve 
a  total  expenditure  of  between  j£800,000 
and  £900,000.  I  know  of  no  reason 
when  the  basis  of  an  agreement  is  satis- 
factorily settled — and  1  may  say  that  to 
this  end  we  have  been  for  some  time 
working  —  when  once  a  satisfactory 
agreement  is  come  to  with  respect  to 
two  or  three  of  these  lines,  why  it  should 
not  form  a  basis  of  negotiation  in  the 
other  cases.  There  are  one  or  two  other 
lines  it  is  desirable  should  be  made  if 
money  is  at  our  disposal.  One  ia  a  short, 
but  costly,  extension  from  Bantry  to 
Bantry  Pier.  I  hope  it  may  be  possible 
to  come  to  arrangements  for  the  making 
of  that  communication.  There  is  another 
projected  line  from  Buncrana  to  Cam- 
donagh,  promoted  by  the  Louth  Swilly 
Company,  about  wliich  1  also  hope  that 
some  satisfactory  arrangement  may  be 
made.  It  is  certainly  desirable  that 
further  means  of  communication  should 
be  provided  for  the  north  or  north- 
western portion  of  Donegal.  If  the 
Government  can  make  arrangements  by 
which  the  lines  indicated  can  be  con- 
structed and  worked,  a  very  important 
step  will  have  been  taken  in  the  opening 
up  of  these  districts,  and  establishing 
communications  with  some  of  the  most 
congested  districts  in  Ireland.     1  hope 


283  Supjfly—CivU  {COMMONS} 

that  some  of  ihn  lines  will  be  promptly 
made,  and  that  the  rusult'S  will  solid  be 
seen  in  an  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  the  people. 

(9.53.)  COLOXEL  NOLAN  (Gal way, 
N.) :  We  have  had  a  clear,  and,  I  think, 
upon  the  whole,  a  satisfactory  state- 
ment from  the  right  lion.  Gentleman. 
["  No,  no."]  Tiiose  expostulations  come 
from  Members  who  represent  what 
cannot  be  called  the  congested  districts. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  the  lines  indi- 
cated will  be  of  great  benefit  to  Ii-eland. 
There  is  an  immense  amount  of  fishing 
undeveloped,  because  no  market  is 
available.  There  is  in  Connemara  a 
mining  industry  in  copjier  and  lead 
unemployed  for  want  of  the  as.sistance 
which  only  the  railway  can  provide.  You 
may  say  there  is  means  of  transit  by  sea, 
but  it  is  perhaps  the  most  stormy  coast 
in  the  world,  and  internal  means  of 
communication  are  absolutely  necessary, 
and  in  times  of  famine  and  scarcity  the 
lamentable  condition  of  these  districts  is 
felt  throughout  all  Ireland  ;  and,  indeed, 
the  whole  of  the  Kingdom.  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  possible  for  the  Govertiraent 
to  take  any  step  in  Irish  administration 
that  will  give  more  satisfaction  than 
this  opening  of  the  congested  districts 
by  railway  communication.  I  know 
some  of  the  districts  referred  to,  and 
my  attention  has  been  specially  drawn 
to  the  Connemara  lines.  I  appreciate 
the  attention  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  given  to  prupo-sed  lines  there,  and 
his  desire  to  be  fair  as  between  the  con- 
flicting interests  in  carrying  on  negotia- 
tions. My  only  fear  is  from  want  of 
expedition  in  arriving  at  a  conclusion. 
Some  of  these  lines  were  projected  four 
years  ago  by  the  noble  I>ord  the 
ilember  for  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  and  yet  in  Connemai-a  abso- 
lutely nothing  has  been  done.  The 
Galway  Grand  Jury  met  to-dny,  but  I 
do  not  know  that  they  were  expected  to 
take  any  action  to-day,  and  if  the  Report 
of  the  Grand  Jury  is  to  wait  until  next 
March,  and  then  goes  before  the  Privy 
Council,  work  may  be  deferred  for 
Another  year.  I  would  beg  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  to  expedite  the 
negotiations  as  much  as  possible.  As 
to  the  particular  lino  through  Connemara 
J/r.  Jaclcson 
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I  am  perfectly  neutral.  I  know  the 
feeling  is  strong  among  the  clergy  there, 
and  owners  of  property,  in  favour  of  the 
Onghterard  route,  and  the  whole  question 
has  been  well  thrashed  out.  I  am 
only  anxious  that  the  decision  should  be 
carried  outat  once.  My  oidy  fear  is  that 
the  negotiations  between  the  three  bodies, 
the  Treasury,  the  Grand  Jury,  and  the 
Midland  Great  Western  Company  may 
break  down.  So  far  as  I  know  the  dis- 
trict, I  do  not  care  which  plan  is  adopted, 
only  I  am  anxious  the  line  should  be 
mode  at  once,  and  I  think  I  may  say  that 
if  the  Government  act  with  expedition 
there  will  be  few  people  who  will  not 
endorse  their  action.  The  Midland  and 
Great  Western  Railway  Company  re- 
quired a  guarantee  of  £30,000  or 
£40,000  for  the  district.  But  a  poor 
district  does  not  like  to  guarantee  more 
than  the  working  expenses  ;  they  I'refer 
to  do  that  than  to  pay  a  lump  sum. 
There  are  three  other  constituencies  in 
the  county,  and  two  out  of  the  three  are 
making  railroads  of  their  own,  and  will 
naturally  not  derive  much  benefit  from 
this  scheme.  But  this  I  miiy  say :  I 
hope  that  the  Treasury  will  use  expedi- 
tion. When  they  do  right  they  ought 
to  be  praised,  and  in  this  thing  they 
have  done  what  is  right  and  generous, 
hut  the  value  of  their  action  will  be 
lost  if  they  allow  the  work  to  be  put  off 
from  year  to  year. 

(10.2.)  Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh,  N.)  :  I  cannot  altogether  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  spoken. 
Of  course,  the  statement  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  is,  to  some  extent,  satis- 
factory. It  is  well  to  know  that  the 
Government  intend  to  do  something  of 
the  kind,  but,  considering  how  long  they 
have  had  it  in  hand,  I  think  we  ought 
U>  have  a  little  more  definite  statement 
as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Government. 
I  think  that  in  all  prolmbility  they  will 
fail  in  their  designs.  I  maintain  that  if 
the  Government  really  want  t<j  have 
these  districts  opened  up,  and  if  they 
wish  to  secure  the  prosperity  of  these 
places,  they  would  allow  us  to  do  these 
things  ourselves.  Over  and  over  again 
have  different  Governments  embarked 
on  enterprises  of  this  kind.  Jjarge  suma 
of  public  money  have  been  mi.s-8pent  and 
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^Bwasted  through  the    incapacity   of  the 

^pTrcasory.      Of  course,  I  shall   he    very 

glad  to  see  anything  done  for  the  benefit 

of  these  districts,  which  have   lieen    so 

'       shamefnlly  nejjleoted  such   a   long  time 

tby  successive  Governments.  But,  in  my 
opinion,  they  never  will  be  benefited 
until   we    have    a  Government  of   our 
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(10.9.)  Me.  CLANCY  (Dublin 
N.)  :  Four  years  have  now  elapsed 
the  Leader  of  this  House  and  the  Chan 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  announced  a 
great  policy  of  light  railways  for  Ireland, 
but  up  to  the  present  time  not  a  single 
penny  has  been  spent.  It  is  now  nearly 
six  months  since  the  inquiries  into  these 
light  railway  projects  were  completed, 
and  since  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  have 
been  making  up  their  minds  which  lines 
to  promote.  Had  wo  a  Parliament  in 
Dublin  we  should  not  have  wasted  so 
much  time  ;  but  when  matters  of  this 
sort  are  left  to  strangers,  and  to  strange 
officials,  the  schemes  are  naturally  put  off 
Session  after  Session.  Now,  I  desire 
to-night  to  protest  againut  the  adoption 
of  one  of  these  schemes.  During  the 
last  few  months  I  have  asked  several 
questions  about  the  projected  Killybegs 
and  Donegal  line,  and  also  about  the 
Galwny  scheme.  I  say  nothing  about 
the  latter,  because  I  am  extremely  im- 
pressed with  the  desinibility  of  some  line 
being  constructed  in  that  district.  But 
I  may  say  I  wish  some  engineer  other 
than  Mr.  Barton  had  promoted  the  line. — 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Mr.  Price.] — It   does 


not  matter  whether  it  was  Mr.  Price  or 
Mr.  Barton.  They  have'  been  working 
this  thing  together,  and  the  line  pro- 
moted by  one  in  Donegal  is  reported  on 
by  his  confederate,  while  the  other  pro- 
motes a  Une  in  Galway  which  his 
confederate  reports  upon.  Tliis  is 
the  real  gist  of  my  complaint  against 
the  Government.  Thoy  have  a  large 
number  of  engineers  they  can  select 
from,  but  they  actually  choose  two 
gentlemen  who  are  personally  pecuni- 
arily interested  to  report  on  lines 
promoted  by  each  other.  I  think  that 
that  is  a  scandalous  thing,  which  requires 
explaining  by  the  Government.  Now  I 
come  to  the  question  of  the  Donegal  and 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [thibd  bkbibs.] 
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Killybegs  line,  which  is  one  of  the  most 
scandalous  jobs  ever  perpetrated  in  my 
memoiy.     In  the  first  place,  the  line  is 
being  promoted  by  the  West   Donegal 
Railway  Company,  which  is  notoriously 
insolvent,  and  the  sub-section  of  tlie  Act 
passed  last  year,  which  forbids  the  grant- 
ing of  laws  to  a  company  of  that  kind, 
has   been   violated   in    this    case.     The 
Royal  Commission  reported  against  this 
line  last  year,  but  when  I  questioned  the 
right   hon.  Gentleman  on  that  iwjint  he 
told  me  the  Report  was  against  the  route, 
and   not  against  the  line.     But  what  is 
the  difference  ?     The  Grand  Jury  are  in 
favour  of  a  different  route,  but  because 
that  is  convenient  for  a  jioblo  Lord,  who 
is  a  supporter  of  the  Government,  it  is 
to  be  carried  out.     It  is  said  that  it  will 
servo  a  congested  district ;  but  the  only 
congested  district  that  it  is  near  is  that 
of  Glencolnmbkill,  and   that  district  is 
separated  from  the  proposed  line  of  rail- 
way by  a  high  range  of  moantains.     It 
is  equally  absurd  to  say  that  this  line 
will  be  of   any  use   in  developing  the 
fisheries.      From    a  Report  which   was 
issued  a  few  days  ago  we  find  that  in  the- 
Killybegs  division  there  are  142  fishing- 
boats  and  817  fishermen  registered.    But 
this  relates  to  no  less  than   135  miles  of' 
coast,  whereas   the   railway   could   only 
serve  about  15  miles.    If  that  fact  cannot 
be  disputed,  what  justification    is  there 
for  the  adoption  of  this  route  1     I  invite 
the   right  hon.  Gentleman   to  deny  the 
accuracy  of  the  facts  I  have  stated.    But 
that  is  not  all.  This  line  is  in  competition 
with  tlie  Stranorlar  hue,  which  bus  been 
unanimously   approved    by   the    Grand 
Jury  of    Donegal,  who   luive   passed   a 
guarantee  for  the  working  expenses  of" 
the  line.    Then  there  has  been  no  opposi- 
tion to  this  line  from  any  quarter  whai- 
ever,  while  it  has  been  officially  declared! 
that  upon  its  merits  the  line  is  suijerior- 
to   any  other  line  which  could  be  con- 
structed in  the  district.     Yet  the  Trea- 
sury prefer  to  adopt  the  Killybegs  scheme, 
and  reject  this  Stranorlar  line.     I  call  on 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  if  he  can, 
to  explain  this  proposed  scandalous  wasta 
of  public  money. 

(10.23.)    Me.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Done^ 

gal,  E.)  :  Before  saying  a  few  words  on, 

the  Donegal  scheme  I  desire  to  recall  to 

the  House  the  fact  that  we  are  not  now 
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discussing  the  appropriation  of  money 
from  the  British  Exchequer.  We  shall, 
no  doubt,  hereafter  be  told  of  the  un- 
gracious way  in  whicli  the  Irish  Members 
aooepted  or  declined  to  accept  British 
money  for  the  development  of  Irish 
resoui-ces.  But  this  is  not  British  money. 
It  is  Irish  money.  No  British  money  is 
spent  in  Ireland,  nor  has  any  been  spent 
since  the  Union  ;  on  the  contrary,  Ireland 
has  for  years  overpaid  its  fair  pr(i])ortion 
to  the  British  Exchequer.  What  the 
landlords  draw  from  Ireland  is  but  a 
small  portion  of  the  money  taken  out  of 
the  island.  The  money  now  under  dis- 
coasion  is  Irish  money,  and  who  are  to 
be  the  arbitrators  of  the  manner  in 
which  it  shall  be  exiwnded  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Manchester  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tiie  Member  for  North  Leeds, 
while  the  Members  for  Ireland  are 
to  have  no  effective  voice  in  its 
appropriation.  The  history  of  these 
schemes  is  in  itself  sufficient  to  convince 
all  reasoning  men  of  the  utter  inability 
of  the  English  portion  of  this  House  to 
administer  the  aiTairs  of  Ii-eland.  What 
does  this  particular  scheme,  however  the 
details  may  be  carried  out,  involve  1  It 
involves  a  certain  charge  on  the  cess- 
payers  of  Ireland.  One  would  have 
considered  it  was  the  initial  duty  of  the 
Treasury,  Ijefore  sanctioning  a  scheme 
involving  such  a  charge,  to  nscortnin  the 
condition  nf  cess  in  the  county  of 
Donegal.  If  they  had  done  so  they 
would  have  found  that  in  some  portions 
of  Donegal  the  cess  is  two  years  in 
arrear.  Within  the  last  week  the  Grand 
Jury  have  passed  a  resolution  that  tliey 
are  unnblc  to  undertake  any  new  works 
for  want  of  money.  How  can  the 
Government  expect  to  get  a  contribution 
equal  to  5  jier  cent,  of  the  cess  for 
Donegal  over  and  alx)ve  what  the  people 
there  are  now  paying?  You  cannot  do 
it.  How  can  the  Government  bring 
forward  schemes  which  will  further 
increase  the  burden  of  tlie  cesspnyers  1 
I  wash  my  hands  of  the  whole  scheme. 
In  the  name  of  my  constituency  I  pro- 
test against  any  further  imposition  in 
the  shape  of  cess  being  thrown  upon  it. 

(10.28.)     Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The 
hou.   Gentleman  is  much  more  anxious 
to    preso've    the   interests  of  the  cess- 
Mr.  A.  O'Connor 


payers  than  are  the  cesspayers  them- 
selves. He  knows  perfectly  well  that 
if  the  proposed  lines  in  this  country  were 
abandoned  no  people  in  Donegal  would 
be  more  bitterly  disappointed  than  those 
whom  he  represents. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  I  am  prepi 
to  take  that  responsibility. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Tlie  hon 
Member  said  we  were  dealing  with 
Irish  money.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  a  party  to  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  and  to  the  financ: 
arrangements  embodied  in  that  Bi 
As  the  hon.  Member  himself  w 
perfectly  know,  England  and  Scotland 
will  pay  not  merely  two-thirds  but  fivi 
sixths  of  the  whole  money  gi\T?n. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Wlmt  about 

Union  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  presume  tb 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  referring 
to  what  occurred  in  1 800. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  1815. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  alluding 
til  a  much  more  recent  transaction — to 
what  occurred  in  1886.  Both  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  interrupts  me  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  last  spokei 
must  be  perfectly  well  aware  that  thi 
were  not  merely  consenting  parties,  b 
enthusiastically  consenting  parties  to 
the  financial  arrangements  ombodied 
the  Bill  of  1.S.S6  between  the  t 
countries.  That  being  so  it  does  not  lie 
in  their  mouths  to  say  that  the  money 
now  voted  out  of  the  Imperial  E: 
chequer  is  Irish  and  not  British  moaei^ 

Me.  A.  O'CONNOR:   The  right  hon 
Gentleman  has  not  the  least  ground 
saying  that  or  anything  like  it.     I 
not  only  not  an  enthusiastic  supporter 
that  portion  of  the  scheme,  but  it  wai 
distinctly   understood   among   our   o 
ranks   that  that   was   open   to   Ameni 
ment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :    Yes  ;  but 
never  heai-d  it  statetl  to  Homo  Rule  con 
stituencies  in  England  that  one  of 
incidents  of  Home  Rule  would  be 
Ireland  would  l)t'ar  much   less  than  i' 
present  share  of  the  common  burdens 
the  two  countries.     I  learn  that  now  £( 
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the  fli'st  time.  I  iim  very  glad  to  learn 
now  that  nn  integral  part  of  the  j)()licy  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  is  to  make  the 
.  Home  Rule  Bill  an  occasion  for  greatly 
inci'easiug  the  burdens  of  the  English 
taxpayer  and  greatly  lightening  the 
burdens  of  the  Irisb  tAspayer.  Now,  on 
■the  question  of  the  charge  on  the  cess- 
payer,  I  would  point  out  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men that  one  thing  to  he  aimed  at  in 
this  Bill,  and  iu  the  negotiations,  is  to 
diminish  as  far  lis  possible  the  charge  on 
the  Irish  cusspayer.  It  was  a  new-ssary 
incident  of  the  Tmmways  Act  psissed  in 
1883  by  tho  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Gla.sgow  that 
a  great  charge  should  be  made  upon  the 
«es8payera  in  any  district  where  tram- 
.waya  or  light  railways  were  carried  out. 
,We  felt,  aa  we  still  feel,  the  evils  of 
•that  system.  We  felt  when  we  passed 
the  Bill,  and  we  still  feel,  that  the  raort' 
■we  can  make  armngements  by  whicli 
the  liability  of  the  cesspayer  shall  be 
dimini8hed,andthe  responsibility  of  work- 
ing those linesshall  be  thrown  on  indepen- 
dent companies,  the  better  it  will  be  for 
the  future  of  the  districts  thnjugh  which 
the  railways  pass  ;  and  when  the  Govern- 
ment are  reproached  for  delay  I  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  that  that  delay  is 
due  to  our  anxiety  to  form  such  arrange- 
ments with  responsible  railway  com- 
panies as  will  relieve  the  cesspayer  of 
that  particular  liability  which  tbo  hon. 
Member  for  Galwny  coiuiiluins  of.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Dublin  told  the 
Committee  that'if  he  had  had  the  manage- 
ment of  this  affair,  or  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment had  bad  the  management  of  it,  the 
whole  thing  would  have  been  settled  in 
a  month.  If  so  it  would  have  been  very 
badly  settled.  1  am  perfectly  confi- 
dent, from  my  knowledge  of  the  nego- 
tiations that  have  been  carried  on  upon 
this  matter,  that,  if  the  Government  had 
come  forward  and  said  that  whatever 
anybody  else  might  do  they  were  deter- 
mined to  have  a  railway  constructed 
between  this  point  and  that  point,  the 
railway  would  have  been  constructed, 
but  a  very  great  and  unnecessary  ex- 
pense and  a  very  Bupertluous  burden 
■would  have  been  cast  on  the  cesspayers 
of  the  district  through  which  the  rail- 
way passed,  and  it  was  in  the  interest 
not  of  the  Government  but  of  the 
cesspayers     that     the     dehiy    occurred. 


The  Committee  knows,  or  the  Com- 
mittee might  know,  that  localities  do  not 
look  very  far  ahead  in  these  matters. 
Provided  they  can  bo  assured  tliat  a 
certain  number  of  Inindreds  or  thousands 
of  pounds  of  public  money  are  to  be 
spent  in  the  course  of  two  or  three  years 
on  works  of  public  utility,  they  are  apt 
to  shut  their  eyes  to  the  question  of 
future  liability.  I  am  afraid  examples 
of  that  have  already  occurred  in  Ii-elaud, 
and  if  it  woi-o  not  for  the  care  exercised 
by  the  Government  in  spending  the 
mimey  voted  last  year,  such  cases  would 
be  multiplied.  Only  to-day  a  question 
was  asked  across  the  floor  of  the  House 
regarding  a  threatened  strike  against  a 
eess  voluutarilj'  accepted  by  the  locality 
under  the  Act  of  1 883.  Whether  our 
efforts  will  or  will  not  be  found  a  success 
I  at  all  events  claim  fur  my  right  hon. 
Friend  and  myself  that  both  in  fnuning 
the  Bill  and  in  carrying  it  out  wo  huv^e 
never  for  one  in.stant  lost  sight  of  the 
absolute  necessity  of  trj-ing  to  frame 
these  schemes  in  a  manner  which  shall, 
lis  far  as  p<:>ssible,  relieve  tlie  localities  of 
future  liability.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man ha.s  told  us  that  four  years  have 
elapsed  since  this  policy  was  announced. 
Why,  the  Bill  under  which  we  are  now 
acting  was  only  [jtt.s.sed  last  year,  and 
that  it  was  not  passed  some  years 
before  was  no  fault  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :    You  did  not  bring  it 
in  until  last  year. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  1  am  perfectly 
aware  of  that.  The  hon.  Gentleman  is 
unable  to  restrain  his  ardour  for  inter- 
ruption. It  was  not  brought  in  until 
last  year.  Why  ?  Because  the  House 
was  occupied  in  carrying  out  in  other 
Departments  the  policy  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Paddington.  And 
when  it  was  brought  in  last  year  does 
not  everybody  know  that  it  was  onlj- 
with  tho  utmost  difficulty,  in  face  of  the 
opposition  given  to  it  by  Memliers  sitting 
on  the  other  side,  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  able  to  carry  it  into  law  ? 
This  measure  has  been  truly  described  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Galway  as  one  which  is  likely  to  do 
more  good  tlian  any  other  which  has 
been  passed,  yet  it  was  carried  with  the 
utmost  difficulty  against  the  opposition 
L  2 
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of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House — ["Oh  "] — some  of  them  ;  I  do 
not  my  all.  The  opposition  set  up  came 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  I 
am  afraid  the  reception  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  statement  has  met  with 
shows  that,  whether  the  Government 
sncceed  or  not  in  benefiting  the  districts 
througli  whicii  these  railways  are  to 
pass,  we  shall  nut  earn  the  gratitude  of 
those  who  profess  to  represent  those 
districts.  With  reference  to  the  criti- 
cisms upon  the  scheme  for  constructing 
a  railway  from  Donegal  to  Killybegs,  I 
have  only  to  reply  that  it  does  not 
require  15  miles  of  coast  line  to  justify 
you  in  making  a  railway  for  the  purjKise 
of  assisting  a  fishing  industry.  Whether 
a  line  is  or  is  not  fitted  to  encourage  such 
industry  does  not  depend  on  the  length 
of  coast  along  which  it  passes.  ["  Bosh."] 
I  shouldhave  thoughttliatwaselementary 
knowledge — but  on  the  character  of  the 
harbour  on  which  it  abuts  and  its  capa- 
city for  supporting  a  fishing  pojiulation. 
This  line  meets  the  West  Donegal  line. 
The  hon.  Member  told  us  that  the  West 
Donegal  lines  are  bad.  1  cannot  jjretend 
that  they  are  strong  ;  hut  I  believe  the 
proposal  to  join  the  lines,  thus  giving 
control  of  a  common  rolling  stock,  will  do 
much  to  improve  their  prospects.  With 
regard  to  the  proposed  line  for  Stranortar, 
it  was  not  proposed  to  carry  that  beyond 
Glenties.  That  is  a  question  which 
not  only  depends  upon  the  character  of 
the  country,  but  upon  the  total  amount 
of  money  we  have  to  deal  with.  How 
the  money  will  be  disposed  of  must  de- 
pend upon  the  careful  consideration  of 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  it  is 
not  necessary  nor  oven  advisable  that 
we  should  commit  ourselves  to  ad- 
ditional lines  beyond  Glenties,  until 
we  know  what  other  claims  wo  shall 
have  upon  us.  I  will  not  pretend  to 
be  disappointed  with  the  reception 
wliich  my  right  hon.  Friend's  clear  and 
able  statement  Las  met  witli  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  but  I  am  neverthe- 
less con\'incid  that  nothing  has  yet  ever 
been  proposed  for  the  lienefit  of  the 
population  of  the  West  of  Ireland  which 
is  more  likely  to  develop  their  resources, 
and  in  a  healthy,  salutary  manner  enable 
them  to  develop  the  industries  and  capa- 
cities of  the  country  which  they  inhabit. 
I  trust  that  whatever  hon.  Gentlemen 
Mr.  A.  J.  DalfvuT 


may  tiiink  it  proper  to  say  in  this  Com-, 
mittee,  they  will  not,  at  all  events,  throv 
any  substantial  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the ' 
Government  carrying  these  schemes  into 
effect. 

(10.55.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The. 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  consequence 
the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend,  ha&j 
entered  into  a  discussion  of  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  of  1886,  and  the  financial 
arrangements  made  thereunder  between 
the  two  countries,  with  a  species  of 
ingenuity  that  is  his  own,  and  I  find  it 
diiiiculc,  Sir,  to  deal  effectually  with  a." 
subject  which  he  has  discussed  t«-night  in 
such  a  remarkable  manner.  That  we  are 
dealing  with  Irish  money  and  not  Im- 
perial money  cannot  be  doubted.  When 
our  country  was  swindled  at  the  time  of 
the  Union  it  was  only  paying  on  a  debk 
of  £12,000,000.  It  is  now  paying  on  a 
debt  of  £600,000,000  or  £700.000,000.  I 
maintain  that  since  1852  or  1853,  when 
Ireland  was  first  obliged  to  pay  In- 
come Tax  and  increased  Spirit  Ehity,  she 
has  paid  to  England  a  snm  greater  than 
that  paid  by  France  to  Germany  for  the 
War  Indemnity.  When,  in  consequence 
of  the  discussions  on  this  year's  Budget, 
you  found  yourselves  obliged  to  appoint 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  fiscal 
relations  between  the  two  countries,  is  ii 
surprising  that  we,  with  our  strong  sense 
of  gprievanco  on  this  matter,  sbonJd 
declare  that  this  is  Irish  money  which 
you  are  now  dealing  witti,  and  is  only  a 
portion  of  the  restitution  which  you  shoald 
make  in  muchlarger  measure  towards  Ire>- 
land  '!  I  decline  at  the  jircsent  moment  to 
discuss  what  are  the  transactions  which  we 
Imd  hofied  to  see  carried  out  under  the 
Home  Rule  Bill.  That  is  a  matter  whick 
wo  shall  he  able  to  deal  with  when  the 
proper  time  comes.  In  spite  of  the 
seductive  invitation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  sat  down  twice  in  order 
that  he  might  get  himself  interrupted,  I 
refuse  to  insert  in  the  interstices  of  thi» 
Debate  a  discussion  as  to  what  were  onr 
views,  and  what  were  our  objections  to  the 
Home  Rule  Bill.  I  altogether  deny  the 
statement  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  that,  but  for  the  care  and  anxiety 
of  the  Government,  the  localities  would 
have  compensated  themselves  to  a  much 
larger  extent  than  they  are  able  to  bear. 
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The  riglit  lion.  Gentleman  has  stated 
that  under  the  Tramways  Act  of  1883 
the  localities,  which  gladly  and  freely 
entered  into  fiscal  arrangements,  are  now 
threatening  to  strike,  in  consequence  of 
the  grievous  burden.  Now,  if  there 
ever  was  a  case  capable  of  confutation 
it  is  that  ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  liad  considered  his  words  for  a 
moment  he  would  not  have  advanced  it, 
because  the  localities  which  entered  into 
these  arrangements  had  no  more 
to  say  to  them  than  the  people  of 
Laputa.  The  gentlemen  who  passed 
these  schemes  were  the  Grand  Jurors, 
who  do  not  pay  a  single  shilling 
■of  the  rates.  AU  they  want  is 
to  have  railways  running  up  to  their 
doors,  and  other  people  to  pay  for 
them ;  just  as  the  magnificent  walls 
which  are  built  around  their  estates, 
and  which  excite  the  wonder  of 
all  who  see  them,  have  all  been  built 
out  of  the  rates  imposed  by  the  Grand 
Jurors,  who  always  put  these  jobs  on  the 
counties  when  they  can.  It  is  only 
within  the  lust  40  years  that  the  people 
have  asserted  themselves  and  traversed 
this  state  of  things,  and,  for  my  p.irfc, 
I  would  say  that,  bad  as  the  Grand 
Jurors  are,  I  should  not  be  afraid  to 
trust  them  with  the  entire  administration 
of  the  Tramways  Act,  if  the  rates  were 
equally  divided  between  the  owner  and 
occupier.  If  this  were  done  the  Govern- 
ment would  as  easily  get  a  milestone  to 
"dance  as  get  a  Grand  Juror  to  pass  u 
tramway  scheme.  The  right  hon. 
GentlcBiau  has  excused  himself  by  saying 
that  the  ratepayers  are  willing  to  under- 
take these  great  and  heiivy  burdens. 
That  I  altogether  deny  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  am  not  prepired  to  say  tliat  the 
Government  liave  not  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  dealing  with  this  matter.  In- 
deed, I  will  not  criticise  the  attitude  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  in  regard 
to  the  Midland  Railway,  either  in  Gralway 
or  in  Mayo.  But  this  is  quite  ajwirt  from 
the  question  of  the  delays,  which  I  think 
has  been  needless.  I  say  I  think  it  was 
desirable  to  pass  the  Act  and  get  the 
money,  and,  Parliament  having  pro- 
vided the  means,  we  are  here  now 
to  consider  their  allocation.  I  think 
theTreasury  have  taken  needless  time  in 
preparing  their  scheme.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    has    omitted   some  of   the 


chief  factors  for  our  consideration.  For 
instance,  he  has  not  stated,  in  the  case 
of  any  single  line,  what  is  the  amount  to 
be  allotted  to  that  line.  Consequently, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  left  out 
the  chief  element  for  enabling  us  to 
come  to  a  determination  ;  and  we  have 
not  been  treated  with  that  fulness  of  ex- 
position which  we  have  a  right  to  expect 
in  this  matter.  Again,  the  Committee 
has  nut  heard  how  many  of  these  lines 
are  to  bo  narrow-gauge  railways.  That 
is  a  most  crucial  point  for  examination. 
For  my  own  part,  I  entirely  deprecate 
the  making  of  any  more  narrow-gauge 
lines.  It  may  be  said  "  that  half  a  loaf 
is  bettor  than  no  bread,"  and  that  half  a 
railway  being  better  than  none  at  all,  a. 
line  of  three-feet  gauge  is  better  than 
being  unable  to  make  one  of  five  feet 
three  inches.  But  I  say,  is  it  de- 
sirable? Supposing  you  intend  to  make 
arrangements  with  the  Midland  Com- 
pany that  you  should  travel  on  the  broad- 
gauge  to  Galway  and  then  cliange 
carriages  and  get  upon  a  narrow-gauge 
line.  I  would  rather  have  one  good  line 
in  Ireland  than  lialf  adozen  bad  ones.  I 
admit  that  the  Government  are  anxious 
to  mete  out  the  gold  which  is  bursting 
the  Treasury  to  as  great  an  extent  as 
possible ;  but  if  the  districts  were  pre- 
pared to  take  a  national,  instead  of  a 
local,  view  of  the  matttM-,  they  would 
agree  that  one  good  liroud-gauge  line 
would  be  better  than  a  uiiml^er  of  narrow- 
gauge  lines.  When  I  i.'ii)iti.'niplate  the 
list  of  railways  the  Government  hope  to 
be  able  to  bring  into  existence,  I  am 
naturally  struck  by  the  sujiiwsition  that 
they  are  going  to  make  them  as  cheaply 
as  pijssible,  and,  if  so,  they  will  be 
narrow-gauge  Unes.  The  Committee 
will  remember  that  poor  Lord  Redesdale 
had  one  good  idea  :  he  was  bitterly  op- 
posed to  narrow-gauge  railways,  against 
which  he  always  set  his  face,  one  conse- 
quence of  which  was  that  we  in  Ireland 
were  sjiared  from  a  good  dual  of  the  com- 
motion that  would  liave  arisen  from  the 
construction  of  such  lines.  I  deprecate 
the  suggestion  that  a  lot  of  these  lines 
are  to  be  narrow-gauge  lines.  Some  of 
them  must  be  so  because  of  their  con- 
nection with  existing  narrow-gauge  lines; 
but  so  great  is  the  soindal  of  the  narrow- 
gauge  system  that  there  is  a  bit  of 
broad-gauge  line  iu  Donegal  which  runs 
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np  to  the  Lough  Swilly  line,  and  because 
the  Letterkenny  line  waa  n  broad-gauge 
line,  will  it  be  believed  that  they  pulled 
it  tip  and  made  it  a  narrow-gauge  to  fit 
the  other  line  ?  I  concur  in  every  word 
•uttered  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Dublin  with  regard  to  the 
Galway  line.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  line 
■which  the  Government  should  be  called 
on  to  make,  although  I  approve  of  the 
proposed  line  from  Qalwny  to  Clifden. 
To  say  that  emiuont  engineers  approve 
of  the  line  is  to  say  that  all  engineers 
are  eminent  who  have  an  eminent  dis- 
regard for  the  Ten  Commandments.  I 
once  heard  a  man  ask  another  what 
religion  he  was,  and  the  answer  waa  '"  a 
civil  engineer."  That  is  esactly  the 
religion  of  Messrs.  Barton  and  Price, 
The  psalm-singing  person  Mr.  Barton, 
when  he  waepromotingthese  lines, needed 
to  hold  an  evangelistic  service  at  Ballina, 
and  I  liave  no  doubt  that  is  the  method 
by  which  Mr.  Barton  secured  the  sym- 
pathy of  the  Government  and  secured 
the  success  of  his  scheme.  If  the 
Government  like  to  throw  away  their 
money  on  Messrs.  Barton  and  Price  that 
is  their  affair — though  we  shall  bo  pre- 
pared to  criticise  and  attack  the  proceed- 
ing— but  do  not  let  them  say,  "We  have 
employed  eminent  engineers."  We  shall 
Lave  but  one  answer  for  them,  whatever 
excuse  orexplanation  they  offer — "  Barton 
and  Price,"  "  Price  and  Bwton  " — and 
upon  those  two  names  we  shall  ring  the 
changes.  Another  thing  I  wish  to  say 
with  regard  to  this  matter  is  this  :  Why 
were  not  the  Irish  Members  consulted 
with  regard  to  the  making  of  some  of 
these  lines  t  I  do  not  say  that  they 
have  thrown  away  their  money  in  all 
these  cases,  but  I  di)  say  that  tUe  case 
was  one  in  whirh  the  Irish  Party  should 
have  been  consulted.  If  they  had  been, 
Scotch  lines  affecting  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  of  Scotland,  will  it  be  suggested 
for  a  moment  that  the  Unionist  Meiuber.s 
from  Scotland  wuuld  not  have  been  con- 
sulted ?  Why  they  would  have  been  up 
the  Lord  Advocate's  sleeve  every  after- 
noon. But  so  far  as  1  am  aware  not  a 
single  Irish  Member  has  been  consulted 
in  regard  to  these  Irish  Railways.  No 
one  can  sny  that  we  could  have  a  more 
reasonable  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppusito.  We 
all  recognise  his  courtesy,  but,  at  the 
J/r.  T.  M.  Hmly 


same  time,  we  are  entitled  to  complain 
of  the  way  this  business  has  been  con- 
ducted. We  are  told  that  we  are  an 
integral  part  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
but  we  are  forgotten  when  it  becomea 
inconvenient  to  remember  our  existence. 
The  Irish  Mumbers  not  having  been  con- 
sulted, they  rejmdiate  all  responsibility 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  It  is  for 
UB  to  see  that,  however  yon  lay  out  tliia 
money,  you  do  not  make  the  localities 
resjwnsible.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  when  he  talks  about 
his  anxiety  not  to  make  the  localities 
responsible,  should  listen  to  the  tale  of 
wof  I  can  present  to  him.  When  he 
boasts  of  the  bounty  of  the  Government, 
in  the  matter  of  these  light  railways,  I 
would  refer  him  to  poge  64  of  the  eati- 
mate.  Ue  will  Rnd  there  mention  made 
of  the  Cork  and  Mu skerry  line  ;  and  in 
connection  with  that  I  would  point  out 
that  the  Government  have  broken  their 
pledges,  and  that,  although  scandals  are 
pretty  generally  associated  with  the  action 
of  theGovernmcnt,  the  financial  meanness 
they  have  exhibited  in  this  matter  ia 
something  altogether  new.  They  Ijavo 
acted  with  financial  meanness  in  breach 
of  their  own  Act  of  Parliament — the 
Tramway  Act  of  1883 — in  the  case  of  this 
Cork  and  Muskerry  line.  The  estimate 
says  that  the  whole  length  of  this  rail- 
way is  18A  miles  ;  the  percentage 
guaranteed  is  5  per  cent.,  and  the 
authorised  capital  £75,000.  It  saya, 
further,  that  the  probable  claim  on  the 
baronies  for  interest— which  is  for  12 
months,  I  presume — will  be  £2,463. 
The  estimated  contribution  shows  a 
maximum  of  £986.  That,  of  course,  is 
a  5  per  cent,  guarantee,  and  the  county 
only  gets  from  the  Government  two-fiftha, 
or  less  than  £986.  By  the  9th  section 
of  the  Tramways  Act  the  Treasury  are 
required  to  ctmtribute  2  per  cent.,  btit 
the  Treasury  has  .shirked  this  obligation. 
It  has  not  airricd  out  that  which  it  is 
obliged  to  cnrry  out,  and  has  refused  the 
Directors  of  this  Cork  and  Muskeny 
Railway,  who  are  Loyalists  to  a  man,  this 
2  per  cunt.  I  know  what  I  am  talking 
about,  because  I  have  seen  all  the  corre- 
spondence. I  have  seen  the  repudiation 
by  the  Treasury  and  the  Board  of  Works 
of  their  obligation  under  the  Act.  If 
they  do  not  repudiate  it  they  mnst  have 
changed  their  ground   during   the  pssi 


Supply — Civil 


{ JuLT  18,  1890}  Service  EelimaUs. 


298 


^ 
^ 


fortnight.  Wliat  are  the  Cork  and 
Muskerry  Directors  going  to  do  now  ? 
Why,  in  their  extremity  they  are  going 
to  apply  to  the  Irish  Attorney  General 
for  loftve  to  file  a  petition  of  right  to 
compel  the  Treasury  to  pay  the  money 
they  claim. 

*Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  see  that  the  £986  to  be 
paid  by  the  Treasury  is  two-fifths  of  the 
whole  amount. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  That  is  not  so. 
The  fijyfures  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  arranged  them  in  the  estimate  may 
carry  out  his  view  ;  but  he  cannot  deny 
that  there  is  a  question  pending  between 
himself  and  the  Directors  of  the  Cork 
and  Muskerry  Railway.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  deny  that  ? 

*Me.  JACKSON :  1  have  no  knowledge 
of  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Will  he  deny 
that  the  Board  of  Works  have  refused  to 
assist  the  Cork  and  Muskerry  Company  ? 
I  have  seen  the  letters  bearing  upon  the 
question  myself.  The  point  was  raised 
by  question  in  this  Huuae,  and  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  says  he 
has  no  knowledge  of  it.  The  Directors 
are  about  to  take  steps  to  recover  the 
money  ;  but  how  are  they  to  recover  it 
if  the  Treasury  persist  in  their  refusal? 
It  is  a  serious  question  whether  the 
petition  of  right  would  lie,  as  all  sorts  of 
technicalities  can  be  raised.  I  do  not  see 
how  the  company  can  apply  for  a  petition 
of  right,  as  they  are  not  aggrieved — they 
can  get  it  from  the  baronies.  Who, 
then,  is  the  party  to  bring  an  action? 
Only  some  ces.'ipayer  in  the  County  of 
Cork  who  may  not  be  affected  to  a 
greater  amount  than  £\  a  year,  and  can 
it  be  expected  of  such  a  person  to  enter 
into  a  litigJition  with  tiie  Treasury  ?  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  prepared  to  gnai-antee 
that  in  the  future  no  liability  shall  fall 
on  the  baronies. 

•(11.17.)  Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  : 
i  maintain  that  the  two  speeches  we 
have  heard  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
are  absolutely  inconsistent,  not  only 
in  tone  but  in  substance.  We  do 
not,    of    course,     expect    to    get    from 


the  Chief  Secretary  that  courtesy  which 
we  always  get  from  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  but  I  maintain  that,  apart 
from  the  question  of  tone,  the  two 
speeches  were  absolutely  inconsistent  in 
their  substance.  The  Chief  Secretary 
says  that  the  great  care  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  to  prevent  any  burden 
falling  on  the  localities  which  the 
localities  will  be  unable  to  bear.  Well, 
but  if  only  half  the  scheme  indicated  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  is  carried  out,  a 
burden  upon  the  cesspayers  will  be 
inevitable.  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury has  the  best  of  intentions  for  our 
people,  but  good  intentions  by  them- 
selves will  not  lie  sufficient  to  make 
railways  in  Ireland,  and  the  money  that 
the  Government  has  at  its  disposal 
under  Acts  of  Porliament  is  not  anything 
like  sufficient  to  jay  for  the  railways 
referred  to.  Why,  I  venture  to  say 
that  one  ruihvay  alone — that  from 
Galway  to  Clifden — will  not  cost  lesB 
than  £300,000,  and  I  make  that  state- 
ment on  good  authority.  If  so  much 
money  as  this  is  required,  how,  I  ask, 
are  all  these  other  railways  to  be  con- 
structed with  the  small  .imount  of  money 
which  the  Government  has  at  its  dis- 
posal? If  all  these  railways  are  at- 
tempted, they  can  only  be  completed  by 
restirting  to  the  ruinous  system  of 
baronial  guarantees,  which  has  been 
tried  and  has  failed.  The  answer  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  is  that  • 
the  baronial  guarantee  is  accepted  by 
the  locality.  I  think  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  has  dealt  with  that 
matter.  It  is  a  mere  farce  to  say  that 
the  Omnd  Juries  in  any  part  of 
Ireland  represent  the  localities.  They 
do  not.  They  represent  the  landlords  of, 
the  localities.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man means  that  the  landlords  of  a 
particnUir  locality,  having  accepted  a 
burden,  are  bound  to  bear  that  burden, 
then  in  those  counties  in  which  there  is 
default  in  cess,  levy  it  on  the  landlords, 
and  you  will  bo  pursuing  a  course  of 
natural  justice.  But  the  people  who 
are  now  bound  by  law  to  pay 
this  money  are  not  tlie  people  who 
have  accepted  the  burden.  They  have 
never  been  consulted,  and  there  is  no 
form  in  which  they  can  be  consulted.  I 
grant  it  may  be  possible  in  some  cases  to 
get  a   meeting   together   to   approve   a 
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scheme,  We  all  know  what  ibat  means. 
A  number  of  people  get  together  and  pass 
resolutions,  because  they  think  it  a  cheap 
way  of  obtaining  railway  facilities  far 
their  district.  Such  resolutions  are  not 
worth  anything.  Let  me  give  an  in- 
stance in  which,  according  to  the  right 
Hon.  Gentleman's  phrase,  a  burden  has 
been  accepted  by  a  locality.  I  want  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Down  (Colonel 
Waring)  thinks  his  constituents  approve 
of  the  burden  which  the  Grand  Jury  has 
imposed  on  some  of  them  in  the  case  of  the 
ArdglasB  Railway.  Ardglass  is  a  place  to 
which  a  railway  certainly  ought  to  have 
been  made,  and  I  believe  would  have 
been  noade  before  tlii.s  had  it  not  been 
for  the  pernicious  in6uenc«  of  this 
system  of  legislation,  by  which  every- 
body is  taught  to  look  for  Government 
grants  instead  of  relying  on  his  own 
resources.  The  County  Down  Railway 
Company  pays  6  per  cent,  on  its  ordinary 
shares,  and  they  should  make  this  Hue 
themselves  as  a  feeder.  No  dunbt  the 
line  would  not  pay  by  itself,  but 
it  would  pay  as  a  feeder,  and  I  believe 
the  comjany  would  have  constructed 
it  themselves  had  it  not  been  for  the 
hope  that  they  would  get  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  it.  The  cesspaj'ers,  some  of 
whom  are  nearly  30  miles  away  from  thu 
district  affected,  will  have  to  pay  cess  for 
the  construction  of  this  line,  which  to 
many  of  them  will  be  of  no  benefit 
whatever.  I  deny  tliat  it  would  be 
possible  to  obtain  by  representative 
means  any  authority  for  putting  this 
burden  on  the  county.  As  the  County 
Down  is  a  rich  county,  I  do  not  suppose 
it  will  be  a  very  serious  bunlen,  but  1 
am  cerbiin  that  if  it  were  <is  serious  to 
the  County  Down  as  similar  burdens  are  to 
counties  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  many 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  suji- 
porters  would  carry  tiieir  opfiosition  to  it 
80  far  as  to  strike  against  a  tax  to  which 
they  never  assented,  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  House  has  considered  the 
ruinous  terms  on  which  this  money  hivs 
been  and  will  be  raised.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  wiid 
a  little  while  ago  that  if  there  were  a 
Home  Rule  Parliament  in  Ireland  this 
money  could  not  bj  raised  on  as  good 
terms.  I  deny  that  entirely.  On  all  the 
railways  made  under  the  Act  of  1883, 
J/r.  Knox 


except  the  West  Clare,  there  was  a 
guarantee  of  5  per  cent,,  which  I  contend 
is  a  ridiculous  guarantee  to  give  an 
in  vestor  in  these  days.  Two  per  cent. 
of  that  is  an  Imperial  guarantee.  I 
suppose  that  if  2  per  cent.  Imperial 
Stock  were  issued  to-morrow  it  would  be 
at  about  £70  for  each  XI 00.  You  have, 
therefore,  only  £30  left.  There  is  a 
3  per  cent,  baronial  guarantee  to  coyer 
this  remaining  £30.  This  is  equivalent 
to  saying  that  if  tho  barony  wanted  to 
borrow  money  it  would  have  to  pay  10 
per  cent,  for  it.  That  is  preposterous. 
The  fact  is,  that  under  the  present 
system  such  good  terms  cannot  be 
obtained  as  could  be  obtained  if,  uuder 
a  representative  system,  the  people  were 
able  to  go  into  the  open  market  and  get 
the  money  for  themselves.  I  believe 
the  Government  will  find  that  there  will 
bo  considerable  difficulties  to  contend 
witli  as  a  consequence  of  the  existing 
guarantees.  Take  the  case  of  the  Cavan, 
Leitrim,  and  Roscommon  Railway,  the 
longest  of  tho  linos  made  under  the  Act 
of  1883.  The  total  capital  amounted  to 
£200,000.  The  burden  on  the  districts 
concerned  is  so  heavy  that  they  are  al- 
most unable  to  bear  it,  and  soon  they  will 
bo  entirely  unable  to  boar  it.  Leitrim 
is  a  poor  county.  A  great  part  of  it 
was  scheduled  as  a  congested  district 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  of 
this  Session.  In  part  of  Cavan, 
too,  the  bui"den  is  very  heavy,  and  I 
have  the  authority  of  the  Grand  Jury 
of  Cavan  for  saying  that  the  burden 
upon  the  people  is  too  heavy  for  them  to 
bear.  In  a  resolution  sent  to  mo  by  thtj 
Grand  Jury,  with  tlieir  strong  recom- 
mendation, they  talk  of  tho  jKJople  as 
"  an  over-taxed  and  extremely  poor  class 
of  small  farmers  residing  on  bad 
mountain  land  "  and  "  who  are  totally 
unable  to  pay  this  enormous  tax  in 
iwldition  to  the  ordinary  county  cess." 
Well,  these  men  will  not  go  on  much 
longer  endeavouring  to  do  what  the 
Grand  Jury  say  they  are  unable  to  do, 
and  the  Government  will  find  that, 
instead  of  making  any  more  niilways, 
they  will  have  first  to  pay  off  tho  bur- 
den that  they  by  their  incompetence 
have  thrown  on  these  localities  under  the 
Act  of  1883,  The  people  in  some  pirts 
of  Ireland,  where  there  was  a  guarantee 
under  another  Act,  have  already  com- 
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bined  against  the  payment  of  the  extra 
railway  cess.  Several  men  have  been 
sent  to  gaol  for  resisting  the  Sheriff  in 
attempts  to  resist  payment  of  the  cess. 
and  the  Government  will,  perhaps,  find 
in  the  end  that,  in  view  of  the  heavy 
cost  of  the  jjolice,  and  the  extra  ex- 
penses of  levying  the  county  cess,  it 
■would  have  been  better  for  the  Govern- 
ment  to  have  assumed  part  of  the  bur- 
den by  substituting  a  3  per  cent. 
Government  guarantee,  and  so  re- 
lieving the  cesspayers.  The  share- 
holders are  selling  their  shares  at 
considerably  over  p»r.  Having  invested 
their  money  on  a  5  per  cent,  guarantee, 
they  are  now  getting  an  enormous  profit 
out  of  the  poverty  of  the  people,  and  I 
think  it  possible  that  the  people  may  not 
go  on  very  long  ministering  to  the  riches 
of  these  shareholders.  No  doubt  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  are  excel- 
lent. The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
thinks  he  is  working  for  the  good  of 
Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  thinks  he 
is  providing  hia  followers  in  this  country 
with  an  excellent  argument  to  use  on 
the  platforms  against  us.  He  thinks 
they  will  be  able  to  point  to  the  largesses 
he  has  beslowed  on  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. I  think  it  very  possible  that  the 
result  of  the  Chief  Secretary's  action 
will  not  be  to  illustrate  the  great  merit 
of  his  policy,  but  rather  to  show  the 
want  of  merit  of  his  proposed  policy 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Bill.  What 
would  be  the  value  of  his  guarantees 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  if  it  he 
proved  by  strikes  against  extra  cess 
that  the  Government  cannot  levy  an 
extra  tax  which  has  been  imposed  upon 
the  people  without  the  people's  consent  ? 
I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  £200. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Item  K,  Light  Railways,  be 
reduced  by  £200."— (iVr.  Kiwx.) 

(11.35.)  Mb.  CRILLT  (Mayo,  N.)  : 
I  was  one  of  the  Irish  Members  who  last 
year  supported  the  jjassage  of  the  Bill, 
in  the  hope  that  it  would,  to  some  ex- 
tent, develop  the  resources  and  establish 
the  prosperity  and  comfort  of  the  poor 
people  in  the  West  of  Mayo  and  the 
North  of  Mayo,  whom  I  have  the  honour 


to  represent.  I  have  no  doubt  that  had 
the  Bill  of  last  year  been  received  by  the 
House  with  a  little  more  consideratioo, 
we  who  supported  it  might  have  been 
able  to  make  it  a  better  measure,  and  one 
that  would  have  been  more  workable  in 
the  interest  both  of  the  poorer  districts 
of  Ireland  and  of  the  cesspayers  of  Ire- 
laud.  However,  we  have  to  take  the 
Bill  as  it  stands,  and  I  am  afraid  that, 
after  having  listened  to  the  greater  por- 
tion of  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  is  a  case  of  much  cry  and 
little  wool.  To  my  mind,  the  scheme  as 
he  set  it  forth  to-night,  will  do  very  little 
indeed  in  developing  the  resources,  or  in 
improving  the  position  and  increasing 
the  comfort,  of  the  people  of  the  Western 
coast  of  Mayo.  Like  my  hon.  Friend 
who  sits  below  me,  I  have  no  desire  to 
press  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
what  arrangement  he  intends  to  make 
with  the  Chairman  of  the  Midland  Rail- 
way Company,  but  I  would  impress  on 
him  the  neeesaity  of  making  some  early 
arrangement  with  the  Midland  Company, 
in  order  that  the  main  line,  which  is  to 
be  constructed,  if  possible,  under  this 
Bill,  shall  be  made  from  Ballina  to  Bel- 
mullet.  There  are  only  three  courses 
open  to  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
They  "must  run  a  line  round  the  South 
Coast  to  Belmnllet,  or  they  must  run  a 
line  of  railway  from  Ballina  round  the 
coast  to  Belmullet,  or  run  one  direct 
from  Ballina  to  Belmullet.  Each  of 
these  three  routes  has  been  re- 
ported on  favourably.  In  connection 
with  this  matter  it  is  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  the  ubiquitous  Mr.  Barton 
turns  up  again.  This  Mr.  Barton  seems 
to  have  had  a  finger  in  every  railway 
pie  in  Ireland.  He  reported  favourably 
upon  this  line,  but  the  Governraeiit 
have  delayed  making  it,  whilst  they 
are  doing  their  utmost  to  pu.sh  on 
the  two  lines  in  which  Mr.  Barton  and 
Mr.  Price  are  themselves  concerned. 
I  know  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  anxious  to  develop  as  much  as   he 
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can  the  light  railway  syst-em  of  Ireland, 
but  I  wish  he  would  push  on  as  rapidly 
as  possible  tht'  arrangement  he  iutfuds 
to  make  with  the  Midland  Railway 
Comiwny.  The  Committee  will  admit 
that  a  considerable  time  has  elapsed 
since  the  Board  of  Works  and  the 
Treasury  came  together  to  decide  ns  to 
what  lines  should  be  constructed.  I  do 
trust  that  tho  right  lion.  Gentleman  will 
not  allow  an  equally  long  period  to 
eUipse  before  ho  lays  before  the  House 
the  arrangement  lie  has  come  to  on 
behalf  of  the  Treasury  with  tlie  Midland 
Railway  Company,  because  he  himself 
will  acknowledge  that  you  cannot  open 
out  the  west  and  nortli  of  Mayo  unless 
by  some  means  or  other  you  connect 
Belmullet  on  the  extreme  west  coast  of 
Ikluyo  with  Baliina,  or  Castlebar,  or  some 
of  the  other  towns.  It  is  essential  that 
Belmullet  should  bo  placed  in  commu- 
nication with  tlie  markets  where  the 
peojile  can  find  a  ready  sale  for  the 
fish  which  they  catch  in  such  large 
quantities. 

(11.45.)  Mb.  DILLON  :  I  have 
sat  here  in  silence  for  tho  last  two 
hours  a  -witness  of  the  extraordinary 
spectacle  of  the  Treasury  pressing  on 
Ireland  large  sums  of  money  that  have 
not  been  urgently  asked  for  by  the 
people.  I  do  not  oppose  those  grants, 
although  to  me  it  is  most  melancholy 
that  the  construction  of  these  railways 
cannot  be  taken  in  hand  by  private 
enterprise.  Here  am  I,  the  Repi-e- 
seutative  of  one  of  the  most  con- 
gested districts  in  Ireland.  I  want 
half  a  dozen  railroads  made.  I  have  not 
opposed  the  scheme  of  the  Government, 
and  yet  to  my  horror  and  despair  I  find 
my  district  entirely  left  out  of  consider- 
ation. I  would  be  glad  to  accompany 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a  tour  of 
the  district.  I  would  invite  him  to 
gridiron  the  district  with  railroads  and 
spend  as  large  a  sum  as  possible  out  of 
the  British  Exchequer  in  opening  up 
communication  between  the  various 
villages  I  have  the  honour  to  represent. 
There  cannot  be  the  slightest  doubt  in 
the  world  that  a  more  foolish  measure 
could  not  possibly  be  adopted.  The 
JUr.  CriUy 


right  hon.  Gentleman  has  accused  us  of 
obstructing  a  beneficent  Treasury.  I 
invite  hira  to  spend  £500,000  in  East 
Mayo,  where  he  has  not  proposed  to 
spend  a  single  shilling.  My  oiustitnents 
are  poor,  and  they  will  turnout  and  con- 
struct the  railways.  As  long  as  they  are 
pnid  decent  wages  for  making  the  rail- 
ways, tliey  will  make  them.  If  you 
make  the  bribe  siifticiently  large  and 
tempting  they  will  give  you  any  quantity 
of  guarantees,  because  they  know  per- 
fectly well  they  will  not  be  able  to  pay 
them.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Grand 
Jury  of  Mayo  will  guiirauteo  5,  6,  or  10 
per  cent.  Let  tlio  Government  coma 
forward  next  year  and  bring  in  a  proper 
Bill,  a  reasonable  iirii|XJ6ttl  t<j  open  up 
prajier  commuiiieatiiin  through  Northern 
Mnyo,  Eastern  Mayo,  Southern  and 
Western  Mayo,  regardless  of  expense, 
and  regardless,  also,  of  the  question 
whether  the  railroads  will  pay  for  the 
coal  burnt  or  the  grease  which  is  neces- 
sary for  the  wheels.  I  venture  to  say 
tlmt  if  the  object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  to  checkmate  us  and  compel  as 
to  vote  this  English  money,  he  will 
succeed.  If  he  ppiposes  to  spend 
a  quarter  or  even  half  a  million 
sterling  in  Eastern  Mayo  on  the 
guarantee  of  the  cess  of  that  district,  I 
certainly  would  not  find  myself  in  a 
position  to  vote  against  tlie  proposal.  I 
do  not  pretend  to  say  he  would  ever  got 
the  money  back  ;  but  I  do  not  find  myself 
in  a  position  to  oppose  sucb  a  scheme. 
I  rose  to  protest  against  the  Seci-etary 
to  the  Treasury  or  tho  Chief  Secretary 
even  complaining  that  we  obstruct  any 
quantity  of  Euglish  money  being  spent 
in  Ireland.  Get  shovels,  get  all  the 
ships  of  the  British  Navy,  and  shovel  or 
ship  over  as  much  gold  as  you  like. 
Pave  the  Iwgs  with  British  sovereigns, 
and  I  shall  vote  with  you  with  all  my 
heart. 

(11.30.)  Mb.  G'HANLON  (Cavan, 
E.) :  The  Secretary  to  tho  Treasury 
spoke  about  railways  in  Donegal,  but  I 
venture  to  say  he  soarojly  knew  any- 
thing of  what  he  was  talking  about.  The 
Chief  Secretary  knows  less.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  told  us  about 
a  line  from  Donegal  to  Killybegs. 
He  spoke  of  great  advantages  that 
would  accrue   to  the   fishing  industry. 
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What  can  be  gained  by  a  line  of  railway 
along  the  sea  coast  1  Jde  spoke  of  other 
lines.  He  mentioned,  for  instance,  a  line 
from  Letterkenny,  but  he  gave  us  no 
particulars.    Still,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

Iman  and  the  Chief  Secretary  receive  the 
pay  of  the  nation  ;  for  what  ?  For 
doing  nothing  but  making  statements  to 
the  British  public  about  something  of 
which  they  know  nothing.  It  is  astonish- 
ing that  the  English  jieople  can  with 
patience  listen  to  such  statements  as  are 
constantly  made  from  the  Treasury 
Bench.  The  Chief  8«;rf'tary  delivered 
a  speech  upon  this  Vote,  but  did  not  wait 
five  minutes  tii  hear  the  discussion. 
Will  any  hon.  Gentleman  t<!ll  me  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  or  the  Chief 
Secretary  know  anything  of  what  they 
have    been    talking   about  1    The    noes 

•  have  it.  I  believe  the  object  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  in  bringing  this 
matter  before  the  House  was  to  see  if  wo 
■would  offer  any  opposition,  so  that  the 

» Unionist  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
and  other  jiarts  of  Ireland  could  go  to 
Ireland  and  say  tliat  the  Nationalist 
Members  opposed  the  light  railway 
scheme.     We  are  not  going  to  give  the 

t scheme  any  opposition,  but  we  are  going 
to  tell  the  country  and  the  world  that 
the  gentlemen  whoso  duty  it  is  to  give 
information  to  the  House  know  nothing 
of  what  they  have  been  talking  about.  I 
do  not  think   there   is    any    use    in    mo 

t wasting  the  time  of  the  House,  but 
I  could  not  remain  silent  when  1 
heard  such  statements  as  those  made 
Eroni  the  Treasury  Bunch. 

•(11.57.)  Mb.  JACKSON:    In  answer 

to  a  question  of  the  hon.   and   learned 

Memlier  for  Longford,  let  me  say  that  the 

^Hines  which  join  other  railways  will  bu  of 

^Hho  usual  gauge,  but  that  the  others  will 

be  of  a  narrower  gauge. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

■    Original  Question  put,  and  agreed   t«. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  apon  Monday 
next. 

^1  SUPPLY— REPORT. 

^m    Heaolntion  [July  17th],  reported  [ace 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  ho 
has  yet  got  the  Fermoy  depositions  in  the 
case  of  David  Kent  ?  We  asked  yester- 
day if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
ment was  borne  out  by  the  depositions. 
We  were  promised  that  they  should  be 
telegraphed  for,  and  I  ask  if  they  have 
been  received  ;  if  not,  it  would  be  only 
reasonable  to  postpone  the  Report  of  this 
Vote  to  Monday. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  ?or 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  As  a  matter  of  fiict,  they  have 
not  yet  been  received,  but  I  hope  to  have 
them  to-morrow  or  Monday. 

Mr.  T.  xM.  HEALY :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  have  any  objection  to 
postpone  the  Vote  ? 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  It  is  essential  that 
we  should  have  the  depositions.  The 
question  is  important.  'When  we  ad- 
dressed an  interrogation  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  subject,  we  were 
met  with  a  denial  of  the  accuracy  of 
our  statement,  and  a  promise  was  made 
or  implied  that  we  should  have  a  copy  of 
the  depositions.  The  case  was  hoard  on 
Monday,  and  we  could  have  had  the 
depositions  here  by  Wednesday  or  Thurs- 
day.    It  is  important  to  have  them. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  We  do  not  wiah 
to  press  the  matter  unreasonably 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  there  is 
any  strong  desire  we  will  not  resist  a 
postjionoment  to  Monday,  but  wo  are  not 
sure  that  we  shall  have  the  depositions 
by  then. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  No  doubt  they 
will  be  here  if  telegraphed  for. 

Order  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

CONSOLIDATED   FOND  (No.  4)   BILL. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and 
[New  Title.] 
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Course  of 


COUKSE  OF  BUSINESS. 

On  the  Motion  for  Adjournment : — 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  when 
the  Scotch  Estimates  will  be  taken  1 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cnmberlond, 
Cockermouth)  :  And  the  Local  Taxation 
Bill? 

•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I 
cannot  say  when  the  Scotch  Estimates 
will  be  taken.  The  Housing  of  the 
Working  Classes  BUI  and  the  Census 
Bill  will  be  taken  on  Monday.  I  cannot 
say  when  the  Local  Taxation  Bill  will  be 
taken. 

Db.  TAlfNER:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gbntleman  inform  us  whether  there  is 
any  truth  in  the  report  that  the  2nd 
Battalion  Grenadier  Guards  is  going  to 
be  sent  to  Natal  ? 


{COMMONS} 

•Mr. 


Btumea*. 
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I  have  no  knowledge 


•Mb.  JACKSON ; 
on  the  point. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  Can  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  state  his 
intention  with  regard  to  the  Committee 
on  the  fiscal  relations  between  England 
and  Ireland  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thk  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoBCHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  should  be  extremely 
glad  if  the  hon.  Member  would  use  his 
influence  towards  assisting  us  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee.  The 
chief  Amendment  In  the  way  is  that  of 
a  Welsh  Member.  It  is  impossible  for 
us  to  assent  to  the  aejioration  of  Wales 
from  the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom  in 
this  connection  ;  and  if  this  Amendment 
were  not  pressed,  we  might  dispose  of 
the  matter  in  a  short  discussion  after 
12  o'clock.  I  am  very  anxious  to  get 
the  Committee  appointed. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  I  share  tho  desire  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  of  course 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  make  any 
promise  on  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glamorgiui.  May  I  suggest  that 
there  would  bo  no  difficulty  if  the  Motion 
■were  taken  at  a  time  to  allow  of  a  short 
Debate} 


H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  :  May  I  aj>k  if  the  Indus- 
trial Schools  Bill  is  to  be  withdrawn  ?  I 
understand  that  the  Under  Secretary  ha« 
given  some  intimation  to  that  effect. 

The  UNDER  SECRCTARY  of  STATE 
FOB  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Stuart  Woetley,  Sheffield,  HallaJn) : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  informs  me  that  it 
is  not  his  intention  to  ask  the  House  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill. 

•Mb.  H.  J.  Wn^ON  :  Then  why  keep 
it  on  the  Papers  1 

Me.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
As  probably  there  will  be  only  short  dis- 
cussions upon  the  Housing  of  the  Work- 
ing Classes  Bill  and  the  Census  Bill, 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wiH 
say  what  is  to  be  proposed  as  the  next 
business  on  Monday? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  Savings  Banks 
Bill  and  then  Report  of  Supply. 

Mr.  sexton  :  With  your  leave.  Sir, 
may  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  he  intends  to  allow  his 
Motion  on  the  fiscal  relations  between 
this  country  and  Ireland  to  become 
abortive  because  of  the  notice  of  Amend- 
ment given  by  a  Welsh  Member  ?  Will 
ho  take  no  steps  to  secure  a  discussion  % 

Mr.  GOSCEIEN :  If  it  can  be  reached 
on  Monday  by  half -past  11,  I  ■will 
arrange  to  bring  on  the  Motion  then, 
but  beyond  that  I  cannot  pledge  myself. 

SiE  W.  LAWSON  :  If  he  cannot  fix  a 
day  for  the  Local  Taxation  Bill,  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  make  a  statement 
on  Monday  as  to  the  disposal  of  the 
surplus  money  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Yes;  I  hope  on 
Monday  to  make  a  statement  as  to  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  unapplied  surplus  caused 
by  the  withdrawal  of  certain  portions  of 
this  Bill. 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY  :  The  hon. 
Member  who  asked  mo  a  question  just 
now  will  understiind  that  my  remark 
referred  only  to  tho  Indnstrial  Schools 
Bill. 

Uouae  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

after  Twelve  o'clock,  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OP     LORDS, 
Monday,  21st  July,  1890. 
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not  one  which  the  Board  of  Trade  could 
make  the  subject  of  a  Provisional  Order, 
and,  therefore,  all  the  complicated 
arrangements  whicli  are  necessitated  in 
adjusting  a  Provisional  Order  hiid  to  be 
gone  through,  Although  the  period  of 
the  year  was  Bomewhat  late,  the  Board  of 
Trade,  desiring  to  carry  out  the  wishes 
expressed,  thought  it  was  their  duty  to 
proceed  with  the  Order.  It  took  some- 
wliat  longer  than  was  anticipated,  but  it 
has  been  completed,  and  under  all  the 
circumstances,  and,  as  I  may  say,  this 
will  be  the  last  time  I  shall  hare  to  ask 
your  Lordships  for  indulgence  in  regard 
to  the  Sessional  Orders  this  year,  I  hope 
your  Lordships  will  agree  to  8ua[)end  the 
Sessional  Order  and  to  read  the  Bill  a 
first  time. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Seoional  Order  of  the  1 0th 
of  March  last,  *  That  no  Bill  originating  in  thig 
House  confirmins  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate  shuU  he  read  a  lirsttime 
after  Kriday,  the  18th  day  of  May  ne\,'  he  dis- 
pensed within  respect  of  the  said  Dill,  and  that 
the  Dill  be  now  read  I*;  agreed  to :  Dill  read 
!•  ac<.'ordinKly  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to 
the  £zaniiners."  , 


H  Took  the  Oath, 

^POLONIAL    COURTS    OF    ADMIRALTY 
BILL— (No.  44.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to,  with  an  Amendment. 
\ 

REGISTKATION"  OF  VOTERS  (BOROUGH 
OF  BELFASI)  HILL.— (No.  91.) 
Commons      Amendment     to      Lords 
Amendment  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

COXSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Brought  from  tiie  Commons  ;  read  !■ ; 
to  be  read  2*  To-morrow  ;  and  Standing 
Orders  Nos.  XXX IX.  and  XLV.  to  bo 
considered  in  order  to  their  being  dis- 
pensed with. — (TVi*  Murqiieas  of  Halia- 
bury.) 


LIUHTINQ    PROVISIONAL 
CONFIRMATION    (No.      IS) 


ELECTRIC 
ORDERS 
BILL, 

A  Bill  to  confirm  cerlaio  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Uoiird  of  Trade  under  the  Electric 
Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  18S8,  relating  to  the 
City  of  London — Was  preieoled  by  the  Lord 
Balfour. 

•The  SKCRETARY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Ijord  Balfouk  of  Bukleiuh)  ; 
My  Lord.s,  I  beg  to  jiresent  a  Bill  to  cou- 
Srm  certiiin  Provisional  Orders  which 
have  been  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts  relating 
to  the  City  of  London  ;  and,  in  pursuance 
of  the  notice  which  stands  in  my  name 
on  the  Pupor,  I  have  to  ask  the  House  to 
suspend  the  Sessional  Order  of  the  10th 
March  last,  and  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  first  time.  The  circumstances  are 
these  :  The  Brusli  Electric  Engineering 
Company  and  anotlier  syndicate  aj)pliud 
for  Provisional  Orders,  authorising  them 
to  supply  electricity  in  the  City  of 
indon.  At  first  the  Local  Authority, 
ihat  body  being  the  Commissioners 
if  Sewers,  objected  to  it,  but 
ter  a  time  they  agreed  to  let 
rtain  portions  of  the  City  be  so  sup- 
plied under  an  agreement  with  the 
parties  concerned.  The  agreement  was 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [thibd  series.] 


PHARMACY  ACT    (IRELAND)    (1876) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  172.) 

SECOND  RK.vniNG. 

Order  of  the  Dsiy  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 
•TuK  Earl  of  ERNE :  The  objects  of 
the  Bill  which  I  am  now  asking  your 
Lordships  to  read  a  second  time,  and 
which  I  may  say  has  passed  tlie  House 
of  Commons  practically  without  opposi- 
tion, are  two-fold  :  the  first  is  to  provide 
for  the  registration  of  chemists  and 
druggists  in  Ireland,  for  the  purpose  of 
their  selling  poisons,  who  were  in  busi- 
ness before  1889,  and  for  the  examina- 
tion of  all  persons  who  shall  desire  to  be- 
come such  henceforth.  The  second 
object  is  to  give  those  chemists  and 
druggists  representation  upon  the  Phar- 
maceutical Council,  which  they  do 
not  at  present  jxissess.  The  original 
Pharmacy  Act,  pissed  in  the  year  1875, 
contemplated  two  grades ;  the  first  grade 
to  pass  the  higher  examination  and  to  be 
empowered  to  compound  medicines,  as 
well  as  to  sell  poisons  :  the  second  grade 
to  pass  a  modified  examination,  and 
to  be  qualified  to  sell  poisons  only. 
But,  in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  a 
restrictive  clause  in  the  Act,  it  was 
M 


{LORDS}  (1875)  Amendment  BiR 


found  that  if  the  second-class  were 
registered  they  would  be  entitled  to  do 
all  that  tlie  first-class  could  do,  that  is 
to  say,  to  compound  medicines  us  well 
as  sell  ]xii8ons ;  luid,  in  c-onsequencc,  the 
PJiarnMceutical  Society  of  that  ilay  passed 
a' resolution  tliat,  for  the  present  at  all 
events,  there  should  only  be  one  grade. 
After  the  passing  of  that  Act  nothing 
practically  was  done  until  the  year  I S88. 
In  that  year  a  Bill  was  introduced  into 
Parliivment  by  a  ilember  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  at  whose  sudden  death  all 
those  who  had  the  privilege  of  his  friend- 
ship wcredeeply  shocked  and  grieved,  and 
whose  loss  has  been  keenly  felt  by  all 
who  are  interested  in  Irish  affairs,  upon 
whicli  he  was  so  high  an  authority.  I 
allude  to  the  late  Lord  Milltown.  He 
introduced  a  Bill  in  that  year  which 
passed  through  this  House  after  having 
been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  ; 
but  when  it  went  down  to  the  House  of 
Commona  it  was  opposed  as  being  of 
too  restrictive  a  character,  and,  after 
some  negotiation,  a  compromise  was 
effected,  but  unfortunately  the  period  of 
the  Session  at  which  this  compromise 
was  arrived  at  was  so  late  that  the  Bill 
had  to  be  dropped.  The  Bill  which  I  am 
now  asking  your  Lordships  to  read  a 
second  time  is  mainly  drawn  upon  the 
lines  of  that  compporai.se.  The  neci-ssity 
for  this  Bill  arises  from  the  defective 
nature  of  the  Act  of  1875,  under  which 
the  Pharmaceutical  Council  considered 
they  were  prevented  from  registering  the 
second  grade,  as  was  contomplat^d  in  the 
Act.  In  consequence  of  this  condition  of 
things  a  nnniljcr  of  chemists  and 
druggists  throuL'hout  Ireland  are  carry- 
ing on  the  sale  of  piiisons  at  their  own 
peril,  and  are  liable  to  prosecution  ;  and 
I  believe,  in  more  than  one  instance, 
pro.secutioii8  are  pending  iigamst  mem- 
bers of  that  body.  It  may  be  said  that 
the  pharmncv'utical  chemists  can  supply 
the  want  which  is  admittedly  felt ; 
but  the  pharmaceutical  chemists  are 
of  a  superior  class,  and  are  only  to  Ijo 
found  in  the  large  tov^^lB,  and  it  is,  of 
course,  ui  very  great  impirtance  to  the 
small  farmers  who  are  scattered  up  and 
down  through  the  country  that  they 
should  be  able  to  buy  tlieir  cattle  medi- 
cines and  sheep  wasli,  and  things  of  that 
kind — and  also  I  may  add  that  the  same 
remark  applies  to  the  manufacturers 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  in  regard  to 
T/ie  Earl  of  Erne 


their  requirements  in  the  way  of 
chemicals  for  bleaching  purposes,  wluch 
are  more  or  less  in  the  nature  of 
poisons — without  having  to  go  to  the 
pharmaceutical  chemists  in  the  large 
towns.  I  beiicvo  that  the  chief  ob- 
jection which  is  taken  to  this  Bill  \& 
in  reference  to  the  provisions  for  the 
registration  of  these  chemists  and  drug- 
gists for  the  sale  of  poisons  without 
their  having  to  pass  an  examination. 
But  I  venture  to  suggest  that  that  is 
really  a  matter  for  Committee,  and  if 
your  Lordships  will  be  gixid  enough  to 
give  a  Second  Reading  to  this  Bill  it  can 
there  be  more  minutely  considered  and 
tetter  dealt  with.  I  teg  to  move  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  te  now  read  2*.' 
— (The  Lord  Fermanagh  \^E.  Erne.'\) 

•The  Makqcess  of  WATERFORD 
(who  spoke,  by  leave  of  the  Honse, 
sitting) :  My  Lords,  as  I  take  great 
interest  in  the  Bill  which  has  teen 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  PWl,  I 
would  venture  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
it.  It  is  a  much  more  important  Bill 
than  the  noble  Earl  has  led  your  Lord- 
ships to  suppose.  This  Bill  has  really 
the  intention  of  pennittiug  any  man 
throughout  Ireland  who  chooses  to  call 
himself  a  chemist  or  druggist  to  act  in 
that  capacity  without  an  examina- 
tion. There  was  an  Act  jMissed, 
called  the  Pharmacy  Act,  in  1875, 
by  which  it  was  enacted  that  after  that 
time  all  persons  who  wished  to  carry  on 
tlie  trade  of  a  chemist  should  pass  an 
examination.  Unfortunately  that  Aci 
was  not  veiy  carefully  drawn,  and  the 
was  no  proper  provision  made  for 
registering  chemists  and  druggists  in 
practice  tefoi-e  1875.  Well,  that  made 
it  mtist  difficult  for  the  Pharmaceutical 
Society  of  Ireland,  who  look  after  such 
matters,  to  ascertain  (because  the  onus 
of  proof  rested  upon  them)  who  wci 
the  [leople  who  were  entitled  to  carry  on 
this  ti-ade  without  examination.  There 
was  another  flaw  in  this  Act  of 
Parliament.  It  provided  for  an  ar- 
rangement by  which  two  graded 
could  te  created  in  Ireland,  the 
members  of  ojie  of  which  weie  to  be 
pharmaceutical  chemist.  I  telieve  the 
Act  was  drawn  by  Sir  Michael  Hicks 
Beach  in  1875,  and  he  arranged  to  maka 
it  as    much    like  the  English    Act    as-i 
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possible.  In  England,  both  classes  paRS 
an  examination  thut  would  entitle  them 
to  have  the  making  up  of  prescriptions  ; 
the  procedure  in  Ireland  is  rather  differ- 
ent from  that  in  England.  The  men  who 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  selling  poisons 
did  not  seek  to  be  allowed  to  make  up 
■prescriptions,  and  they  did  not  want  to 
pass  an  examination,  and  they  wished  to 
continue  as  before.  This  Bill  now  pro- 
vides that  everybody  who  has  been 
breaking  the  law  since  1875  should  be 
recognised  and  should  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue to  sell  poisons  without  examina- 
tion. I  can  hardly  believe  that  your 
Lordships  will  agree  to  such  a  propisal 
as  that.  The  noble  Earl  suggested  that 
the  Bill  might  be  amended  in  Committee ; 
and  I  hope  sincerely  that  it  will  be,  be- 
cause if  there  were  not  a  promise  of  that 
kind  made  I  should  most  decidedly  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  Perhaps  your 
LordshijiB  can  hanlly  imagine  the  difficul- 
ties which  wciuld  occur  from  the  recogni- 
tion of  such  a  state  of  things  as  exists 
at  present  in  Ireland,  where  such  men  as 
grocers,  hucksters,  dealers,  and  iron- 
mongers are  all  selling  poisons.  A  grocer 
may  be  serving  out  pounds  of  butter 
having  beside  it  oxalic  acid  on  the 
same  shelf,  and  another  man  may  he 
selling  Imking  powder  which  is  Ipnj; 
beside  arsenic.  Tliese  men  are  all  per- 
fectly ■unqualified,  they  pass  no  examinsv- 
tion  whatever,  and  this  Bill  is  to  legalise 
them  and  perpetuate  the  mischief.  What 
I  should  propose  would  be  that  the  Bill 
should  be  amended  very  much  in  Com- 
mittee. I  may  tell  your  Lordships  that 
the  Act  of  1S75  did  legalise  and  permit 
such  men  as  these  to  sell  poisons  'W'ithout 
examination  if  in  practice  before  187J>, 
but  they  had  been  in  the  Imbit  of 
doing  it  and  had  some  experience. 
Since  1875  a  large  number  of  men 
have  taken  up  the  trade,  and  are  sell- 
ing poisons  indiscriminately  all  over 
Ireland.  The  noble  Earl  spoke  of  the 
desirability  of  small  farmers  being  able 
to  get  poisons  for  cattle  and  sheep 
washes,  but  in  these  days,  with  the  ex- 
istence of  the  Parcels  Post,  there  is  no 
difficulty  in  people  getting  whatever  they 
want  from  the  pharmaceutical  chemists 
in  the  towns.  The  noble  Earl  said  that 
this  Bill  is  virtually  the  same  as 
the  compromise  measure  of  the  Earl  of 
Milltown,  but  I  cannot  quite  agT«e  with 
him. 


•The  Earl  W  ERNE ;  I  said  as  altered 
in  tlie  House  of  Commons. 

•The  Marquess  ov  WATERFORD  :  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  noble  Earl,  because 
tluit  was  in  the  direction  of  registration 
on  examination,  and  the  point  of  this  Bill 
is  no  examination.  One  of  the  main  points 
of  that  Bill  was  that  examination  should 
be  enforced.  Therefore  on  the  main  point 
that  measure  differed  materially  from 
this  Bill.  A  general  practitioner  from 
Belfast,  Mr.  Rankin,  gave  very  impor- 
tant evidence  before  Lord  Milltown's 
Committee  upon  this  point.  He  said 
that  if  men  of  this  description,  hucksters, 
grocers,  and  men  of  that  description, 
were  allowed  to  sell  poisons  throughout 
Ireland  it  would  imperil  the  lives  of  the 
public.  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
agree  with  that,  that  it  certainly  would 
imperil  the  lives  of  the  public.  But  to 
my  astiinishment  I  find  that  Mr.  Rankin 
is  one  of  the  promoters  of  this  Bill,  and 
the  fact  is  that  Mr.  Rankin  himself  has 
been  carrying  on  the  sale  of  poisons 
against  the  law,  and  was  not  very  long 
ago  brought  up  before  the  Magistrates 
in  Belfast  and  fined  £5  for  so  doing. 
Hence,  I  believe,  one  of  the  reasons  why 
this  Bill  has  been  brought  forward  is,  Mr. 
Riinkin  is  Secretary  of  the  Druggists," 
Association  in  Belfast.  I  have  also  seen 
a  jiaragmph  in  a  paper  which  is  called 
the  Jiritinh  and  Colonial  Druggists' 
paper,  I  foi-get  its  exact  title,  in  which  it 
is  suggested  that  the  druggists  through- 
out Ireland  should  begin  to  make  up 
prescriptions ;  that  is  to  say,  that  these 
men  \vlio  pass  no  examination  and  have  no 
knowledge  whatever  of  the  subject  should 
begin  to  make  up  prescriptions,  in  order  to 
cause  the  Pharmaceutical  Society  to  pro- 
secute them  all,  and  thus,  as  the  Pharma- 
ceutical Society  has  but  a  small  amount  of 
fund  lit  their  disjwsal,  that  they  should 
breiik  the  Pharmaceutical  Societj',  and  by 
doing  so  get  themselves  recognised.  That 
shows  the  aninms  with  which  this  Bill 
is  brought  forward.  I  am  told  that  the 
great  misfortune  in  Ireknd  is  that  the 
police  do  not  prosecuto  those  mtn  who 
are  breaking  the  litw.  I  believe  that  in 
England  in  the  analogous  cases  of  the 
sale  of  adulterated  foods  or  anything  of 
that  kind  the  police  do  prosecute.  There 
was  evidence  before  Lord  Milltown's 
Committee  of  a  case  of  p<ji8oning  wliich 
occurred  before  1886  being  brought 
before  the  attention  of  the  police, 
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and  where  the  police  refused  to 
prosecute.  I  think  it  is  a  very 
serious  matter  that  this  illegal  practice 
should  have  been  going  on  in  Ireland  of 
selling  poisons  indiscriminately  all  over 
the  country,  and  that  yet  you  should 
have  the  police  taking  no  notice  of  it 
whatever.  The  Pharmaceutical  Society 
no  doubt  do  prosecute,  but  the  onus  of 
proof  rests  with  that  Society,  and  their 
funds  have  only  enabled  them  to  bring 
forward  very  few  cases  where  they  could 
institute  prosecutions.  This  is  a  very 
serious  matter,  and  I  think  the  Irish 
Government  ought  to  take  notice  of  it. 
There  are  certain  points  which  I  think 
ought  to  be  amended  in  this  Bill,  but  I 
will  not  detain  your  Lordships  with 
them  now ;  I  will  only  express  the  hope 
that  the  noble  Earl  will  agree  to  the 
amendment  of  those  points  when  the 
Bill  oomes  into  Committee. 

LoBD  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  iny 
attention  was  only  called  to  this  Bill 
this  morning,  but  I  have  received  some 
letters    and  a   telegram    of    rather    an 

■alarming  character  with  regard  to  its 
provisions.  It  comes  no  doubt  from  a 
source  from  which  one  would  not  have 

'expected  correspondence  of  that  descrip- 
tion.    One  correspondent  alleges  that — 

"  The  Bill  would  place  a  premium  on 
illegality  by  encouraging  it  at  the  expcoBe  of 
the  law-abiding." 

And  I  am  sure  that  everyone  will  agree 
that  is  not  a  good  thing  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  in  regard  to  Ireland  either  at 
the  present  or  at  any  other  time.  Another 
correspondent  writes — 

"  It  i«  very  hard  that  political  sernces,  such 
ras  have  been  rendeied  to  the  Conservative 
Party  by  wholesale  chemists  and  dmggista, 
should  bn  rewarded  at  the  expense  of  the 
public  morality  and  by  danger  to  the  public 
safety  in  the  manner  proposed." 

Those  two  quotations  show,  I  think,  that 
this  Bill  will  require  very  careful  con- 
sideration, the  necessity  for  which  has 
been  added  to  by  the  details  which  have 
been  entered  into  by  the  noble  Marquess 
who  has  just  spoken. 

The  Duke  oe  ABERCORN  :  I  do  not 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  to  raise 
any  controversy  upon  this  Bill,  but  to 
emphasise  that  it  is  an  important 
measure,  affecting  Ireland  verymaterially 
as  to  the  sale  of  poisons.  I  do  not  know 
but  that  there  would  be  some  difficulty 
in  regard  to  people  selling  whatever  may 
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be  required  near  the  large  towns,  bat 
in  the  country  that  is  not  the  case.  There 
there  is  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  them,  and 
therefore  it  has  been  thought  necessary 
that  this  Bill  should  be  brought 
in  for  the  purpose  of  licensing  this 
large  class  of  persons,  some  2,000  io 
number,  I  think,  to  sell  poisons.  This 
Bill  has  met  with  some  opposition  from 
the  Pharmaceutical  Society,  but  that 
body  does  not  wish  that  the  Bill  should 
not  pass.  On  the  contrary,  they  bjv 
anxious  that  it  should  become  law  ;  bat 
they  are  also  anxious  that  it  should  only 
pass  with  certain  Amendments  which 
they  will  propose  at  a  fitting  time.  The 
Amendments  which  they  projKJse  refer 
to  the  number  of  chemists  and  druggists 
who  have  been  practising  since  1875 
under  the  old  Act,  and  they  think  that 
if  those  persons  are  to  be  registered  they 
should  pass  a  very  small  examination,  in 
order  to  prove  their  fitness  to  sell  these 
poisons  and  dangerous  drugs.  Another 
Amendment  which  they  wish  to  bo  intro- 
duced is  as  to  the  position  of  their 
Council.  But  these  matters  will,  I  hope, 
be  gone  into  in  detail  in  Committee,  and 
I  should  venture  to  hope  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  is  at  the  head  of  Irish  a&irs 
in  this  House  might  be  willing  that  this 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  the  Standing 
Committee,  where  all  the  Amendment 
that  may  be  proposed  can  bo  fully  gone 
into.  But,  whatever  may  happen,  your 
Lordships  will  agree  with  me,  I  think,  that 
poisons  should  not  be  permitted  to  be  sold 
in  Ireland  in  this  way  at  a  wholesale  rate. 
Although  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
seemud  to  think  that  the  Conservative 
Party  owe  something  to  those  who  had 
to  do  with  the  selling  of  poisons,  I  hope 
no  bad  result  has  taken  place  from  it. 
At  the  same  time,  if  poisons  are  allowed 
to  bo  sold  without  restriction  wholesale 
all  over  the  country,  great  harm  might 
be  done,  persona  might  disappear  on 
such  ocaisions,  and  it  would  then  be 
rather  hard  to  find  out  whence  the 
poisons  had  been  derived.  Therefore,  I 
think  the  restrictions  which  the  Phar- 
maceutical Society  desire  should  bt 
placed  on  the  sale  of  poisons  will  receive 
due  consideration  when  the  Bill  cornea 
before  the  Committee. 

•Lord  MORRIS:  I  should  not  have 
intervened  in  this  discussion  had  it  not 
been  for  the  suggestion  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  opposite,  that    this  Bill 
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been  promoted  for  the  advantage  of 
toerBODB  in  the  Conservative  interest  in 
Belfast,  because  I  have  been  asked 
to  oppose  it  on  the  opposite  groand. 
I  have  been  asked  to  oppose  the  Bill 
on  the  ground  that  it  has  been  supported 
by  the  Member  for  Belfast,  whorepresents 
Nationalist  views,  and  from  the  fact  that 
some  of  his  colleagues  who  had  given 
notice  of  opposition  had  been  solicited  to 
withdraw,  and  did  withdraw,  their  notices 

I  of  opposition.  So  that  it  ap^iears  persons 
have  been  asked  to  oppose  this  Bill,  and 
■elicited  to  do  so  from  a  variety  of 
motives.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  Bill 
bnght  to  be  allowed  to  pass  the  Second 
Beading,  and  that  in  Standing  Com- 
mittee all  the  modifications  that  may  be 
necessary  in  it  can  be  there  made. 

•The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadooan)  :  My  Lords,  I  was  under  the 
pression  that  the  Bill  was  for  a  very 
chnical  purpose  and  of  a  somewhat 
lull  character  ;  but  after  the  statement 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
lere  appears  to  be  some  fear  that  if 
this  Del»te  should  be  prolonged  we 
should  be  landed  in  a  discussion  more 
exciting  than  was  to  ba  expected.  I  rise 
merely  to  say  that  the  Bill  has  received 
the  countenance  and  support  of  the  Oo- 
vernment  in  the  other  House.  It  is  the 
result  of  a  compromise  which  was 
effected  between  certain  Members  of  the 
other  House  last  Session  upon  Amend- 
ments on  the  Bill  of  Lord  Milltown. 
As  far  as  the  principle  of  the  Bill  is 
concerned,  the  Government  is  prejmred 
on  the  present  occasion  also  to  support  it. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  points  which  have  been  men- 
tioned by  the  noble  Marquess  behind  and 
others  certainly  seem  to  render  it  desir- 
able that  the  Bill  should  receive  careful 
oonsideration  in  Committee.  I  should  be 
very  glad  that  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Duke  should  be  adopted,  and,  if  it 
be  the  wish  of  the  House,  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  General  Bills,  when  the 
Amendments  which  have  been  mentioned 
by  my  noble  Friend  can  be  carefully 
taken  into  consideration. 

•Thb  Earl  of  ERNE:  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  accede  to  the  BOggestion  of 
my  noble  Friend  that  this  Bill,  if  your 
Lordships  will  consent  to  read  it  a  second 
time,  should  be  referred  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  General  Bills. 


On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  the  Standing  Committee  for 
General  BiUs. 

SETTLED  LAND  BILL.- (No.  185.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order). 

Clause  4. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  have  to  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  in  this  clause  which 
is  little  more  than  verbal.  It  is  to  meet 
a  doubt  which  has  been  raised  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  Lord  Selbome 
in  Standing  Committee,  whether  this 
clause  might  not  cover,  and  ought 
not  to  cover,  arrangements  where 
money  has  been  advanced,  and  where, 
therefore,  the  arrangement  made  is  part 
of  the  security. 

Moved,  to  insert  in  line  15,  after 
"  arrangement,"  the  words  "  not  being 
a  security  for  the  payment  of  money 
advanced."  —  {The  Lord  IhrschtU.)— 
Agreed  to. 

Clause  1 1 . 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  have  to  more 
to  add  at  the  end  of  this  clause  a  sub- 
section to  define  incumbrances,  so  as  to 
exclude  determinable,  annual,  and  other 
sums,  which  were  clearly  not  intended  to 
be  included  in  its  terms;  but  before 
doing  so  I  have  an  Amendment  to  move 
in  line  23,  after  the  word  "  required,"  to 
insert  the  words  "and  also  the  amount 
properly  required  for  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  transaction,"  That  is  in 
cases  where  mortgages  are  consolidated 
and  arrangements  made  for  the  payment 
of  a  lower  rate  of  interest. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  moved,  at  the 
end  of  the  clause  to  insert  the  following 
sub-section  : — 

"Incumbrance  in  this  section  does  not  in- 
clude any  annual  lum  payable  only  during  ■ 
life  or  lires  or  during  a  term  of  yeara  absolute 
or  determinable. — (Tht  Lord  MtrteluU.) — 
Agreed  lo. 

Clause  13. 

The  Eabl  or  FEVERSHAM :  The 
Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
notice,  or  the  substance  of  it,  was  pro- 
posed in  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
introduced  this  Bill.     His  Amendment 
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did  not  meet  with  the  full  concurrence 
of  the  Committep,  and  I  havt;  now  to 
propose  an  Amendment  which  I  think  is 
a  Tsry  important  addition  to  that  which 
was  proposed  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  namely,  a  proviso  limiting  the 
power  of  tenants  for  life  to  raise  money 
under  this  clause  to  the  amount  of  Imlf 
the  rental  of  the  estates.  I  think  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Act  of 
1882,  which  is  generally  called,  I  believe, 
Lord  Cairns'  Act,  was  brought  forward 
very  much  in  connection  with  the  Act 
which  liad  been  passed  in  the  year  1 864 
for  giving  powers  to  limited  owners  to 
raise  money  for  the  purjxwe  of  making 
permanent  improvements  upon  their 
estates.  Under  the  ;Act  of  1864  a 
great  variety  of  objects  could  be  attained 
by  limited  owners,  but  it  did  not  include, 
among  the  permanent  improvements 
provided  for,  the  restoration  of  the 
mansion  house  or  residence  of  the  owner 
of  the  property.  But  in  the  year  1871 
an  Act  was  passed  to  which  I  should 
wish  to  call  your  Lordships'  at- 
tention, namely,  the  Limited  Owners 
Residences  Act,  which  gave  the 
.same  powers  as  were  given  by 
the  Act  of  1864  to  limited  ownera  ti> 
raise  money  for  the  re-building  of  their 
houses.  The  Limited  Owners  Resi- 
dences Act,  1871,  enables  a  tenant-for- 
life  to  re-build  the  mansion  house  under 
the  powers  of  the  Improvements  of  Lauds 
Act,  1864,  with  which  Act  it  is  incor- 
porated, and  the  Act  of  1871  enacts  that 
the  re-building  of  a  mansion  house  is  to 
be  deemed  ti  be  an  improvement  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Improvements  of 
lAnds  Act  <jf  11^64.  Tlie  other  improve- 
ments within  the  meaning  of  that  Act 
are  all  introduced  in  the  Settled  Laud 
Act  of  1882  ;  but  the  pmvisions  of  the 
Act  of  1 87 1  were,  unfortunately,  excluded 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1882. 
The  result  is  that  that  improvement 
which  was  introduced  in  the  Act  of  1871, 
and  incorporated  into  the  Act  of  1864 
was  excluded  in  1882,  and,  therefore, 
all  the  benefits  which  accrued  from  the 
Settled  Lands  Act  of  18S2  are  lost  en- 
tirely as  regards  the  Act  of  1871.  I 
have  said  that  under  the  Act  of  1882  » 
limited  owner  can  sell  his  property,  or 
can  sell  a  portion  of  his  laud,  and  expend 
the  proceeds  in  a  variety  of  ways ;  he 
can  I  spend  it  in  irrigation,  in  draining, 
in  plantation,  in  the  building  of  cottages, 
The  Earl  of  FevsrsJuim 


in  the  building  f)f  homesteads,  and  in 
building  farm-houses.  He  can  do  a 
great  many  other  things ;  he  can  build 
for  a  good  many  other  people  ;  but  there , 
is  one  thing  he  cannot  do,  and  that  is  he 
cannot  buUd  a  house  for  himself.  Well, 
my  Lords,  the  question  is,  Is  it  fair,  is  it 
just,  to  have  excluded  this  proviBiozt, 
which  was  incorporated  in  the  Act  of  1871, 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1882  ; 
and  now  that  your  Loi-dships  have  an 
opportunity  of  re-enacting  and  bringing 
this  improvement  back  again,  of  incor- 
I)orating  it  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1864,  and  assimilating  it  to  the 
other  improvements  which  were  included 
in  the  Act  of  1882,  I  would  humbly  sug- 
gest that  it  ought  to  be  taken  advantage 
of.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
evidently  thought  that  this  was  an  op» 
portunity  of  doing  so,  that  it  was  in  con- 
formity with  the  principles  of  this  Bill 
that  this  Amendment  should  be  intro- 
duced. I  liave  brought  it  down,  I  think, 
to  very  small  dimensions.  1  am  only 
asking  that  a  limited  owner  shall  be  abla 
to  raise  by  the  sale  of  land  to  the  amount 
of  as  much  as  one-half  the  rental  of  his 
property  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  thia 
very  important  object  of  permanent  im- 
provement. It  is  said  by  those  who  are 
opposed  to  this  that  it  will  discourage  in- 
surance. I  must  say  I  do  not  propose 
it  with  any  idea  of  that  kind. 
It  is  a  great  deal  too  small  an  addi- 
tion to  the  powers  given  to  act  as  a 
di.scouragement  to  insurance,  and  I  pro- 
|iose  it  not  at  all  to  discourage,  but  as  a 
supplement  to,  insurance.  We  know 
perfectly  well  when  a  house  is  destroyed 
by  fire  there  is  not  only  the  loss  of  the 
fabric,  but  there  is  the  loss  of  contents- 
Dot's  the  insurance  meet  that  loss  ? 
When  you  come  to  counting  the  cost 
of  restoration  the  insurance  very  rarely 
covers  the  loss,  Buid  I  think  this  Amend- 
ment would  give  great  assistance  to 
those  who,  like  myself,  have  had  the 
misfortune  to  lose  their  houses,  and  are 
still  under  the  obligation  to  i-estore 
them.  Those  who  are  connected  with 
the  agricultural  interest,  and  who  ^ro 
dependent  on  the  soil,  know  well  that 
this  country  has  passed  through  a  period 
of  great  depression,  and  I  think  tliat 
every  assistance  wliich  ParlL-iment  can 
give  to  relievo  both  landowners  and 
tenants  from  the  effects  of  that  depres- 
sion should  be  given.     It  is  said,  an4J[ 
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corduilly  agree  in  the  statement,  that 
property  hus  it^j  duties  as  well  as  its 
rights.  A  landowner  to  perform  his 
duties  must  reside  upon  his  property. 
Absenteeism  is  one  of  the  evils  which 
statesmen  and  Parliament  have  had  to 
deal  with  in  regard  to  Ireland.  We  do 
not  want  absenteeism  here  ;  it  is  an  evil 
wliich  we  wish  to  avoid.  In  order  that 
a  man  may  reside  uptm  his  property  lie 
most  have  a  house  in  which  he  can  live, 
in  order  that  he  may  perform  those 
daties  which  devolve  upon  him.  It  is 
to  assist  in  that  object  that  I  now  pro- 
pose this  Amendment  should  be  adopted 
in  the  name  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite,  which  I  believe  to  be 
just  and  fair,  and  one  which,  I  thiak,  on 
grounds  of  public  policy  worthy  the 
support  of  your  Lordships'  House. 

Moved,  in  Clause  13,  page  4,  line  11, 
after  sub-section  (iii.)  to  insert  the 
following  sub-section  : — 

(iv.)  "The  re-liaildingof  thoprincip&Imansiun 
bouse  on  the  soUIed  land ;  provided  that  the 
.sum  to  be  applied  under  thi«  8uT>-Boction  shall 
not  exceed  one-half  of  the  annual  rental  of 
the  settled  land." — (The  Earl  of  Frrersham.) 

The  Marquess  of  BATH  :  I  trust  your 
Lordships  will  not  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment which  hag  been  moved  by  my  noble 
Friend.       This  matter  was  considered  in 
the  Standing   Committee  to  which  the 
Bill    was    referred,    and   the   Standing 
Committee   did  not   think  fit  to  recom- 
mend this  Amendment  to  the   House. 
Let  mo  cull  your  Lordships'  attention  to 
this   point :  it  is  the  duty  of  every  wise 
man  to  insure  his  house,  and  if  he  does 
not  insure  it,  it  is  on  him  and  not  on  the 
inheritance    that   the    burden  ought   to 
fall.      Then  your  Lordships  should  bear 
in  mind  also  this  :  tliat  a  property  is  not 
improved  by  increasing  the   mortgages 
U{)oa  it.     The  powers  of  charging  estates 
under  Lord  Cairne's  Act  are  thought  by 
some  to  be  of  doubtful  expediency,  and 
they  are  only   justified   on  the  ground 
that  yon  charge  the  estate  for  re-produc- 
tive  work.       It  is  supposed,  and  I  hope 
the  supposition  will  prove  true,  that  pre- 
cautions art'  tiiken  tliat  the  money  wliich 
r  iho  tenant  for  life  is  empowered  to  charge 
.upon    the    inheritance  is  so  laid  out  that 
k4he  ■  value    and    the    proceeds    of    the 
Itnheritancc  will  be  in  future  increased. 
[Jfow,  I  will  ask  how  the  inheritance  can 
fee  in  any  waj'  benefited  by  the  building 
<of  a    miinsion  house  ?     Clearly  it  is  tho 


duty  of  the  tenant  for  life  to  insure,  and 
it  is  bis  duty  to  re-build,  if  he  chooses  to 
re-build,  should  his  house  be  l)urnedi' 
down.  But  the  increasing  of  charge» 
upon  the  inheritance  for  works  that  are. 
not  in  themselves  re-produotivo  must  enpl 
in  the  ruin  of  properties,  and  be  of  no 
sort  of  benefit  to  the  community.  I  have 
every  sympathy  with  my  noble  Friend" 
who  has  had  this  very  misfortune, 
having  had  a  house  burned  down  some 
years  ago,  which  is  now  in  course  of  re- 
building,  but  I  do  not  think  the  laws  of 
the  land  ought  to  lie  altered  to  suit  the 
convenience  of  Members  of  your  Lord-- 
ships'  House. 

•The  Earl  op  POWIS:   This  Amend- 
ment  is  somewhat  vaguely  worded.     It 
says  that  the  sum  to  bo  applied    under 
this  sub-section    "shall  not  exceed  one- 
half  of  the  annual  rental  of   the  settled 
land."     Now,    what    does   tho    "settled 
land  ■'  mean  ?      Does  it  mean  the  estate 
which   surrounds  the  house,  or  docs  it- 
mean    any    property    the    owner    inayi 
possess  in   luilf  a  dozen  counties    wliichj 
may  be  under  the  same  settlement?  Does 
it  mean  that  money  may  Iw  rai.sed  upon, 
or  part  of  an  estate  in  Duvonshire  sold  to 
improves  house  in  Northumberland,  or 
that  money  may  be  raised  ujion  property 
in   Derbyshire   to  improve  or  re-build  a 
house  in  Leicestershire  ?    The  noble  Earl  ■ 
spoke  of  this  power    not   having   been 
given  in  the  Lands  Impmvement  Act. 
1  think  if  any  monej-  is  to  be  raised  on 
an    estate    for    re-buiding    a    mansion-- 
house  it  ought  to  I*  done  under  similaF> 
ari-angements  to  those  specified   in  the 
Estates  Improvement  Act,  namely,  that  = 
it  should  be   paid  Irnck  by  instalments 
within    a    certain     number    of    years ; 
because   clearly  the    restoration    or  re- 
building of  a  honse  does  not  add  to  the 
improvement  of  an  estate  ;  it  is  simply 
putting  it  in  the  same  position  as  it  was 
in   before,  which    would  be  guarded  by 
insurance.     And  it  very  often  happens 
that  the   building  of  a  mansion  honse, 
under  the  direction  of  a  lavish  architect, 
makes  the  house  a  burden  to  the  estate 
which   it  is  not  able  to  bear.     I  think; 
therefore,  that  this  cliiuse,   if  it  is  to   be 
adopted  at  all,  would  have  to  be  limited, 
and  tlmt  it  .should,  at  all  events,  be  made- 
more   distinct  that  the   land  that   is  to 
be   brought  in  and  charged  with  the  re- 
building of  the  mansion  house  should  be 
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the  property  upon  which  the  munion 
house  is  situate.  I  feel  disposed  to 
concur  with  the  noble  Marquess  that  it 
would  be  tetter  to  maintain  the  decision 
of  the  Standing  Committee. 

•Lord  NORTON  :  There  seems  to  be  a 
considerable  amount  of  caprice  in  the 
argaments  wliich  have  been  put  forward 
on  this  subject.  I  beheve  that  until 
lately  if  a  man  over  insured  hia  house 
and  it  was  burnt  down  he  was  in  danger 
of  being  hung ;  and  now  it  seems  if  a 
man  under  insures  his  house  it  is  an 
argument  to  be  used  against  him  that 
he  ought  not  to  be  able  to  charge  his 
estate  for  the  restoration.  I  had  an  experi- 
ence the  other  day  in  having  my  house 
burned  down,  and  I  hod  insured  it  as 
fekr  as  I  might  safely  do  without  en- 
dangering my  neck  under  the  law.  I 
have,  therefore,  to  meet  the  over  expense 
of  re-building  the  house  by  loan.  The 
noble  Marquess  says  such  a  charge  ought 
not  to  be  thrown  on  the  estate,  but  it 
bears  just  as  much  on  the  estate  to  make 
np  the  sum  required  for  re-building  the 
house  by  loan,  as  by  the  charge  possible, 
if  this  Bill  passed.  The  noble  Marquess 
says  that  a  Bill  should  not  b3  passed  for 
the  benefit  of  Members  of  this  House, 
but  it  is  not  at  all  exclusively  for 
the  benefit  of  Members  of  this  House 
that  this  Bill  is  proposed,  but  for  all 
people  who  have  houses  with  settled 
estates  round  them  which  may  be 
burnt  down.  Tlie  noble  Eiii-t  near 
me  says  he  does  not  understand 
what  "  settled  estate  "  the  Bill  means 
to  charge ;  whether  it  means  if  a  man 
has  property  in  half-a-dozen  counties  he 
is  to  be  empowered  to  charge  to  the 
amoant  of  half  the  rent  of  all  his 
estates  for  the  restoration  of  his 
house.  I  quite  understand  that  what 
the  noble  Earl  who  moves  the  Amend- 
ment means  is  that  the  property 
surrounding  the  mansion  house  burnt 
down  should  bear  the  cost  up  to  half 
the  rental.  That  seems  to  me  to 
be  a  very  mo(ierate  proposition.  I  do 
not  6up|>ose  that  any  mansion  houso 
which  is  burnt  down  is  insured  to  such 
ftn  extent,  or  can  be  safely  insured  to 
Buch  an  extent  as  that  the  very  moderate 
■urn  of  half  a  year's  rental  of  the  property 
adjoining  the  mansion  would  not  be  a 
fair  amount  to  contribute  to  such  restora- 
tion. 

The  Earl  of  Powis 


The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  My 
Lords,  I  did  not  mean  to  intervene  in 
this  interesting  discussion,  but  I  must 
say  I  am  rather  astonished  by  what  my 
noble  Friend,  who  has  just  spoken,  ha* 
said.  I  was  not  aware  that  it  was  an 
offence  in  law  to  insure  your  house  to  its 
full  value,  and  until  the  noble  Lord 
points  out  the  statute  to  which  his 
statement  would  seem  to  have  reference, 
I  shall  still  remain  under  the  impression 
which  I  hold  that  such  insurance  is  a 
prudent,  a  proper,  and  an  ordinary  thin^ 
to  effect. 
•The  Eael  or  KIMBERLEY :  I  will 
only  add  one  sentence.  I  see  no  objec- 
tion to  ''  re-building  ; "  but  I  confess  that 
"  restoration  "  somewhat  frightens  me. 
Restoration  is  a  term  which  is  usually 
applied  in  the  case  of  churches  and 
buildings  of  an  ecclesiastical  character, 
and  is  generally  understood  to  mean  the 
destruction  of  the  ancient  character  of 
a  building,  and  in  the  caae  of  a 
mansion  house  I  should  be  very  sorry 
tliat  it  should  be  done  at  the  expense  of 
the  estate.  I  very  much  doubt  whether 
it  would  not  be  better  to  confine  it  t^a  re- 
building. 

The  Earl  of  FEVEEISHAM :  I  shalP 
be  perfectly  willing  to  accept  thesuggea- 
tion  of  my  noble  Friend. 

A  noble  Lord  :  My  noble  Friend» 
have  attempted  to  raise  a  discussion- 
on  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  bnt 
oven  if  we  could  do  so  1  think  it  would 
not  be  expedient  upon  re-commitment, 
I  should  view  the  Bill  very  differ- 
ently according  to  whether  it  was  to  be 
regt»rded  as  a  final  measure  or  as  a  com- 
promise, in  other  words,  what  is  popn> 
larly  called  "  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge." 
But  I  am  quite  sure  it  is  not  introduced 
in  that  sense  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  Lord  Herschell ;  and  if  it  was  to 
be  one  of  a  series  of  measures  of  thi» 
sort  I  am  quite  sure  he  would  tell  us  so. 
I  had  the  honour  of  being  upon  a  Com- 
mittee with  that  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
and  I  must  say,  if  I  may  be  allowed,  h.» 
showed  so  much  consideration  for  th& 
objections  of  his  opponents,  and  of 
delicate  feeling  for  the  views  of  thosa- 
with  whom  he  did  not  altogether  agree, 
that  it  will  always  be  a  satisfaction  to 
me  to,  if  possible,  meet  him  half  way. 
Taking  this  Bill,  then,  in  the  sense  of 
being  a  final  measure,  and  not  in  the- 
way  of  a  compromise,  I  will  say  that  I 
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Bhonld  not  oppose  it  if  it  oame  to  a  vote. 
Bat  I  object  to  the  principle  of  this 
Isolation  on  two  grounds.  I  think  the 
Bill  so  far-  from  attaining  the  object 
desired,  aa  it  is  regarded  outside,  fms- 
trates  it.  I  am  not  in  the  least  speaking 
now  of  the  motive  of  the  noblo  and 
learned  Lord  in  introducing  the  Bill,  and 
very  likely  he  knows  of  special  cases 
where  it  may  be  cpf  urgent  importance 
on  grounds  of  expense  and  practical 
convenience  in  cases  of  small  projierties 
of  perhaps  25  acres  ;  bat  there  is  a  targe 
section  of  the  public  who  support  legisla- 
tion in  this  direction  under  the  idea 
that  it  will  facilitate  the  extension  of 
land  holding  and  the  multiplication  of 
freehold  lodgings.  Mr.  Aim,  before  the 
Allotments  (Committee,  said  that  was  the 
ground  of  his  support  of  the  Land 
Transfer  Bill.  I  would  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  consider  for  a  moment  what  is 
the  most  likely  way  in  which  these 
multiplications  of  holdings  can  be 
brought  about  in  the  way  of  sale  ;  and  1 
say,  unhesitatingly,  that  it  is  in  cases 
where  the  mansion  and  demesne  are 
reserved.  Where  the  mansion  and 
demesne  are  sold,  they  pass  away  from 
the  proprietor,  whose  family  has,  perhaps, 
held  them  for  generations,  it  may  be  to 
some  capitalist ;  whereas,  if  there  is  a 
reservation  of  the  mansion  and  demesne, 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  land  outside 
should  not  be  sold  in  separate  lots  and 
to  different  persons.  It  is  not  the 
majority  of  those  who  support  legisla- 
tion of  this  kind  who  would  wish  to  see 
the  manors  of  England  dismantled,  or 
the  parks,  which  are  the  distinguishing 
feature  of  the  landscapes  of  England, 
destroyed  and  broken  np.  Wherever 
the  mansion  and  demesne  are  reserved 
there  is  always  a  chance  given  to  a 
family  which  has  held  the  estate  of 
recovering  its  position  and  maintaining 
itself  in  the  locality  where  it  has  existed, 
perhaps,  for  centuries.  Of  course,  the  Bill 
is  promoted  in  the  interest  of  landowners, 
and  it  is  so  far  of  advantage  to  them 
that  they  will  be  in  a  better  position  to 
maintain  their  mansions.  It  occurs  to 
me  that  where  there  is  a  difference 
between  the  tenant  for  life  and  the 
Trustees  in  nine  cases  out  of  10  the 
members  of  the  family  are  in  favour 
of  the  retention  of  the  mansion  and 
demesne,  and  are  with  the  Trustees  as 
against  the  individual ;  and  I  say,  in  this 


legislation  you  are  sacrificing  the  family 
to  the  individual.  Those  are  the  ground* 
upon  which,  though  I  should  not  vote 
against  the  Bill  upon  the  principle,  I 
should  not  vote  for  it  as  it  is  introduced 
before  your  Lordships'  House  by  the 
noble  Earl. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided  i 
— Contents  22  ;  Not-Contents  21. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

•The  Earl  or  KIMBERLEY  :  I  would 
make  one  suggestion  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  It  may  be  unnecessary,  be- 
oauso  the  Court,  as  I  understand,  has  to 
approveof  those  schemes,  and  it  might.per- 
liaps,  deal  with  the  matter ;  but  it  is  quite 
obvious,  supposing  an  insurance  upon  the 
house  which  has  been  burned  down,  it 
would  not  be  reasonable  for  the  tenant 
for  life  to  put  the  money  in  his  pocket 
and  raise  the  amount  upon  the  estate 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  re-building 
the  house.  It  ought,  I  think,  to  be  made 
clear  that  the  money  received  from  the 
Insurance  Company  should  go  as  far  as. 
necessary  towards  the  re-building  of  the 
house,  and  that  if  sufficient  for  entirely 
re-building  the  house,  no  money  ought 
to  be  raised.  That  ought  certainly  to  be 
made  plain. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  I  tliink 
so  too,  and  also  that  the  calamity  must 
have  happened — that  the  house  must, 
have  been  burnt  down ;  because  other- 
wise the  tenant  for  life  might  pull  down 
the  house  by  way  of  improvement,  and 
re-build.it  at  the  expense  of  the  remainder 
man. 

•The  Eabl  of  POWIS  :  I  would  suggest 
to  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bilt 
that  the  power  should  be  limited  to  the 
estate  on  which  the  house  is  situate. 

Eaki  CADOGAN  :  As  the  word 
"rental"  is  used  in  the  Bill,  I  would 
ask,  Does  that  mean  gross  or  net 
rental? 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  With  regard  to 
the  noble  Earl's  suggestion,  I  am  not 
sure  that  the  security  against  what  has 
been  pointed  out  would  not  arise  in  this- 
way.  These  are  improvements  within 
the  meaning  of  the  original  Act,  and 
Section  26  of  that  Act  provides  that — 

"  Where  the  tenant  for  life  is  desirom  that 
capital  money  ariBing  under  ibis  Act  Bball  be 
applied  in  or  towardi  payment  for  an  improve- 
ment authoriaed  by  this  Act,  he  may  submit 
for  approval  to  the  Tiuatee*  of  the  Settlement 
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or  to  the  Court,  aa  the  ca«e  may  require,  a 
scheme  for  the  exccutioa  of  the  improvement, 
showing  the  proposed  expenditure  thereon." 

So  that  the  tenant  for, life  would  not  be 
able  to  expend  the  money  at  his  own 
pleasure  without  a  scheme.  Probably  in 
(hat  way  he  would  be  prevented  doing 
what  the  noble  Earl  has  suggested.  With 
regard  to  its  being  confined  to  the  parti- 
cular estate,  I  a)iprehend  tlie  power 
OOght  t<j  1)6  coufiued ;  but  I  suppose  the 
Court  would  see  that  it  was  an  estate 
settled  to  similar  u.scs  to  that  for  which 
the  mansion  house  existed.  It:  wuuld 
not  do  for  some  remainderman  to 
«]q>8nd  the  money  raised  from  one 
estate  n])on  another  estate.  Tlwt  ought 
obriously  to  be  Gfuarded  asrainst.  If  it 
were  contiiied  to  estates  settled  to  the 
same  u.ses,  1  do  not  know  that  there 
would  be  any  hnrm.  The  remainder- 
man would  Vie  the  same,  although  the 
money  would  not  arise  from  the  same 
piece  of  land  as  that  surrounding  the 
princi|)al  mansion  house.  I  take  it,  it 
would  be  better  for  the  remainderman, 
aa  a  rule,  because  he  would  get  the  estate 
with  the  mansion  liouse  upon  tlie  estate 
habitable  instead  of  ruiiwus.  That  is 
the  advantage  he  gets  out  of  it. 

Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
<m  Thursday  next ;  and,  Bill  to  be  printed, 
48  amended.     (No.  212.) 

■CUSTOMS    C0SSOLin.\TION"   ACT,   187C, 

AMEND.MEXT   lJrLL.-(No.  152.) 

SECONli    KE.\DISO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Rend 
ing,  read. 

LOBD  AlACXAGHTEN:  My  Ix)rds, 
this  Bill  has  pass.d  the  House  of 
Common.s,  as  I  understand,  with  the 
assent  of  the  Government.  It  propo.ses 
to  amend  one  clause  in  the  Customs 
Consolidation  Act,  1876,  which  defines 
the  pi'iialty  attaching  to  vessels  for 
breach  of  the  Revenue  Laws.  As  that 
section  at  present  stands,  the  penalty  is 
r forfeiture,  whatever  may  be  the  size  or 
value  of  the  vessel.  This  Bill  proposes 
to  substitute  a  tine  in  the  case  of  vessels 
of  250  tons  burden  and  over.  I  beg  to 
move  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Jjaw. 

Dill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
oonHuitted  to  the  .Standing  Committee  for 
Cills  relating  to  Law.  itc. 
Lo7-d  Hergchell 


PAUPER  tUXATt':  ASYLUMS  (IRE^ 
LAyO)  (bFFlCEU.S'  SUPEKANNCA. 
TICTN)  BILL— (No.  204.) 

SElVDN-D   iceadi.ng. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  R«ad-> 
ing,  rend.  ■ 

Lord  de  KOS  :  In  asking  your  Lord- 
ships to  give  a  Second  Reading  to  this 
Bill,.  I  will  merely  say  tj^tt  it  haa  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  and  also  iff  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of 
benefiting  a  class  of  persons,  the  offioera 
and  servants  of  pauper  hiAatic  asylums 
in  Ireland,  who  have  a  verj-  gi-eat  amount 
of  wear  ajid  tear,  and  whose  duties 
require  the  exercise  of  :  uiuiunt  of 

humanity  and  discreli  ^forming 

them.     The  '  Bill     jh  hat    the 

Governors  'may,'  at    tli  •  tion,  re- 

commend certain'sums  toliu  yiven  to  the 
officers  or  Sfrtanta  when  incapacitated  by 
sickness,  age.  or'  iiitirnlity,  or  who  have 
attained  the  agu  of  50,  ancl"tiave  l;een  in 
the  Asylnnis  riot  less  than  15  years. 
That  r^econimendation  is  to  he  approved 
by  one  of 'ihe  Inspectors,  and  is  to  receive 
eventually  the  sanction  of  the  Lord 
President  in  Council.  I  hope  your 
liordships  will  grant 'a  Second  Reading  to 
this  Bill. 

Bill  read  2»  (according  to  order),  and 
committt'd  to  a  Committee*  »}f  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 

COilMlTTEE    (IP    sei-ECTrON    FOR 
'  S'l'AI^DtN'G  COSnillTEES. 

Repprt    m>m,'    That  '  th(j,   Committee 
have  added  the   Lord  du  Jti^a,    the   Lord 
Tyrone  (.1/.    Wttter/urd),   and  the   Lord 
Morris  to  the  Standin»   Gmimitte©  for 
General  Hills  for  the  coir«i3e\|atiii'n  of  the        i 
Pharmfpy  ^ut^  (Irelnud)(l'§(o)^Amend-j^B 
ment  Bill>;i.r:eacl,   and  ordered  to  lie  on^^l 
the  Talle. 

Honse  sdjotirnml  itttw.enty  mioutei  before 

Six  o'clock,  till  Tii-tnorrow,  a 

qu«ru<r  ^lut  'i'^<n  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  Slat  Juij/,  1S90. 


QUESTIONS. 


CROFTERS  IN  SOUTH  DIST. 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (Inver- 
aessshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advooite  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
large  island  of  South  Uist  is  divided  the 
one  half  and  richer  among  12  farmera, 
and  the  other  and  poorer  among  1,250 
families  ;  that  the  Crofters  have  been  in 
use  to  gather  for  sale  the  perishable 
commodity  of  sea  ware  called  tangles, 
not  only  on  the  shores  of  their  own 
lands,  but  also  on  those  of  the  large 
formers,  without  let  or  hindrance ;  but 
that,  so  soon  as  the  Crofters,  who  bad 
formerly  considered  themselves  bound  to 
sell  to  the  proprietrix,  understood  they 
were  entitled  to  free  market,  and  began 
their  operations  this  season  in  usual 
form,  the  proprietrix  instigated  some  of 
the  larger  tenants,  who  do  not  themselves 
«ngage  in  the  work,  to  interdict  the 
Crofters  from  pursuing  their  occupiition, 
and  has  in  her  own  and  their  name  in- 
stituted prtH'ess  to  this  effect  in  the 
highest  and  most  expt^nsive  legal  Court 
in  Scotland  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
at  a  great  open-air  meeting  held  at  Dali- 
brugh  on  the  16th  of  June,  the  people 
loudly  complained  of  their  treatment, 
And  demanded  legislative  redress  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  legLsUte 
for  the  relief  of  the  people  primarily 
interested,  and  against  the  closing  of  a 
valnable  chemical  trade  % 

A  LORD  or  th£  TREASURY  (Sir 
H.  Maxwkli,,  Wigtonshire) :  I  have  been 
requested  by  my  riirht  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  answer  this  question.  1  am 
informed  that  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the 
Crofters  have  lieen  in  use  to  gather 
tangles  on  the  shores  of  South  Uist ;  nor 
is  it  the  fact  that  they  have  sold  the 
tangles  to  the  proprietor.  The  industry, 
^rhioh  is  comparatively  of  modem  growth, 
haB  always  been  conducted  by  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  foreshore  on  the  isLind, 
who  pays  to  those  Crofters  employed  to 
^th^r  the  tjingle.s  the  whole  proceeds 
xinder  deduction  of  expense  of  super- 
viaipi^  acd  incidental  outgoings,  and  these 


Crofters  ai-o  under  no  obligation  to  work 
if  they  are    dissatisfied   with    the    ret 
muneration  the  proprietor  is  able  to  giver; 
them.     I  am  further  informed  that  some 
months  ago    some    Crofters   asserted  a 
right  to  enter  upon  and  use  a  farm  for 
gathering    and     drying     tangles.       An 
interdict     has     been     brought    against 
them  and  is  now  stih  jwHce.     I  believe 
it  is  the  case   that  an   open-air  meeting 
was  held  on  or  about  June  10,  at  which 
this,  among  other  subjects,  was  discussed.  • 
My  infiirrantion  being  that  no  valuable 
chemical  trade  has  been  closed,  and  that 
no  change  hoa  taken  place  in  the  manner 
of  conducting  this  industry,  I  am  unable 
to  discover    any   legitimat*    grievance 
which  calls  for  remedy  by  legislation. 

NUISANCE  AT  HATTERSEA. 
Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN  (Bat- 
tersea) :  I  lieg  to  ask  the  Secretary . 
of  State  for  the  Homo  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
proceedings  which  have  been  inKtitnted 
by  the  Vestry  of  the  Parish  of  St.  Mary, 
Battersea,  against  Messrs,  Hudson  and 
Covington,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Nuisances  Removal  Ai^t,  185.5,  18  and 
19  Vic,  cap.  1-*1,  before  the  Magistrate 
sitting  at  the  Wandsworth  Police  Court, 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  order  pro-  ■ 
hibiting  the  nuisance  arising  from  the 
deposit  of  hou.so  refuse,  Ac.,  on  premises 
in  Victoria  liotul,  Battersea  ;  and  whether, 
bearing  in  mind  that  the  population  of 
the  Motrojjolis  has  about  doubled,  while 
in  the  same  timt-  the  jwpulation  ofBatter- 
sea  has  grown  from  11,000  to  nearly 
:200,00(l  since  the  Act  i-eferred  to  was 
pa.ssed,  he  will  state  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  take 
steps  with  a  view  to  the  insertion  of  a 
clause  in  either  the  Infectious  Disease 
(Prevention)  or  the  Public  Health 
(London)  Ci^nsolidatioit  Bills,  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  General  Bills  of  the  House  of 
Lt)rds,  prohibiting  the  sorting,  sifting,  or 
accumulation  of  refuse  in  any  part  of 
the  metropolitan  area? 
•Thk  PRl'^ilDENT  or  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritohir, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  am 
informed  that  the  Vestry  of  St.  Mary, 
Battersea,  are  instituting  procoedinga 
under  the  Nuisjince  Removal  Acta 
against  the  occupier  of  certain  L-ynds  for 
creating   a   nuisance  by   the  deposit  of, 
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honae  refuse  and  other  offensive  matter. 
No  decision  in  tbe  case  has,  so  far  aa  I 
am  awaro,  been  as  yet  obtained.  I  may 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
Infections  Disease  Prevention  Bill  has 
been  passed  in  the  HooBe  of  Commons, 
and  was  read  the  third  time  in  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  1 7th  instant,  and 
that  there  is  no  Public  Health  (London) 
Consolidation  Bill  at  present  before  the 
House.  Consequently,  the  Government 
cannot,  apart  from  any  other  considera- 
iion,  act  upon  his  suggestion. 

INDIA  COUNCTL  BILLS. 

Me.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  (1)  it  is  the  case  that 
for  some  time  past  India  Council  Bills 
have  been  sold  much  beyond  the  average 
monthly  rate ;  (2)  whether  this  was 
done  to  take  advantage  of  the  higher 
exchange  caused  by  anticipated  silver 
legislation  in  America ;  (3)  whether  the 
present  rate  of  exchange  is  much  higher 
than  that  at  which  those  surplus  sales 
of  Council  Bills  were  made  ;  (4)  whether 
the  Indian  Treasury  has  thereby  sus- 
tained a  considerable  loss ;  (5)  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  delaying  action  as  far  as  possible  and 
await  the  full  effect  of  the  passage  of 
the  American  Silver  Bill,  in  view  of  the 
possibility  of  a  rise  to  about  Is.  lid.  per 
rupee,  the  old  rate  of  exchange  before 
silver   demonetisation  took  place  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GoEST,  Chatham): 
The  answer  t<j  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
hon.  Member's  question  is  in  the  nega- 
tive. India  Council  Bills  have  not  been 
sold  for  some  time  post  much  beyond 
the  average  monthly  rate.  The  answer 
to  the  second  part  of  the  question  is  also 
in  the  negative.  The  expectation  of 
legislation  in  the  United  States  has  not 
iufluenced  the  amount  of  the  sales.  The 
answer  to  the  thinl  paragraph  is  that 
the  present  rate  is  higher  than  it  has 
been  for  the  lost  five  years.  The  answer 
to  the  fourth  paragraph  is  in  the  nega- 
tive. There  has  been  no  surplus  sale, 
and  consequently  no  loss.  As  regards 
the  last  paragraph,  the  Secretary  of 
State  cannot  delay  such  sale  of  bills 
as  is  necessary  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
Service  on  the  chance  of  a  future  rise  in 
the  value  of  silver. 
Mr.  Ritchie 


THE  SALT  TAX  IN  INDIA. 
Mr.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  what  was  the  total 
amount  paid  into  the  Indian  Exchequer 
from  the  Salt  Tax  during  the  last  finan- 
cial year  ;  and  what,  during  the  fifteen 
weeks  that  have  elapsed  of  the  current 
financial  year,  is  the  amount  received 
from  the  sale  of  bills  and  transfers  over 
and  above  the  estimate  of  the  Finance 
Minister  of  India  owing  to  the  rate  of 
exchange  having  risen  higher  than  his 
estimate  of  the  probable  exchangeable 
value  of  the  rupee  ? 

•SiB  J.  GORST:  The  gross  receipts 
from  the  Salt  Tax  for  1889-90  were 
8,192,500  tens  of  rupees.  Tlie  answer 
to  the  second  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  that  the  amount  received  during 
the  current  financial  year  from  the  sale 
of  bills  in  excess  of  the  estimate  is 
£437,000. 

•Mr.  HOYLE:  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  present 
rate  of  exchange  will  yield  a  surplus 
of  £2,500,000? 

♦Sm  J.  GORST :  I  must  ask  for  notice 
of  that  question. 

THE  BURMA    RUBY  MINES 
COMPANY. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Burma  Ruby  Mines 
Company,  Limited,  at  the  ordinary- 
general  meeting  of  shareholders  of  that> 
company,  held  on  the  16th  instant,  to  the 
effect  that  the  Board  had  that  day  dis- 
cussed the  propriety  of  applying  to  the 
Government  of  India  to  relieve  them  of 
the  payment  of  four  lakhs  of  rupees  per 
annum  agreed  on  as  the  price  of  their 
concession,  on  the  ground  that  the 
operations  of  the  company  had  not  re- 
sulted profitably  ;  and  whether  he  will 
undertake  that  no  remission  of  this  por- 
tion of  the  Indian  Revenue  shall  take 
place  without  the  House  of  Commons 
being  previously  informed  of  the  facti 

SiB  J.  GORST:  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  received  no  official  communi- 
cation on  the  subject,  but  he  has  seen  a 
newspaper  report  of  the  meeting.  The 
Secretary  of  State  cannot  give  the  pledge 
suggested.     But  no  such  application  has 
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been  made  either  to  him  or,  so  &ir  as  he 
knows,  to  the  Government  of  India,  and 
he  is  not  aware  of  any  grounds  upon 
which  the  rent  of  the  Ruby  Mines  could 
be  justly  remitted. 

SILVER. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  WILLIAMSON  (Bal- 
marnock  Burghs)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if,  in  view 
of  the  marked  influence  of  American 
legislation  on  the  gold  price  of  silver  iu 
the  London  market,  he  is  taking  steps  to 
secure  a  full  supply  for  mintage  pur- 
poses for  our  token  silver  currency  ? 

The  chancellor  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  G08CHE.V,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  No,  Sir ;  the  Mint 
does  not  speculate  iu  silver.  But,  sub- 
ject to  reiisonable  foresight  and  forecast,' 
it  must  buy  according  to  its  require- 
ments. 

WILLESDEN  BOARD  SCHOOL. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Coancil  on  Education 
whether  complaints  have  reached  him 
that  the  temjx)rary  School  Board  school 
at  Willesden  has  no  playground,  no 
class  room,  is  dark  and  ill-ventilated, 
and  its  sanitary  arrangements  are  of 
the  worst  possiblo  character  j  whether 
any  complaints  liave  been  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Inspector  as  to  the  structural 
condition  of  this  school ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  present  School  Board  has 
acquired  a  site  for  a  building  to  accommo- 
date 1,000  children,  and,  notwithstanding 
their  engagement  to  build  for  this  num- 
ber of  children,  have  persistently 
neglected  to  do  so ;  and  what  action  the 
Education  Department  intends  taking 
ander  the  circumstances  ? 
•The  VICE  PRESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hakt  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  I  am  aware  that  the  tem- 
porary school  is  in  a  defective  condition, 
but  the  Board  is  being  pressed  to 
improve  the  sanitary  arrangements,  as 
well  as  to  proceed  with  the  permanent 
building,  which  it  is  their  duty  to  pro- 
vide ;  and  there  is  no  intention  to  permit 
them  to  evade  their  responsibility  iu 
either  regm"d. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  Seeing  the  length  of  time  which 
has  elapsed,  may  I  ask  why  the  Depart- 
ment has  not  stirred  in  the  matter  ? 


•Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  I  have  just 
said  that  I  have  received  information 
that  the  School  Board  are  taking  steps. 

Mr,  MUNDELLA  :  In  the  meantime 
there  is  no  class  room,  and  it  is  not  a 
suitable  bnildinp  at  all  for  a  school. 

Mb.  CHANNING:  Hub  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  received  any  assurance 
that  the  School  Board  are  about  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  building? 

•Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I 
have  received  an  assurance. 

BRITISH  GDIANA. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is 
now  in  a  position  to  give  the  House  any 
information  with  regard  to  the  scheme 
of  Constitutional  reform  for  the  Colony 
of  British  Guiana,  as  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  formulated  his  views  in  a 
Despatch  to  the  Governor,  who  haa 
replied  on  certain  points,  and  pending 
the  completion  of  the  crirrospondence  it 
would  not  be  to  the  public  interest  to 
give  further  information. 

THE  FACTORIES  ACT. 

Me.  WATT :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Deport- 
ment whether  his  uttentien  has  been 
called  to  the  refusal  of  the  Certifying 
Surgeon  of  the  Retford  district  of 
Nottingham  to  grant  a  certificate  under 
the  Factories  Act,  1878,  to  John  Ruther- 
ford, aged  15  years,  of  fitness  to  work 
in  an  iron  foundry,  upon  grounds  which 
another  factory  Inspector,  as  well  as  two 
other  independent  medical  men,  have 
stilted  are  iusuflicieut  to  preclude  the 
lad  ohtiiining  a  certificate  ;  and  whether, 
fis  it  is  a  serious  matter,  preventing  the 
lad  from  following  his  occupation,  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
the  circumstiinces  of  the  case? 

Thk  UNDER  SECRETARY  or  STATE 
ron  the  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Stdakt  Wobil«y,  Sliofifield,  Hallam)  :  The 
Chief  lns|iector  has  made  inquiry  and 
reports  that  the  father  wished  his  son, 
aged  14,  to  be  apprenticed  to  him  as  an 
ironfoimder.  The  Certifying  Surgeon, 
not  considering  him  fit  for  employment 
in  an  ironfonndiy,  declined  to  give  him 
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a  certificate.  Tlie  father  then  had  the 
boy  examined  by  two  Burgeoua,  who  saw 
no  objection  to  his  being  employed. 
These  opinions  were  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Ccrtifyinfi^  Siirj^eon,  who,  however, 
still  retained  his  opinion.  There  is  no 
appeal  from  the  decision  of.  the  Certifying 
Surgeon.  The  l»y  is,  therefore,  debarred 
fivm  working  in  the  irrjnfoundry,  bnt  a 
certificate  of  fitness  would  be  given  to 
him  for  other  occupations. 

MACHINE  GUNS. 

Mk.  gray  (Essex,  MalJon)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whetier  the  Govern  mem  will  issue  to 
Volunteer  Battalions  possessing  machine 
g^ns  the  requisite  ammunition  for  prac- 
tice with  such  guns  ? 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  bog, 
also,  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  as  Volunteer  Battalions  to 
which  machine  guns  are  att<iched  are 
subject  to  a  charge  for  ammunition  on 
the  occasion  of  field  daj's  with  the 
Regular  Forces,  an  allowance,  or  a  free 
supply,  can  be  issued  to  them  ? 
•Tjie  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastlc)  :  Machine  guns  having  been 
obtained  by  the  Volunteers  themselves 
do  not  come  within  the  mlo  which 
authorises  the  free  issue  of  ammunition 
for  use  in  ride  practice.  But  I  will 
consider  the  matter  before  next  year's 
Estimates. 

ARMENIA. 
Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aih.ir8  if  he  has  yet 
obtained  information  as  to  whether  the 
assertion  that  there  are  still  Christian 
Armenian  prisoners  lying  untried  for 
the  last  two  years  in  the  gaols  of 
Erzcroum  and  Erzingian  be  true  ;  and, 
if  so,  will  he  use  his  influence  to  cause 
them  to  be  tried,  and,  if  innocent,  set  at 
literty  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
POK  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
GUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  The  Consul 
at  Erzeroum  reported  in  February  last 
that  five  Armenians,  who  had  been 
imprisoned  for  two  years,  were  awaiting 
confirmation  of  a  sentence  of  banish- 
ment. Her  Majesty's  Ambassador 
brought  the  matter  unofficially  to  the 
Mr.  Stiiart  Wortley 


notice  of   the   &rand  Vizier.      Further 
inquiries  will  be  made. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  statement  in  the  Daily 
News  of  18th  July,  that  it  was  owing  to 
the  advice  of  the  British  Government 
that  the  Turks  are  increasing  the 
military  in  Armenia,  and  also  to  the 
report,  in  the  same  paper,  that  in 
Erzeroum  people  disappear,  no  one 
knows  how  or  whither,  and  that  during- 
t!ie  late  riots  atiout  one  hundred  persons 
disappeared,  mf>stly  women,  who  were 
at  the  public  baths  at  die  time,  and  are 
supposed  to  have  been  abducted  by 
Mussulmans  ;  and,  if  he  has  no  informa- 
tion on  the  latter  [K>int,  would  he  cause 
inquiries  to  be  made  into  the  truth  of 
those  reports  1 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  As  was  stated 
in  reply  to  a  question  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stoke-on-Trent  on  the  14th 
inst.,  certain  recommendations  meide 
by  the  British,  French,  and  Russian 
Consuls  have  been  communicated  to  the 
Porte.  A  re-inforcement  of  the  garrison 
of  Erzeroum,  and  the  patrolling  of  the 
country  districts  with  cavalry,  with  a 
view  to  the  protection  of  the  rural 
population,  were  amongst  the  measures 
recommended.  No  corroboration  has 
been  received  of  the  alleged  abduction 
of  women. 

Mr.    SCHWANN:    Is  it  intended  to 
use     Turkish      irregular      cavalry      in 
Armenia  ? 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No.  Sir';  I  be- 
lieve they  are  regular  cavalry. 

MAIL  SERVICE  IN  THE  NORTH  OF 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND(Suther- 
land) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether,  seeing  the  Highland 
Rtiilway  Company  have  now  expressed 
their  readiness  to  continue  the  letter- 
sorting  carriage  at  present  stopping 
sliort  at  Tain  on  to  Helmsdale  without 
additional  charge  to  the  Post  Office,  and 
seeing  this  can  bo  done  without  inter- 
feranco  with  or  prejudice  to  the  general 
re-arrangementfi  of  the  mail  service  in 
the  North  of  Scotland  now  under  the 
consideration  of  his  Department,  he  will 
without  delay  give  effect  to  the  im- 
provement    by     ordering    the     sorting' 
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clerks   iA    continue    their  daties  on  to 
■Helmsdale  1 

•The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Rajkes,  Cambridofe  University)':  It  is 
true  that  the  Highland  Railway  Com- 
pany have  literally  offered  to  extend  as 
■fur  as  Helmsdale,  without  ebiirgc,  the 
journey  of  the  letter-snrting  carriage 
"which  is  now  detached  from  the  down  day 
mail  traim  at  Tain,  tiius  increasing  tho 
daily  journey  by  113  train  miles.  Tho 
employment,  however,  of  the  requisite 
sorting  force  would  tlimw  extra  eijiense 
on  the  Post  Office,  and  the  nuniber  of 
letters  which  would  be  benefited  is  very 
small.  I  will  consider  whether,  under 
these  circumstances,  I  shall  be  justified 
in  accepting  the  company's  offer. 

GAMBIA. 
Mh.  BARBOUR  (Paisley)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Fopeign  Affairs  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a.  communication  in  the  Times 
of  the  16tli  instant,  in  which  negotiations 
are  said  to  be  in  progress  which  may  re- 
sult in  the  transfer  of  the  British  Envoy 
of  Gambia  to  France  ;  if  there  is  any 
foundation  for  this  statement;  and  if,  in 
the  cnse  of  tho  transfer  being  ultimately 
decided  on,  due  precautions  will  bo  taken 
for  tho  preservation  of  British  commercial 
interests  t 

•SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  There  is  no 
foundation  for  the  report  (hat  any  nego- 
tiations are  proceeding  in  reference  to 
the  Gambia. 

PAROCHIAL  RECOnDS. 

DK.FARQUHAIf^^ON'CAbcrdeenshire, 
W.)  :  I  Ix-g  to  ask  the  Scottish  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  wlietlier  he  is  aware  that 
tho  Rev.  Thomas  Bruce,  of  the  Free 
Church,  Rhynie,  Al)erdeenshire,  was  re- 
fused permission,  on  the  24tli  of  May,  to 
inspect  and  make  extracts  at  the  Register 
House,  Edinburgh,  from  the  records  of 
the  parish  of  Calluce,  on  the  ground  that 
ho  was  not  the  minister  of  that  parish  ; 
and  whether  this  restriction  has  been 
framed  by  the  authorities,  or  has  been 
sanctioned  by  them  ? 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL:  Permission  to 
inspect  and  make  extracts  from  the 
register  is  never  refused  to  anyone  who 
applies  and  pays  the  statutory  fees. 
There  is  no  record  or  recollection  in  the 
office  of  Mr.  Bruce  having  been  there  on 
the  dats  mentioned  in  the  question ;  but. 


from  the  search  book,  it  appears  that  a 
Thomas  Bruce,  presumably  the  reverend 
gentleman  referred  to,  made  a  search  on 
tho  '27th  May  in  the  birth  register  of  the 
parish  of  Cnillnce,  and  paid  the  fee  of  one 
shilling.  The  inspection  of,  and  makings 
extracts  from,  these  registers  is  regulated 
by  statute,  and  the  regulations  apply- 
equally  to  all  persons  and  denominatians, 
except  in  the  case  of  a  Kii-k  Session  of  a 
parish,  or  anyone  acting  mider  its  autho- 
rity, desiring  to  have  access  to  certain 
sessional  records  of  such  parish  referred 
to  in  the  statute. 

MORTALITY  AMONG  ARMY  3IEDICAI. 
OFFICERS. 
Db.  FARQUHARSON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretaiy  of  State  fur  War  whether 
he  accepts  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Denham  Robinson,  Actuary  to  the  War 
Office,  before  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee, ])resided  over  by  Lord  Camper- 
down,  tliat  the  rate  of  mortality  among 
the  officers  of  the  Army  Medical  Depart- 
ment is  nearly  double  that  among  com- 
Imtant  officers,  or  in  the  proportion  of 
seven  combatant  officers  to  13  medical 
officers  serving ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  this  high  mortality,  he  is  ])repared  to 
re-consider  the  question  of  allowing  tho 
medical  officers  only  six  months  of  sick 
leave  as  compared  with  the  twelve- 
months  which  are  granted  to  combatant 
officers  1 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Taking  the 
years  of  service  as  from  i-t  to  OS,  the 
loss  by  death  out  of  1,000  combatant 
officers  would  be  333"2,  as  compared 
with  497'7  out  of  1,000  medical  officers 
— nearly  two  to  three.  This  medical 
mortality  is  based  on  tlie  exiierience  of 
the  years  1852  to  1871.  As  I  stated  in 
reply  to  a  previous  question,  the  increase 
of  sick  leave  is  a  queslion  of  ex[5ense,  ss 
substitutes  would  have  to  be  provided. 

THE  RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC 
ACT. 
Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  any  com- 
munication has  taken  place  between  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  any  railway  com- 
pany, since  tho  termination  of  the  public 
inquiry  with  reference  to  the  classifica- 
tion and  Schedule  under  "  The  Railway 
and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888  ";  and,  if  so, 
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will  he  lay  snch  commanication  upon 
the  Table  ? 

•The  president  or  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  Ye8,  Sir  :  letters  were  written  on 
Saturday  to  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  and  the 
Great  Western  Railway  Company,  en- 
closing, with  the  object  of  coming  to  an 
agreement,  draft  Schedules  proposed  to 
be  made  applicable  to  those  companies 
respeotiyely.  Copies  of  these  letters  and 
Schedules  were  forwarded  to  the  Railway 
Association.  Copies  of  all  these  com- 
munications will  be  on  sale  at  the 
Stationery  OfiBce. 

PRIVATE  BILL  PROCKDUBE. 
Mr.  LEN6  (Dundee):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  has  observed  that  within  a 
few  days  the  decisions  of  Committees  of 
this  House  in  the  cases  of  the  North 
British  and  Glasgow  and  South  Western 
Railway  Bill,  the  London  Central  Rail- 
way Bill,  and  the  Ayr  Harbour  Bill  hare 
■faeen  reversed  by  Committees  of  the 
House  of  Lords ;  and  whether  he  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  proposing  the 
«abetitntion  of  one  tribunal,  representing 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  for  the 
present  system  of  double  inquiries  before 
Committees  of  each  House  ? 

•SiB  M.  HICB:S  BEACH  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I 
have  noticed  the  decisions  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member.  Tlie  question  raised 
is  one  of  great  importance,  aSecting  the 
whole  jirocedure  on  Private  Business. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  pro- 
posed a  change  in  this  matter  with 
regard  to  Scotland,  and  until  the  Uousehas 
considered  that  proposal  I  do  not  think 
it  is  likely  that  any  legislation  on  the 
subject  with  regard  to  England  can  be 
undertaken. 

WELSU  WITNESSES. 

Me.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.)  :  I  lieg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  case 
decided  by  the  Justices  in  Petty  Sessions 
at  Colwj-n  Bay,  on  the  .5th  July,  in 
which  the  defendant  was  fined  Is.  and 
costs,  and  it  was  sought  to  include  in 
such  costs  a  fee  of  os.  for  interj)reting 
the  evidence  of  a  Welsh  witness,  the 
Mr.  H.  II.  Fofder 


Clerk  to  the  Magistrates  stating  that  it 
was  the  practice  to  charge  that  fee  when 
the  services  of  an  interpreter  were  re- 
quired ;  whether  the  Magistrates  ex- 
pressed their  disapproval  of  the  practice, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  equivalent  to 
punishing  a  man  because  the  witnesses 
were  Welshmen,  and  disallowed  the 
charge  ;  and  whether,  if  the  practice  be 
as  stated,  he  could  take  any  steps  to  pat 
a  stop  to  it  in  fntnre  I 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY  :  Yes,  Sir; 
the  Secrctarj'  of  State  has  seen  a  news- 
paper report,  from  which  he  gathers 
that  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  first  and 
second  paragraphs.  The  practice  which 
prevails  in  the  Metropolitan  Police  Courts 
is  that  the  cost  of  an  interpreter  whose 
intervention  is  necessary  to  prove  the 
case  is  paid  out  of  the  Police  Court  fund. 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  now  in  com- 
munication with  the  Justices,  with  the 
view  of  removing  any  grievance  from 
which  Welsh  witnesses  may  suffer  in 
this  respect. 

INSPECTORS  OB  WEIGHTS  AND 
ME.\8UUES. 
Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  Inspectors  of  Weights  and 
Measures  who  present  themselves  for 
examination,  with  a  view  of  obtaining 
their  certificates  of  qualification  from 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  who  happen  to 
fail  in  any  one  of  the  prescribed  subjects, 
are  debarred  from  further  examination 
for  a  period  of  six  months  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  ho  is  aware  that  this  rule  is 
the  cause  of  great  inconvenience  to 
Local  Authorities  and  ofiBcers  concerned  ; 
and  whi'thcr  he  can  amend  the  regula- 
tions with  a  view  of  reducing  the  limit 
of  time  between  one  examination  and 
another  1 

•Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  Yes,  Sir; 
the  rule  is  as  stated  liy  the  lion.  Member, 
but  I  am  not  aware  that  its  application 
has  been  a  cause  of  inconvenience  to 
Local  Authorities,  who  are  quite  free  to 
appoint  another  Inspector  for  the  period 
which  must  elapse  before  a  failed  candi- 
date can  again  present  himself  for 
examination.  As  the  proscribed  test  is 
by  no  means  a  difficult  one,  and  is  chiefly 
of  a  practical  nature,  I  am  not  prepared, 
as  at  present  advised,  to  make  any 
change  in  the  regulations.  ~ 
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Mr.  PICTON  :  If  a  man  failed  in  Bome 
iusignitieaut  matter  is  it  not  a  hardship 
to  put  him  back  for  six  months  ? 

•Mk.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
Might  it  not  be  possible  not  to  require 
re-examination  on  subjects  in  which  the 
candidate  has  already  passed  1 

*Siu  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  Picton)  to  desire  more  frequent 
examinations. 

Me.  picton  :  The  point  I  wished  to 
raise  was  that  if  a  man  fails  in  some 
insignificant  particular,  a  period  of  six 
montlifl  should  not  elapse  before  he  is 
re-examined.  I  understand  that  that  is 
the  case  now. 

•Sir  AL  HICKS  BEACH  :  Yes,  Sir. 

THE  CENSUS. 

Mu.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  :  I  beg 
to  aak  the  President  of  the  Local  Govera- 
mcnt  B<iard  whether  he  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  Registrars  to  the  obser- 
rations  of  the  Census  Committee  on  the 
manner  in  which  enumerators  have 
hitherto  been  selected,  and  will  give 
instructions  that  in  future  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  enumerators  chosen  shall 
be  women  J 

•Me.  RITCHIE  :  The  special  attention 
of  Supt'rintondcut  Registrars  and  Regis- 
trars will,  as  suggested  bj-  the  Census 
Committee,  be  directed  to  the  importance 
of  a  very  careful  stlectinn  of  enumerators 
and  to  the  particular  educational  qualifi- 
cations which  it  is  essential  that  the 
persons  employed  should  possess.  The 
Committee  obsorvo  that  women  are 
eligible  fur  appciintmtnt  as  enumerators, 
and  that  they  think  that  in  many 
instances  they  micht  be  so  employed 
with  advantage.  There  will  lie  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Registrars  being  informed  as 
to  this. 

*  OUTRAGES  AT  VAN. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Uiidor  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
now  has  any  information  to  communicate 
with  respect  to  the  outrages  committed 
in  and  near  Van  ? 

•Sir   J.    FERGUSSON:     No    further 
information   has  been  received  since  the 
date  of  the  hon.  Member's  question  on 
July  1.     Inquiry  will  1x3  made. 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [thihd  skbiks.1 


THE    LOCAL    TAXATION   PROPOSALS. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  yet  determined 
upon  their  recommendation  as  to  the 
a]iplicatiun  of  the  extra  taxation  upon 
spirits,  approved  by  this  Hou.se  in  tlie 
belief  that  it  would  be  utilised  for  the 
benefit  of  the  contributors  J 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  have 
also  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  wlmt  purposes  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  appropriate  the  snm  of  X40,000 
allotted  to  Ireland  as  the  Exchequer 
contribution  in  respect  of  Local  Taxation 
Licences,  and  the  sum  of  £40,000,  the 
unallotted  portion  of  the  Irish  share  of 
the  new  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Some  misapprehen- 
sion may  possibly  be  conveyed  by  the 
wording  of  the  question  of  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend.  He  uses  the  word 
"  contributors,"  but  a  controversy  may 
arise  as  to  who  the  contributors  really 
are,  the  distillers  and  brewers,  or  the 
retailers,  or  the  consumers.  But  there 
is  the  possibility  of  a  further  misappre- 
hension. The  extra  taxation  upon 
spirits  and  beer  was  not  approved  by  the 
House  of  Commons  in  the  belief  that  the 
whole  amount  would  be  utilised  for  the 
benefit  of  the  contributors,  but  with  a 
proposal  before  it  that  one-third  should 
be  devoted  to  a  certain  purpose,  an 
amount  of  £440,000,  out  of  £1,304,000. 
If  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  question 
is  intended  to  suggest  that,  the  purpose 
having  failed,  the  tax  ought  to  be 
repealed,  the  suggestion  would  tmly 
carry  us  to  the  repeal  of  one-third  of  the 
tax — namely,  2d.  on  spirits  and  Id.  on 
beer.  Such  a  fractional  repeal  would, 
however,  I  have  been  given  to  under- 
stand, be  unpalatable  to  those  interested 
in  the  tax.  It  would  disturb  arrange- 
ments, contracts,  price  lists,  itc,  without 
offering  any  appreciable  relief.  We, 
therefore,  discard  that  solution  of  the 
application  of  the  money  set  free.  And 
further  we  shall  abide  by  the  principle 
of  this  extra  tax — namely,  that  it  shall 
be  devoted  to  local  purposes  spread  over 
the  whole  country.  This  precludes  the 
adoption  of  the  suggestion  contained  in 
the  question  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Camborne  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
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Treasury  that  a  large  portion  should  be 
devoted  to  pai-ehasingr  the  Crystal  Palace 
for  tho  nation.  I  will  now  state  what 
we  propose  as  regards  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  respectively.  As  regards 
England  wo  prnjwse  to  add  the  amount 
set  free  hy  the  abandoned  licensing 
clauses  to  thy  residue  which,  under  the 
Bill  as  it  stands,  goes  to  the  County 
Councils,  accompanying  this  inclusion  by 
an  intimation  that  po.ssibly  new  charges 
may,  by-and-by,  be  put  upon  them,  with 
reference  to  intermediate,  technical,  or 
agricultural  education.  It  seems  very 
dosirahli!,  if  more  is  to  be  done  in  this 
respect,  that  the  localities,  and  especially 
County  Councils,  should  be  interested 
in  the  work.  In  England  there 
is  at  present  little  machinery  available 
forcarryingout8uchanobject,andit  would 
be  impossible  to  create  such  a  machinery 
at  this  period  of  the  Session.  But  in 
Wales  and  in  Monmouthshire  the 
machinery  does  exist.  County  Coun- 
oils  may  supply  funds  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee for  intermediate  education  under 
the  Act  of  last  year  out  of  the  county 
rate,  but  (o  the  extent  of  a  halfpenny  of 
such  rates  only.  We  shall  propose  that 
the  County  Councils  in  Wales  should 
have  authority  to  increase  the  sum  out 
of  the  additional  funds  now  pbiced  at 
their  disposal.  As  regards  the  £50,000 
which  falls  to  the  share  of  Scotland,  we 
also  ]iropr)se  that  tho  amount  set  free 
should  go  to  the  County  Councils.  The 
House  will  bear  in  mind,  that  while  in 
England  and  Ireland  much  has  been 
done  for  tho  ratepayer,  so  far  in  Scotland 
the  ratepayer  has  scarcely  had  any  ud- 
vantage  wliatever  out  of  the  revision  of 
local  taxation,  and  it  seems  but  just 
that  his  case  should  receive  some  con- 
sideration. As  regards  Ireland,  we  shall 
propose  tiiat  the  £40,000  which  falls  to 
her  share  should  be  utilised  for  the 
further  promotion  of  intermediate  educa- 
tion, and  for  this  purjHJse  should  be 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Intermediate 
Education  Board  for  Ireland,  a  body 
which,  I  believe,  commands  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Irish  public  genenilly, 
irrespective  of  political  and  religious 
differences. 
•Mk.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  May  I  ask  whether  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  consider  the  revi- 
sion of  this  extra  taxation  in  his  next 
year's  Budget  'I 
Mr.  Goachtn 


Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
Do  the  same  reservations  apply  to  Scot- 
land as  to  England  H 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  Sir;  there  is  no 
such  reservation. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  WiU  it  simply 
become  a  part  of  the  residue  under  the 
Bill? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN;  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  sexton  :  To  what  purposes  do 
the  Government  propose  to  appropriate 
the  sum  of  £40,000  allotted  to  Irebmd. 
and  the  sum  of  £40,000,  the  un-allotted 
portion  of  the  Irish  share  of  the  new 
Beer  and  Spirit  Dnties  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The £40,000 allotted 
to  Ireland  as  a  set-off  against  the  gain 
derived  by  PJngland  and  Scotland  from 
the  excess  of  licences  received  over 
grants  dropped,  we  propose  to  devote  to 
assisting  the  Irish  Local  Authorities  who 
have  taken  action,  or  should  hereafter 
take  action,  under  the  Irish  Labourers' 
Dwellings  Acts  of  1882  and  1885. 

Mb.  a.  ACLAND  (York,  W.R.,  Rother- 
ham)  :  Are  tho  English  County  Councils 
to  bo  allowed  to  use  the  money  for  inter- 
mediate and  technical  education,  or  do 
the  Government  only  express  an  opinion 
that  some  day  they  may  have  to  do  sof 
With  reference  to  Wales  I  would  ask  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whet  her  the  County 
Councils  there  are  to  be  directed  to  use 
this  money  to  help  the  intermediate 
education  which  now  exists,  or  whether 
they  are  only  to  be  allowed  to  do  so  if 
they  choose  to  pass  a  vote  to  that  effect  t 

Mb.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk  Burghs): 
Will  it  be  competent  to  the  County 
Councils  in  Scotland  to  devote  their 
share,  or  any  jiart  of  it,  for  the  purposes 
of  education  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  Sir.  I  believe 
it  would  not  bo  possible  for  thom  to 
devote  any  part  of  that  sura  to  purposes 
to  which,  by  law,  they  cannot  ajiply  them. 
I  am  aware  that  the  desire  of  a  good 
many  Scotch  members  is  that  this  money 
should  be  devoted  to  setting  education 
entirely  free  in  Scotland  ;  but  that  would 
have  to  be  done  by  legislation.  With 
regard  to  the  question  put  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rotherham,  I  have  ex- 
plained that  at  this  period  of  the  Session 
it  would  be  impossibleto"set  up  machinery 
for  technical  and  intermediate  education 
in  England.  Tho  money  will  be  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  EngUsh  County 
Councils,  but  an  intimation  will  be  given 
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to  tbem  \Thich  may  guide  them  so  tlint 
they  may  not  spent!  it  in  a  manner  whicli 
•would  seem  lo  stereotype  in  any  way 
that  payment  to  them.  It  will  bo  pointed 
out  to  them  that  charges  may,  in  the 
future,  be  put  upon  them  in  regard  to 
intermediate  education.  It  will  be  rather 
in  the  nature  of  a  warning  Ut  them  not 
to  employ  the  money  in  such  a  manner 
as  might  imply  the  permanency  of  the 
payment 

Mr.  a.  ACLAND:  What  is  to  be  done 
About  Wales  1 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  They  will  not  receive 
■any  direction.  They  have  the  authority 
to  use  the  money  in  that  way.  I  would 
aak  lion.  Members  whether  it  would  not 
be  better  to  wait  until  they  see  our  pro- 
posals,  embodied  in  the  new  clauses,  a.s, 
in  answering  questions  across  the  Table, 
I  might  be  guilty  of  some  slip,  which 
might  lead  to  misunderstanding  by- 
ana-by. 

CLARENCE  B.1RU.\CKS,  PORTSMOUTH. 
Sitt  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN  (Ports- 
month)  :  1  l)eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  intended  to 
cut  down  the  clump  of  old  trees  now 
standing  nn  what  was  jjart  of  the  old 
fortifications  behind  the  old  Clarence 
Barracks  at  Portsmouth  ;  and,  if  so,  if 
it  is  on  account  of  their  interfering  with 
the  new  barracks  which  are  about  to  be 
built ;  and  whether  some  modification 
in  the  plan,  conld  be  made  so  that  su 
great  an  ornament  to  the  place  might  be 
preserved  ? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  Tliis  question 
has  been  referred  to  the  Army  Sanitary 
Committee  as  one  likely  to  affect  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  proposed  new 
barracks.  Their  Report  is  eipected 
shortly,  and  upon  it  will  depend  the 
decision  as  to  whether  it  will  be  possible 
so  to  modify  the  plans  of  the  barracks  as 
to  preserve'  tlie  trees. 

BRUNEI. 
Mk.  .TOUX.'^TO.V  (Belfast.  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  thf  Under  .Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  any  correspon- 
dence has  taken  place  between  the 
Sultau  of  Brunei  _  and  the  Cblonial 
Authorities  on  the  subject  of  recent 
transactions  between  him  and  Rajah 
Brooke  :  and  if  he  will  Idy  the  corres- 
pondsuce  upon  the  Table  oi  the  House  ? 
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•SfH  J.  FERGUSSON  ;  Some  corres- 
pondence has  taken  place  between  the 
Sultan  of  Brunei  and  the  Colonial 
Authorities  on  the  subject  of  transac- 
tions between  him  and  Rajah  Brooke. 
That  corre.spondcnce  is,  hnwevrr,  incom- 
plete, and,  the  subject  liuing  still  under 
considenition,  no  Papers  can  bo  laid  at 
present. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Is  there  any  truth  in 
the  statement  that  Labuan  is  to  bo 
handed  over  to  this  country  1 

•SiB  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No,  Sir ;  it  is, 
not  the  case. 

COMPOSITIONS  FOR  SHIPS. 

Sin  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wolver- 
hampton,  W.)  :  I  beg  to  a.sk  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  who  is  the 
officer  specially  deputed  to  watch  the 
result  of  compositions  applied  to  ships 
of  the  Navy  and  those  of  the  mercantile 
marine ;  is  this  officer  an  expert,  and 
what  previous  technical  experience  and 
education  has  ho  had  to  qualify  him  for 
his  dut)'  ;  and  when  will  Treasury  sanc- 
tion be  obtained  for  his  appointment? 

Tin:  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
R.ILTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton.  Middlesex, 
Ealim,') :  The  officer  in  question  is  Com- 
mander Pitt,  R.N.  Commander  Pitt,  in 
addition  to  his  naval  experience  and 
training,  was  a  member  of  an  Admiralty 
Committee  on  compositions  for  coating 
ships'  bottoms.and  when  thnt  Committee, 
as  a  body,  ceased  their  investigjitions, 
this  officer  was  retained  to  watch  the 
matter  for  a  period  of  six  months  from 
the  Ist  of  April,  1888.  His  st-rvices  in 
this  capacity  were  found  so  valuable  tliat 
he  has  since  been  retained  for  two 
farther  periods  of  12  month.s  each,  which 
were  renewed  as  they  expired.  The 
term  of  his  present  apiwintment  expires 
on  September  30.  The  sanction  of  the 
Treasury  has  not  been  asked,  the  employ- 
ment of  tliis  officer  being  special,  and 
involving  no  addition  to  the  permanent 
establishment. 

THE  GRENADIER  GUARDS. 
Mn.  PICKERSGILL  (Bcthnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  Ix'g  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  2nd  Battalion 
of  the  Grenadier  Guards  has  been 
ordered  to  proceed  abroad  ;  and,  if  so, 
whither  ;  what  regiment  will  it  replace ; 
and  when  was  the  last  occasion  of  the 
N  2 
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Foot  Guards  being  sent  abroad  is  time 
of  peace  ? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  It  is  true  that, 
after  considering  very  carefully  the  evi- 
dence taken  by  the  Court  of  Inquiry 
and  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 

His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  has  decided  to  order  the  2ud 
Battalion  of  the  Grenadier  Guards  to 
proceed  to  Bermuda.  I  deeply  regret 
that  anything  should  hare  occurred  to 
bring  any  discredit  on  the  battalion,  and 
1  am  sure  that  both  officers  and  men  will 
desire  at  the  earliest  date  to  regain  the 
high  reputation  which  attaches  to  the 
whole  regiment.  His  Royal  Highneas 
has  also  directed  that  the  command  of 
the  battalion  sliali  be  taken  up  by 
Colonel  Eaton,  and  that  uo  leave  is  to  hie 
granted  to  oiSoers  or  men  till  further 
orders.  The  eventa  which  have  occurred 
open  uji  s<jme  questions  which  will  be 
very  carefully  considered  by  His  Royal 
Higiiness.  But  there  is  one  point  as  to 
which  uo  responsibility  whatever  at- 
taches to  the  Guards,  but  which  ought 
to  be  dealt  with.  I  allude  to  the  absence 
of  any  sufficient  accommodation  in  the 
barracks  for  the  officers,  a  fact  which 
places  tliom  at  a  disadvantage  as  com- 
pared with  Line  regiments,  and  for  this 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  provide  under  the 
Barracks  Bill  recently  passed  by  this 
House,  so  that  an  officer  per  company 
shall  always  reside  in  barracks.  The 
2iid  Battalion  of  the  Grenadier  Guards 
will  replace  at  Bermuda  the  1st  Battalion 
of  tiie  Leicestershire  Regiment,  who  are 
proceeding  in  the  ordinary  course  to  , 
Halifax.  The  Guards  are  going  instead 
of  the  1st  Battalion  of  the  Liverpool 
Regiment  from  Aldershot,  and,  there- 
fore, no  extra  expense  is  incurred. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.):  Is  this  course  to  be 
regarded  as  being  by  way  of  punishmentT 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  stated 
the  facts ;  the  hou.  Member  can  draw 
his  own  conclusion. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  last 
paragraph  of  my  question  1 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  should  have 
said  that  Canada  is  the  last  jjlace  abroad 
to  which  the  Guards  were  sent  in  time  of 
peace. 

Mr.   a.   O'CONNOR  (Donegal,   B.) : 
Can   the    right  hon.    Gentleman    state 
Mr.  PickersgUl 


what  is  the  present  position  of  Colonel 
Maitland  ? 

•Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Colonel  Mait- 
land no  longer  commands  the  2iid 
Battalion.  The  command  has  been  takeu 
up  by  Colonel  Eaton. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR:  Is  he  on  the 
retired  list? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  He  is,  op  will 
be,  on  half -pay. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.)  i 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  was  not  originally 
intended  to  send  the  battalion  to  the 
Cape? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  :  No,  never. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  how 
long  the  battalion  is  to  be  away  ? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  No,  I  can  say 
nothing  on  that  jmint. 

•Caitain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.):  Do 
men  who  eulist  in  the  Guards  do  60 
upon  the  understanding  that  they  shall 
not  be  sent  abroad  except  in  the  case  of 
war? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Certainly  not. 

THE  HESSIAN   FLY. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  :  I  beg  to  aak 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agricultnre- 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  Hessian  Fly 
has  appeared  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Grantham  ;  and  what  steps  will  be  taken 
by  the  wide-spread  diffusion  of  informa- 
tion, and  by  other  means,  to  meet  the 
danger  which  threatens  the  corn-gprow- 
ing  counties  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  or 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford)  :  We  have  received  nt> 
complaints  as  yet  of  the  presence  of  the 
Hessian  Fly  in  the  course  of  the  present 
summer  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Grant- 
ham. But  inquiries  are  now  being  made 
by  the  Board  as  to  the  truth  of  the 
statements  which  have  appeared  in 
certain  newspapers  respecting  the  appear- 
ance of  the  fly  in  that  district  and 
elsewhere.  Repeated  information  has 
been  circulated  by  the  Board  of  Agricnl- 
tare  as  to  the  methods  to  be  employed 
in  recognising  and  dealing  with  this 
insect  plague.  I  have  already  desired 
that  Circulars  on  the  subject  shall  be 
re-issued,  and  every  effort  will  be  made 
to  spread  information  on  the  subject  as 
widely    as  possible,   with  the   view  of 
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counteracting  as  far  as  possible  any 
danger  from  that  source  which  may 
thrcatL>n  the  corn-growiug  counties. 

ILLEGALIFISHINQ  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  LENG  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  wliether  it  has  been  brought 
to  "his  knowledge  that  not  only  the 
nets,  but  the  wliole  gear  was  taken  by 
the  gunlxjat  Walck/td  from  several  steam 
trawlers,  which  were  fishing  within  the 
limits  iu  St.  Andrew's  Bay,  on  the  6th 
instant ;  whether  ho  will  state  under 
what  Act  r  if  Parliament  the  commanders 
•of  gunbiiats  are  authorised  to  seize  the 
gear,  which  is  of  considerable  value,  in 
addition  to  tlie  neta ;  whether  he  is 
■aware  that,  when  the  cases  were  tried  at 
the  Sheriff  Court  in  Cupar,  on  the  l-tth 
July,  no  copy  of  the  Act  containing 
euch  authority  could  be  produced;  and 
whether,  if  it  is  found  that  the  gear 
was  improperly  seized,  he  will  cause  it 
to  bo  returned  to  the  owners  of  the 
trawlers  without  delay. 

Sib  H.  maxwell  :  I  am  aware  of 
the  facts  regarding  the  seizure  of  the 
nets  and  ipther  fisliing  gear  belonging  to 
■the  trawler  Skylark,  on  the  recent 
occasion  of  Iter  being  caught  fishing 
illegally  in  St.  Andrew's  Bay.  The 
.seizure  of  nets  is  authorised  by  the  Her- 
ring Fishery  .■Vet  of  last  Session. 
Wliether  or  not  the  word  "net"  includes 
the  other  appiiratus  to  which  the  net  is 
attached,  and  which  it  is  necessary  to 
use  for  the  pur[K)8e  of  trawling,  is  a 
question  of  law,  depending  upon  some- 
wliat  minute  facta  about  the  apparatus. 
I  am  informed  that  when  the  case  was 
tried  the  right  to  seize  the  gear  was 
not  questioned,  but  that  the  fact  of  its 
being  seized  was  saccessfully  pleaded  in 
mitigation  of  sentence,  the  accused 
having  tendered  a  plea  of  guilty.  It  is 
a  question  for  ii  Court  of  Law  to  decide 
whether  the  seizure  was  illegal,  but  I 
have  no  doubt  that  if  a  Court  held  it  was 
illegal,  the  owners  of  the  nets  would 
recover  their  property. 

IRELAND— KILRD8H  QDABTER 
SESSIONS  COURT. 
Mr.  JOKD  an  (Clare,  W.):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  there  is  an  unsettled  case 
•»t  the  instance  of  Patrick  Lynan,  Queen 
Street,  Kiikec.  iu  the  Kilrush  Quarter 
Seasious   Court,  for  the   past  six   years 


and  nine  months,  and  which  haion  somei 
point  of  law  been  adjourned  from  Ses- 
sions to  Sessions  ;  and  whether  he  will 
inquire  into  the  cause  of  the  delay  ? 

•Thk  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Dni-, 
versity) :  I  am  informed  that  the  caae 
referred  to,  which  is  one  for  the  admin- 
istration of  assets,  was  commenced  in 
1882.  Three  different  solicitors  under- 
took subsequently  the  case  at  various 
times  but  abandoned  it.  It  was,  how- 
ever, again  undertaken  by  another 
solicitor,  and  was  partly  heard  at  the  last 
January  Sessions  and  adjourned,  not  on 
a  point  of  law,  but  for  further  evidence, 
to  a  subsequent  Sessions.  It  now  stands 
adjourned,  both  parties  consenting,  to  the  ( 
October  Sessions,  and  will,  it  is  presumed, 
be  then  finally  disposed  of. 

COUNTY    SURVEYOR.*. 

Mb.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  county  surveyors 
in  Ireland  have  power,  under  any  Act  of 
Parliament,  to  fine  contractors  (without 
bringing  them  before  any  Court  of 
Justice)  for  non-fulfilment  of  contract ; 
if  be  is  aware  that,  iu  the  county  of 
Londonderry,  owing  to  the  fines  levied 
by  the  county  surveyor,  many  con- 
tractors, or  their  sureties,  have  forfeited 
the  full  amounts  of  their  bonds  rather 
than  submit  to  those  exactions,  and  if 
the  county  surveyor  has  since  altered 
the  form  of  bond,  and  requires  security 
to  be  given  for  double  the  amount  of  the 
contract ;  and  if  he  can  state  the  amount 
of  fines  levied,  during  the  past  three 
years,  from  conti'actors  by  the  county 
surveyor  of  Londonderry  without  the 
defaulters  being  brought  before  any 
independent  tribunal,  or  having  any 
right  of  appeal ! 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  reply  to  the  inquiry  in  the 
first  paragraph  is,  I  am  advised,  in  the 
negative.  I  have  no  official  information 
with  regard  to  the  matters  referred  to 
in  the  remaining  portion  of  the  question, 
as  they  are  not  under  the  control  of  the 
Executive  Government.  But  from  a 
Repftrt  received  from  the  county  sur- 
veyor of  Londonderry  it  appears  that  in 
no  instance  has  he  inflicted  a  fine,  the 
practice  being,  in  cases  where  con- 
tractors   do    not    entirely    fulfil    their 
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contract,  for  the  Grand  Jury  to  deduct 
from  the  total  nniouut  of  the  contract 
the  amount  of  the  deficiency  as  calculated 
by  the  county  surveyor.  No  contractor 
has,  to  the  knowledge  of  the  county 
surveyor,  ever  voluntarily  forfeited  tho 
full  amount  of  his  bond  in  the  manner 
suggested  in  the  question.  But  in  some 
cases  contractors  have  been  decreed  in 
those  amounts  either  in  the  Court  cf 
Quarter  Sessions  or  if  Superior  Court. 
He  states  that  no  alteration  has  been 
made  in  the  form  of  bond  ;  but  that  the 
form  of  tender  heretofore  in  use  hos 
been  altered,  under  the  advice  of  counsel, 
to  amend  a  defect  in  the  old  iovm  of 
which  contractors  had  taken  advantage 
to  evade  carrying  out  the  terras  of  their 
contract.  He  reports  that  the  amounts 
deducted  for  deficiencies  in  respect  of  all 
contracts  during  tlie  yeara  mentioned 
were  as  follows :  Year  ending  Spring 
Afisizes,  1888,  £2,368;  year  ending 
Spring  A8siz98,  1889,  £3,505  ;  year 
ending  Spring  A.ssizes,   1890,  £3,046. 

•'  SHADOWING." 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask, 
tlie  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  in  reference  to  the 
case  against  a  Mr.  Kent  at  lost  Fer- 
moy  Sessions,  wiiether  he  am  state 
if  the  Constabulary  regulations  on 
the  question  of  "  sliadowing  "  over-ride 
the  Common  Jjaw ;  and  if  a  polioe 
constable  or  officer  has  any  rights  in 
connection  with  following  or  shallowing 
a  civilian  which  a  civilian  has  not  with 
regard  to  a  police  constable  or  officer  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  reply  to 
the  inquiry  in  the  first  paragraph  is  in 
the  negative.  I  cannot  undertake  to 
repl}-  to  the  abstract  question  put  in  the 
second  parB'.^raph.  Tlie  justification,  or 
otherwise,  for  the  proceedings  referred 
to  either  by  a  police  constable  or  a 
civilian  must  obviou.sly  depend  upun  tlie 
particular  circumstances  of  the  case. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Lrmgfonl,    N.)  : 
Has  the  Attorney  General  received   the 
depositions  in  this  case? 
•Mr.  MADDEN  :    Yes. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Do  they  b.-ar  out 
the  allegations  mide  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  this  House? 

•Mr.  MADDEN  :  Yes;  but  I  shall  be 
happy  to  show  them  to  the  huu.  Gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Was  not  the 
ofi'once  of  which  Mr.  Kent  wns  convicted 
the  shadowing  o£  a  detective  who  was 
sliiidowiiig  him  ? 

•Mr.  MADDEN :  My  original  state- 
ment was  that  he  was  a  police  officer  in 
plain  clothes.  That  was  denied.  Bnt 
my  statement  appears  from  the  deposio-. 
tions  to  have  been  accurate. 
'  Mb,  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary.  S.)  r 
,Js  ib.an  oiSence  to  follow  a  police  officer 
iurt^niform,  and  not  for  a  police  officer  to 
follow  a  civilian  ? 

•Mk.  madden  :  It  is  not  an  offence 
unless  the  following  constitutes  aa 
obstruction  to  the  officer  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty, 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  How  is  a  civilian 
to  know  a  jioliceman  in  the  discharge  of 
his  duty  if  he  is  in  plain  clothes  J 

•Mk.  madden  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
win  read  the  depositions  he  will  aoe 
what  the  facts  of  tho  case  are.  The 
man  know  perfectly  well  that  the  officer 
was  a  police  constable  engaged  in  the- 
discharge  of  his. duty. 

Mb.  ROCHE  (GaUvay,  E.):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chipf  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieuteu(int  of  Iroland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  p.'h9mns  Hayes,  of  Por- 
tnmna,  on  leaving  his  house  on  Sunday, 
the  11th  of  i4ay,  to  attend  evening 
service,  was  shudowed  by  Constable 
Mufphy,  who,  when  Mr.  Hayes  mot  two 
of  his  friends  and  stood  to  s[)eak  to  them, 
steppefl  in  bt^tw^n  the  three  men,  and 
ordered  Mr.  Hayes,  who  wns  smoking  at 
the  time,  t<3  stop  doing  so;  that,  mpon 
Mr.  Hayes'  refusal  to  obey  the  oitler,  and 
toUing  the  constable  that  if  he  did  not 
like  the  smoke  he  could  easily  get  rid  of 
it  by  walking  away,  ho  was  arrested, 
brought  ti>  the  barrack,  searched,  and 
£87  found  in  his  pocket ;  that,  althovglk 
Mr.  Hayes  told  the  police  he  had  sent  on 
1 5  cattle  to  the  fair  of  WiXKlford,  which 
was  to  be  held  on  tlie  following  day,  and 
requested  that  he  should  be  brought 
before  a  Magistrate  thatevening,  or  early 
ill  the  morning,  so  fvs  to  .'illow  him  to 
attend  to  the  sale  of  his  cattle,  his 
request  was  refused,  and  lie  wm  kept  in 
cust'idy  until  12  o'clock  noon  on  Monday, 
audjlobt  the  siile  of  his  cattle  ;  whether 
Constable  Murphy  is  the  same  maji 
against  whom  both  Mr.  Fahy  iind  Mr. 
Morcissey  obtained  decrees  for  £5  and 
£2  at  livst  Quarter  Sessions,  held  at  Gort, 
for  false  arrest ;  can  he  explain  bow  it 
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happened  that,  althoup;h  Mr.  Hayes  was 
arrested  OD  the  11th  of  May,  the  matter 
was  allowed  to  drop  until  Fahy  and 
Morrissey  had  obtained  decrees  against 
the  constable  ;  whether  he  has  seen  that 
it  was  proved  at  the  trial  that  tlie  con- 
stable had  taken  several  pints  of  poi-ter 
before  he  arrested  Mr,  Hayes,  and  that, 
after  a  full  hearing,  the  ense  was  dis- 
missed ;  and,  if  so,  what  compmisation  is 
Mr.  Hayes  to  get ;  and  what  action  he 
proposes  to  take  in  reference  to  the  con- 
stable ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
gather  that  the  account  in  the  first  place 
can  be  taken  as  accurate,  but  the  evidence 
given  at  Petty  Sessions  on  tire  subject 
appears  to  have  been  conflicting.  Mr. 
Hayes  did  not  ask  to  be  brought  before  a 
Magistrate,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  every 
effort  was  made  to  find  a  Magistrate  at 
the  earliest  po.ssiblo  moment.  Constable 
Murphy  is  the  raau  referred  to  in  the 
second  paragrajih.  The  police  liave,  I 
believe,  ajipealed.  Thntugh  a  mistake  the 
summonses  were  not  taken  out  liy  Hnyes 
for  the  next  Petty  Sessions.  But  this  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  claim  against 
Murphy.  There  is  no  suggestion  that 
the  coustable  was  drunk.  The  Magis- 
trate, in  dismissing  the  case,  said  the  con- 
stable was  injudicious,  and  that  he  gave 
Hayes  the  lx'tn.-tit  of  the  doubt.  The 
constable  will  be  prosecuted  at  Portnmna 
Petty  Sessions,  by  order  of  the  Solicitor 
General,  under  6  William  IV.,  c.  13. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  in  reference  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
James  O'Brien,  of  Killeagh,  who  was 
arrested  for  obstructing  the  constable 
who  shadowed  liim  at  a  fair,  if  he  can 
now  state  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr. 
O'Brien  was  compelled  to  wear  the 
prison  garments  in  Cork  Gaol  whilst 
confined  as  a  bail  or  untried  jirisoner  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  explanation  the  Prisons 
Board  have  to  ofifer  on  the  matter  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  the  allegation 
that  the  prisoner  mentioned  wore  the 
prison  dress  is  without  foundation. 

ULSTER  ROYAL  SCHOOL  ENDOW- 
MENTS. 
Mr.  T.  M  mealy  :  I  beg  to  nsk  the 
Chief  Secret-ivry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay 
in   bringing  into  operation  the  scheme 


for  distributing  the  Ulster  Royal  School 
Endowments,      published     30th    April, 

1888,  signed  28th  June,  1889,  remitted 
6th  November,  1889,  and  signed,  as 
amended,  6th  December,  1889;  and  can 
he  explain  why  the  scheme  was  not  pat 
in  operation  last  February,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  delay  will  give  the  exist- 
ing endowments  the  benefit  of  another 
half  year's  rent  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  RALFOUR:  After  the 
amended    scheme,    dated   December   6, 

1889,  was  submitted  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, further  objections  were  made, 
which  resulted  in  its  being  remitted  to 
t!io  Educational  Endowments  Commis- 
sion in  May  last,  and  a  further  question 
has  since  arisen  as  to  the  provision  for 
the  superannuation  of  otficers.  This 
necessitates  a  further  sitting  of  the 
Judicial  Commissionera,  notice  of  which 
sitting  has  been  given  for  the  30th  inst., 
the  earliest  day  after  the  return  of  the 
Judicial  Commissionei-s  from  circuit.  It 
is  not  possible  to  put  the  scheme  into 
operation  until  it  has  been  finally 
approved  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in 
Council,  and  this  cannot  be  done  until 
after  all  the  objections  have  been  dis- 
posed of. 

Mb  MATTHEW  WELD  O'CONNOR. 
Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  1  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
statement  has  been  called  to  the  report, 
of  the  judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Monroe^l 
re  "  King's  E.statc,"  in  the  Dublin  papera 
of  4th  July,  dismissing  Mr.  Matthew 
Weld  O'Connor  from  the  receivership, 
and  commenting  strongly  on  his  conduct 
in  allowing  four  tenants  to  be  sued  for 
£27  2s.,  rent  they  had  already  paid,  and 
surcharging  him  therewith,  and  with 
other  sums,  amounting  to  £181  ISs., 
"  verified  "  by  Mr.  O'Connor  to  have 
been  spent  on  police  huts  and  emergency 
men  ;  whether  Mr.  O'Connor  is  a  Magi»-{ 
tmte  for  the  three  counties  of  Longford^ 
Cavan,  and  Meath,  and  will  be  retained 
iu  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  ;  whether 
he  bus  <tbscrved  that  Judge  Monroe  also 
condemmed  the  cfmduct  of  an  under 
agent,  named  Francis  Cooke,  of  whom 
his  Lordship  remarked  that  his  form  of 
receipt  was  "  a  curiosity,"  but  that  he 

"  Did  not  feel  at  liberty  in  holding  on 
mere  smpicion  that  Cooke  liad  been  guilty  of 
perjury  and  fraud ;  " 
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whether  Cooke  is  barony  oess  collector, 
process  seryer,  and  gammons  server  in 
Longford  or  Leitrim  ;  will  the  Govern- 
ment take  any  steps  to  have  him  removed 
from  these  positions ;  will  a  Secret 
Inquiry,  under  Section  1  of  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  be 
held  to  obtain  evidence  to  prosecute 
Cooke  in  case  that  existing  already  is  not 
considered  sufficient ;  if  not,  is  the 
judicial  suspicion  of  "  perjury  and  fraud  " 
considered  insufficient  to  ground  such 
inquiry;  and  is  Cooke  the  same  person  who 
was  tried  for  shooting  a  girl  in  Mohill, 
and  got  off  on  the  plea  of  self-defence  ? 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  beg  to 
refer  tlio  hon.  and  learned  Member  to 
the  replies  already  given  on  the  matters 
.of  fact  referred  to  in  this  question.  As 
regards  the  alleged  statement  made  in 
court  with  respect  to  Cooke's  action,  steps 
are  being  taken  to  ascertain  wliat  actually 
occurred  in  Court,  and  the  Attorney 
■General  for  Ireland  will  then  consider 
rthe  matter. 

ALLKOED  ODTRAQE  BY  ORANGEMEN. 
Mr.  BLANK  (Armagh,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretory  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that, 
on  Sunday,  6th  July,  a  number  of 
Catlwlic  excursionists  from  Portadown 
and  Armagh,  returning  from  the  yearly 
trip  to  Lough  Neagh,  were  stoned  by  an 
Orange  mob  at  Clonmacate  and  Cl(jncore, 
six  miles  from  Port«down,  and  that 
;  Stephen  M'Guigau,  senior,  and  Stephen 
M'Ouigan,  junior,  were  also  attacked  and 
threatened  with  death  ;  and  if  the  autho- 
rities will  take  steps  to  prevent  such 
attacks  on  excursionists  as  are  alleged  to 
have  taken  ]ilace  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  a  police 
party  pissed  through  the  places  at  which 
the  alleged  attacks  occurred,  first  in  the 
morning  and  again  in  the  evening,  and 
that  they  were  engaged  all  day  on  duty 
where  the  excursionists  were,  and  no 
complaint  was  made  ot  any  person 
having  been  molested.  Since  the  ques- 
tion appeared  upon  the  Paper  the  local 
police  have  visited  the  two  men  men- 
tioned. They  allege  that  they  were 
struck  with  stones  on  the  road,  but  they 
have  no  marks  of  injury,  and,  up  to  the 
inquiry,  they  had  made  no  complaint  to 
the  police.  The  excursionists  had  ample 
police  protection  on  the  occasion. 
Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy 


PAWNBROKERS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
complaints  have  reached  him  as  to  the 
state  of  the  law  regarding  pawnbrokers  in 
Ireland,  and  that  the  hours  during  which 
pawnbroking  establishments  are  kept 
open  in  some  localities  in  Belfast  is 
lai^ely  in  excess  of  the  time  permitted 
by  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  whether  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  nssimila- 
ting  the  law  of  Ireland  with  that  of 
England,  as  regards  the  granting  of 
licences  to  pawnbrokers,  and  the  general 
regulation  f)f  the  trade  1 

Mr.  MADDKN  :  No  complaints  have 
reached  me  with  reference  to  the  par- 
ticular point  mentioned  in  the  question, 
bat  I  am  bound  to  s:iy  that  my  examina- 
tion on  several  occasions  of  the  law  of 
pawnbroking  in  Ireland  has  led  me  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  is  in  a  very  un- 
satisfactory state.  It  is  governed  by 
two  old  statutes,  passed  in  the  26th  and 
28th  years  of  George  111.,  the  latter  of 
which  contains  the  provisions  as  to  hoars 
referred  to  in  the  question.  The  proyi- 
sions  of  this  statute  as  to  hours  of  busi- 
ness apply  only  to  Dublin  and  a  district 
within  three  miles  of  that  city.  I  shall 
certainly  consider  the  question  referred 
to  in  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the 
questiiju,  with  a  view  to  introducing 
legislation  on  the  subject  in  the  coming 
Session. 

MOONLIGHTING  IN  DUHALLOW. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Loid  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  charge  of  Judge  Gibson,  at 
the  present  Cork  County  Assizes,  in 
which  the  learned  Judge  stated  that 
offences  of  a  mofinlighting  character  are 
of  frequent  occurrence  in  the  barony  of 
Duhallow  ;  if  he  can  state  at  what  date 
was  Duhallow  proclaimed  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act ;  and  under  what  sections  of  the 
Act  the  district  is  proclaimed  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  the  case  that  the  Judge  referred 
in  his  charge  to  the  previ\lencB  of  moon- 
lighting in  the  barony  of  Duhallow.  The 
barony  was  proclaimed  (with  two  others), 
with  regard  to  Section  7  of  the  Statute 
quoted  on  the  17th  of  September,  1887. 
As  part  of  the  county  it  hod  also  been 
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proclaimed  on  the  23r(i  of  the  previous 
July,  with  regard  to  Sections  1,  2,  3, 
and  4. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  LEAMY  (Sligo,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  at  the  lost  results  examination, 
John  Henry  M'Dermot,  who  has  been 
recommended  by  Canon  Stenaon  for  the 
position  of  monitor  to  the  Banamodden 
Boys'  School,  was  promoted  by  the 
Inspector  from  the  first  stage  of  sixth 
clnss  to  the  second  stage  of  sixth  class, 
the  highest  class  in  the  National  Schools, 
and  of  tlie  difficulty  of  one  person 
teaching  efficiently  a  large  number  of 
boys,  the  Commissioners  will  re-consider 
their  decision  and  aimply  with  the 
request  of  Canon  Stenson,  and  appoint 
the  monitor  ho  wishes  7 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Com- 
•  missioners  of  National  Education  report 
that,  for  the  reasons  stated  in  reply  to  the 
previous  question  on  this  subject  put  by 
the  hon.  Member,  they  cannot  sanction 
the  proposed  appointment. 

IRISH  SEED  TRADE. 
Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  at  the 
recent  sitting  of  the  Land  Commission 
in  Cork  on  the  3rd  inst.,  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Wrench  is  correctly  reported 
to  have  said,  while  hearing  a  fair  rent 
Appeal  in  the  case  of  M'Grath,  tenant, 
and  Bullen,  landlord,  addressing  the 
tenant — 

"  You  are  a  very  wise  man  to  get  your  grass 
•eeda  from  Eaglaad.  If  more  tenanta  did  that 
they  would  have  better  grass.  It  will  pay 
you  well  to  get  your  seeds  from  Eogland  ;" 

and  whether  intimation  will  be  conveyed 
to  Mr.  Wrench  that  language  such  ns 
that  quoted  is  likely  to  do  great  mischief 
to  the  Irish  seed  trade  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  Mr.  Com- 
missioner  Wrench  is  at  present  on 
Circuit  perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will 
be  good  enough  to  defer  this  question 
until  Thui-sday  next. 

THE  QUEEN'S  UNIVERSITY. 
Mb.  PINKERTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney   General  for  Ireland  whether 
his  attention   has  been    directed    to  a 


judgment  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer, 
whereby  it  would  appear  that  certain 
professtjrs  of  the  late  Queen's  University 
have  sustained  a  loss  of  nearly  one-half 
their  incomes  by  the  dissolution  of  that 
university,  and  to  the  observations  of 
Chief  Baron  Pallos  and  Mr.  Baron 
Dowse  as  to  the  imperfections  in  the  Act, 
which  prevent  the  legal  award  of  com- 
pensation ;  and  whether  Government 
will  give  effect,  by  legislation  or  other- 
wise, to  the  suggestions  of  the  learned 
Judges  1 

\Li.  MADDEN:  I  have  carefully 
examined  the  judgments  delivered  in 
the  case  referred  to  in  the  question  by 
the  Judges  of  the  Exchequer  Division. 
It  is  quite  clear  from  these  judgments 
that  losses  of  the  kind  mentioned  cannot 
form  the  basis  for  a  claim  for  compensa- 
tion under  the  University  Education 
(Ireland)  Act  of  1879.  I  have  ascer- 
tained that  since  the  decision  of  this 
case,  the  position  of  the  professors  who 
are  affected  by  it  has  been  brought 
before  the  Treasury,  and,  after  full  con- 
sideration, the  Treasury  have  decided 
not  to  re-open  the  question  of  com- 
pensation, but  to  leave  it  as  it  was 
determined  by  the  Act  of  1879. 

LAW  BUSINESS  OF  THE  CROWN. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport)  : 
I  beg  to  usk  the  Attorney  General,  with 
reference  to  contentious  business  in 
England,  what  are  the  rules  which 
regulate  the  employment  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  in  actions  to  which 
the  Crown  is  a  party,  either  as  plaintiff 
or  defendant ;  do  both  of  them  claim  to 
receive  a  brief  in  every  such  case;  if 
not,  how  is  it  determined  whether  both 
of  them,  or  only  one,  and  which  one  of 
them,  shall  receive  the  brief ;  who  fixes 
the  fees  to  be  marked  on  the  briefs  ;  are 
the  fees,  however  fiimpk-  the  case,  larger 
than  would  be  paid  in  similar  cases  to 
other  Queen's  Cuuiisel ;  if  so,  does  the 
Junior  Counsel  who  appears  with  the 
Law  Officer  receive  a  fee  proportionate 
to  the  higher  fee  paid  to  his  leader,  or 
only  such  a  fee  as  he  would  receive  if 
his  leader  was  an  oiiliimry  Queen's 
Counsel,  and  not  the  Attorney  or  Solicitor 
General ;  and  if  the  Crown  succeeds, 
and  the  other  [Mirty  to  the  action  has  to 
piy  the  costs,  has  ho  to  pay  all  these 
higher  fees  ? 
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•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Wkbstjeb,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  The  ques- 
tion whether  one  or  both  of  the  Law 
Officers  shall  appear  iu  actions  to  which 
the  Crown  is  a  party  depends  entirely 
upon  the  nature  of  the  case.  The 
•standing  rule  for  some  time  past  has 
been  that  only  one  Law  Officer  is  in- 
structed except  in  cases  where,  owing  to 
■the  number  of  witnesses  or  difficulty  of 
questions  raitted,  the  services  of  both  ore 
considered  necessary,  and  the  personal 
directions  of  the  Attorney  General  are 
taken  before  a  second  Iaw  Officer  is 
instructed.  The  brief  fees  are  fixed  by 
the  solicitor  instructing  the  Law  Officers 
in  the  ordinary  way,  but  they  are  on  a 
scale  lower  than  would  be  paid  in  similar 
cases  to  other  Queen's  Counsel.  The 
Junior  Counsel  receives  fees  in  the  ordi- 
nary proportion  to  those  fees.  If  the 
Crown  sucoeed-s  the  costs  are  taxed  as 
between  party  and  party  in  the  ordinary 
■way. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  Does  the 
Attorney  General  decide  whether  he  or 
the  Solicitor  General  shall  be  briefed  1 

•Sir  R.  WERSTER  :  Under  ordinary 
circumstances  they  are  taken  in  rotation  ; 
but  if  any  question  at  all  arises  the 
directions  of  the  Attorney  General  are 
taken. 

Me.  PICKERSGILL  :  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  in  the  case  of  "  The  Queen  c. 
the  East  and  West  India  Docks"  the 
Master  of  the  Queen's  Bench  cut  down 
the  fees  from  77  guineas  to  12  guineas, 
that  there  was  an  ap[>eal,  and  that 
tlie  Divisional  Court  refused  to  review 
the  Master's  taxation. 

•Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  I  have  had  no 
notice  of  this,  but  I  remember  that  some- 
thing of  the  kind  occurred  after  I  had 
made  a  rule  not  to  go  into  Court  under 
a  certain  fee.  The  Master  was,  in  my 
opinion,  riifht  in  not  allowing  those  costs 
against  the  other  party. 

"MITCHELL  r.  REOINA." 
Mr.  CDNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  whether 
Messrs.  Hare  and  Company,  agents  to 
the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  will  only 
get  lialf  the  allowance  fees  or  taxed  costs 
in  the  case  of  "  Mitchell  v.  Regina,"  and 
the  other  half  go  to  the  Exchequer 
receipts  of  the  Crown ;  whether  this 
arrangement     is     in    contravention    of 


paragraph  32  of  the  Solicitors'  Act  of 
ll<43;  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of  the  bill  of 
costs  in  the  case  of  "  Mitchell  v.  Regina," 
both  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  and 
in  the  Court  of  Appeal  ;  and,  what  is  the 
amount  in  each  Court  of  the  costs  of  the 
Crown? 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  soy  that  under 
an  arrangement  in  force  since  1806, 
Mess  rs.Hareand  Company  receive  half  the 
profit  costs,  plus  disbursements,  and  pay 
over  all  sums  received  in  respect  of 
taxed  costs.  No  portion  of  the  costs  in 
the  case  referred  to  will  go  t<i  the 
Exchequer  receipts  of  the  Crown. 
Section  32  of  the  Solicitors  Act,  1843, 
has  no  application  to  the  case  in  question. 
I  must  decline  to  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
bill  of  costs  in  question.  'I'he  costs  of 
the  Crown,  as  taxed  in  the  Court  below, 
amount  to  £160.  The  cost«  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal  have  not  been  made  out. 

BOYAL  COMMISSIONS. 
Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  nsk  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  furnish  a 
Return  showing  the  number  and  objects 
of  reference  of  the  several  Royal  Com- 
missions issued  since  the  year  1870,  in 
which  the  Commissioners  were  precluded 
by  the  terms  of  Keferfucc  from  embody- 
ing in  their  Report  any  recommvndations 
for  legislation  or  otherwise  1 
•TnE  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (xMr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  Govornraent  do  not 
see  that  any  useful  ])urpo8e  would  be 
served  by  the  preparation  of  the  proposed 
Return,  which  they  are  therefore  unable 
to  assent  to. 

NEXT  SESSION'S  WORK. 
Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Lanca- 
shire, N.E.,  Darwen)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government, 
next  Session,  to  give  the  Tithe  Rent- 
Charge  Bill  and  the  Irish  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill  precedence  over  other  Govern- 
ment Bills  until  they  have  pcissed  this 
House  ? 

•Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  our  inten- 1 
tion  to  put  these  Bills  forward,  so  that 
they  can  be  dealt  with  by  the  House  at 
the  earliest  opportunity  next  Session. 
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PERPETUAL    PENSIONS. 
Mr.   BRADLAUGH:    I   beg  to   ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  what 
date  he  will,  iu  fulHlmeutof  the  under- 
taking given  on   IGtJi  May  last,   aSxird 
the  House  tiie  opportunity  of  passing  its 
opinion    upon    the    Motion,    of    which 
notice  ha.s  l)een  placed  on  the  Paper,  dis- 
approving the  Treasury  Minute  of  15th 
July,  relating  to  })erpetual  j>eusions  1 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  not  had 
time  to  consider  this  matter,  but  if  the 
hon.   Gentleman   will   be  s«i  good  as  to 
postpone  the  question  I  will  endeavour 
'^to  fix  a  date. 

THE  INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL. 
Sra  G.  CAMPBKLL  (Kirkcaldy, 
4c.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether,  in  case  Her 
Majesty's  Grovernment  find  themselves 
unable  to  deal  in  the  present  Session 
with  the  question  raised  in  connection 
with  the  first  part  of  the  Indian  Councils 
Bill,  they  will  consider  the  expediency 
of  trying,  at  least,  to  carry  tlirough  the 
non-contentious  later  portions  of  the 
Bill! 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  ;  T  still  entertain 
the  hope  that  the  House  will  deal  with 
the  Bill  as  a  whole  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session. 

•Mb.  BRADLADGH  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  to  when  he  intends 
to  postpone  it  from  to-day,  as  I  notice 
the  Bill  appears  on  the  Orders  of  the 
Day? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  so  gofid  as  to  allow 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  to  be  called  on 
we  shall  then  be  able  to  answer  the 
question. 

STANDING  ORDERS. 
Mr.  CHANNTNG  (Northampton,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  Meml^ra  will  have,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  to  bw  opened 
in  November  ne.\t,  the  same  right  of 
balloting  for  Bills  and  Motions  as  at  the 
beginning  of  ordiniiry  Sessions  of  this 
House,  and  whether  tlicy  will  be  able 
to  set  down  Bills  and  Motions  for  the 
Wednesdiij's  and  Tuesdays  and  Fridays 
between  tlio  betrinniiig  of  the  Session 
and  the  adjournment  over  the  Christmas 
Becess ) 


•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  existing 
Standing  Orders  or  Rules  of  the  House 
will  apply  to  the  next  as  to  the  past 

Session. 

ERZEROUM, 
Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield) :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  recent  disturbances  at 
Erzeroum,  the  Mohammedan  population 
of  that  place  organised  a  demonstration 
in  front  of  the  British  Consulate  ;  and 
whether  the  windows  of  the  Consulate 
were  smashed  and  the  Union  Jack  was  re- 
peatedly fired  at  by  the  Moslem  fanatics  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  reparation,  if  any,  haa 
been  demanded  of  the  Turkish  authorities 
for  this  outrage  t 

•Sm  J.  FERGUSSON:  During  the 
recent  disturbances  at  Erzeroum  the 
mob  took  possession  of  the  street  in 
which  Her  Majesty's  Consulate  i» 
situated;  its  windows  were  broken  in 
common  with  those  of  other  honses  in 
the  same  street ;  Her  Majesty's  Consol 
hoisted  his  flag,  and  communicated  with 
the  Vali,  who  sent  a  guard  of  gen- 
dnrmes,  and  subsequently  troops,  who 
cleared  the  streets. 

THE  JIALTESE  MARRIAGE  LAWS. 
Mr.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Canon  Law  is  in  it» 
entirety  the  Civil  Law  of  Malta  ;  and,  if 
not,  what  parts  of  the  Canon  Law  are 
the  Civil  Law  of  the  island,  and  when 
and  by  virtue  of  what  stipulations,  pro- 
clamations, or  enactments,  have  they 
become  so ;  and  whether  he  is  aware-J 
that  Mr.  John  Au.stin  and  Sir  Goor 
Cornewall  Lewis,  who  were  sent  out  i 
Commissioners  to  the  island  in  1838,^ 
reported  that  "  most  of  tiie  law  of  Malta 
(like  most  of  the  law  of  many  other 
European  Nations)  is  derived  directly 
from  the  Roman  Law  < " 

•Mr.    W.    H.    SMITH:    The  Crown 
Advocate  at  Malta  ha.s  rei)orted  that — 

"  Tho  matters  which,  in  Malta,  arc  governed 
by  the  canon  law  are  marriages  and  ecclesi- 
aatical  heneticea  (advowsons).  'I'he  caoon  law 
on  these  matters  was  introduced  in  theae 
islands  by  usage  long  before  tho  British  oecu- 
pution,  and  has  remiiined  in  force  to  tha 
present  day.'' 

This  is  the  whole   of   his  Report.     The 
quotation  from  page  39  of  Mr.  AuBtin'» 
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and  Sir  George  Cornewall  Lewis's  Re- 
portu  (which  were  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment in  1839)  is  correctly  cited  by  the 
hon.  Member,  but  it  is  not  inconsistent 
with  the  above  statement  by  the  Malta 
Crown  Advocate. 

Mb.  SUMMERS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it 
is  intended  to  continue  the  practice  of 
granting  to  the  clergy  of  different  de- 
nominations in  Iklalta  licences  to  celebrate 
mixed  marriages  in  tliat  island,  as  was 
the  custom  down  to  the  time  of  the 
oommencement  of  the  negotiations 
lietween  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Pope. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  ia  understood 
that  the  Governor's  licence  for  a  marriage 
has  not  been  granted  when  it  was  known 
to  the  Governor  that  one  of  the  parties 
was  a  Roman  Catholic  and  had  not 
obtained  a  di.spen8ivtion  from  his  Church. 
The  question  of  the  law  of  marriage  in 
Malta  is  engnging  the  anxious  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  they 
Are  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  give 
a  definite  answer  as  to  the  practice  which 
will  be  adopted  in  future  in  respect  of 
the  issue  of  licences  by  the  Governor. 

MEMBERS  AND  THE  POST  OFFICE. 
Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  still  de- 
clines to  afford  hon.  Members  who  may 
desire  to  visit  the  Post  Office,  with  a  view 
to  seeing  something  of  its  internal 
administration  before  they  are  culled 
upon  to  discuss  and  criticise  it  on  the 
Post  Office  Estimates,  the  necessary 
facilities  for  so  doing  1 

•Mb.  RAIKES  :  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  has  been  more  than  one  applica- 
tion recently  on  the  part  of  any  Member 
of  this  House  to  visit  the  General  Post 
Office ;  and  I  think  every  Member  who 
has  applied  at  a  convenient  time  will  not 
be  slow  to  admit  that  I  have  always 
been  ready  to  do  all  in  my  power  to 
&cilitate  his  visit.  The  present  moment 
is,  however,  not  the  best  to  select  for  snch 
.an  inspection. 

Me.  COXYBEARE  :  Will  such  a  con- 
Tenient  moment  offer  before  the  Post 
Office  Estimates  come  on  for  discus- 
flion  ? 

•Mb.  .  RAIKES :  No,  Sir ;  I  think 
not 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


THE  ANTI-SLAVEKY  CONFERENCE. 
Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  has  any  information 
as  to  the  reason  given  by  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Netherlands   at  the   Anti- 
Slavery  Conference  at  Brussels  for  de- 
clining tosign  the  Convention, and  whether 
this  refusal  was  on  account  of  objection 
to  the  articles  relating  to  restrictions  on 
the  liquor  traffic ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that     the    Netherlands    is    largely    in- 
terested  in   the    importation   of  spirits 
into  the  areas  aSected  by  the  Convention, 
and  whether   the  objection  entertained 
by  the  Netherlands  to  the  imposition  of 
import  duties  in  the  Congo  State  could 
be  removed  by  increasing  the  duty  on 
spirits   and  allowing   free   trade   in   all 
other  merchandise ;  whether  the  refnsal 
of   the   Netherlands   to   sign    the   Con- 
vention will  render  the   whole  General 
Act   nugatory,    or   only   the   particular 
part  to  which  objection  is  taken,  and,  in 
the    absence    of    the   adhesion    of    the 
Netherlands,    ^vill   the   General   Act   in 
whole    or   in   part   be    binding   on    the 
Powers  who  have  signed ;  and  whether 
the  proposed  duty  on  the  importation  of 
spirits  to  the  Congo  and  elsewhere  ia 
only  I  id.  per  quart,  whereas  in  England 
the   duty    is   as   high   as   2s.   7^d.   per 
quart? 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  reason 
given  by  the  Netherlands  Representative 
for  declining  to  sign  the  Convention  was 
that  the  imposition  of  Import  Duties  was 
controry  to  the  provisions  of  the  Berlin 
Act,  which  they  did  not  consider  the 
Brussels  Conference  competent  to  alter. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  desired  that 
a  mucii  higher  rate  of  duty  on  spirits 
should  be  imjwsed,  but  were  unable  to 
procure  its  adoption.  The  proposed  duty 
\n\\  be  about  Hd.  a  quart.  I  believe 
that  negotiations  are  going  on  which,  it 
may  be  hoped,  will  i)rocure  the  removal 
of  the  objection  ;  but  the  General  Act 
will  remain  in  suspense  until  all  the 
Powers,  parties  to  the  Act  of  Berlin, 
have  signed  it. 
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SHIPWRECKED  EMIGRANTS. 
Mb.  JORDAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he 
is  aware  that,  after  the  Dacca  was 
wrecked  in  the  Red  Sea  last  May,  two 
girls,  Ann  and  Maria  Walsh,  of  Bally- 
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dioan,  County  Clare,  emigranta  to 
Australia,  were  brought  back  to  Suez 
and  detained  there  a  month,  waiting  for 
the  shij)  Zaroba ;  that,  though  their 
trunks  and  outfit  were  lost,  the  Company 
only  tendered  them  £'2  each,  an  offer 
afterwards  increased  to  £8  each,  which 
they  were  constrained  to  accept ;  and 
whether  the  law  affords  any  protection 
to  emigrants  in  such  cases  ;  and,  if  not, 
if  he  would  take  the  subject  into  his 
consideration,  with  a  view  of  providing 
some  authority  tj  which  friendless  emi- 
grants might  have  recourse  for  assistance 
and  advice  t 
•Sm  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  have 
not  received  any  official  Report  of 
the  circumstances  to  which  the  hon, 
Member  refers,  but  through  the  courtesy 
of  a  Representative  of  the  Queensland 
Government,  I  am  informed  that  the 
paasengers  in  question  were  sent  out 
with  other  emigrants  in  the  Dacca  by 
the  Queensland  Government.  After  the 
wreck  of  the  Dacca,  they  were  trans- 
ferred to  another  vessel,  on  which  they 
were  kept  and  treated,  exactly  as  they 
would  have  Iwen  on  the  Dacca,  until  it 
was  possible  to  send  thera  on  to  their 
destination.  1  am  also  informed  that 
they  were  not  in  need  of  iwlvice  or  assist- 
ance, and  were  not  landed  at  Suez.  I 
need  Imrdly  remind  tht^  lion.  Member 
that  British  subjects  who  may  be  in  need 
of  advice  abroad  can  always  have  re- 
course to  Her  Majesty's  Representatives. 
As  regards  compensation  for  loss  of  out- 
fit, tbc,  that  is  obviously  a  matter  for 
arrangement  between  the  parties  con- 
cerned, and  1  do  not  think  the  circum- 
stances of  this  case  show  the  necessity  for 
any  alteration  of  the  law  with  regard  to 
I       emigrants. 

^B  OFFICIAL     ItECEIVERS    IN 

^M  BANKRUPTCY. 

^     Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  :  I  beg 

r  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  what  is  the  highest,  lowest,  and 
average  amount  of  remuneration  received 

I  by  the  unsalaried  OflBcial  Receivers  in 
Rinkruptcy,  whether  by  fees,  or  com- 
mission, or  otherwise ;  and  the  total 
amount  of  such  remuneration,  and  the 
number  of  such  receivers  ? 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  The  highest 

and   lowest   amounts    of    remuneration 

lid  to  the  uusalaried  OfiBcial  Receivers 

the  year   1889    were    respectively 
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£1,517  and  £208.  The  total  amount  of 
remuneration  paid  to  56  unsalaried 
Receivers  during  the  financial  year 
1889-90  was  £44,308,  and  the  average 
amount  paid  to  each  Receiver  was  £791. 
These  are  the  g^oss  amounts  paid,  out  of 
which  the  Official  Receivers  have  to  pro- 
vide office  accommodation  and  clerical 
staffs.  The  present  number  of  unsalaried 
Official  Receivers  is  46. 

ARRESTED    FOR     DRUNKENNESS. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Hobnfirth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Deport- 
ment whether  he  is  aware  tliat  a  woman 
named  Margaret  Brown,  who  is  known 
tu  be  drunk  frequently  and  has  recently 
been  in  prison  for  drunkenness,  was 
taken  up  in  York  Street,  Westminster, 
and  obliged  to  be  removed  to  the  King 
Street  PoUce  Station  on  a  stretcher  quite 
drunk  at  10  o'clock  in  the  morning  on 
Wednesday,  25th  June  ;  whether  any 
and  what  steps  were  taken  to  ascertain 
where  she  was  8up])lied  with  drink  ;  and 
whether  the  peraon  who  supplied  her 
with  the  drink  has  been  prosecuted  ;  and, 
if  not,  will  he  explain  why  this  has  not 
been  done  1 

Me.  STUART  WORTLEY  :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  a  womon  giving  the  name  of 
Margaret  Brown  was  arrested  as  stated. 
She  had  been  charged  with  a  like 
offence  on  the  18tli  June,  and  sentenced 
to  seven  days'  imprisonment.  As  she 
was  not  seen  leaving  a  public  house,  it 
was  quite  impossible  to  ascertain  where 
she  was  supplied  with  drink.  In  nearly 
all  such  cases  the  drink  is  procured  at 
several  houses,  and  the  difficulty  of 
obtaining  proof  in  a  place  like  L«)ndon  is 
very  great.  If  proof  were  forthcoming, 
the  police  would  not  hesitate  to  institute 
proceedings. 

INTIMIDATION    OF    AN    EMERGENCT 
31IAN. 
Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR;    I  beg  to  ask 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  on  the  6th  of  June,  a  man  named 
Connors  was  sentenced  \>y  Colonel 
Evanson,  R.M.,  to  three  months'  im- 
prisonment on  a  charge  of  intimidating 
an  emergency  man  named  Holmes ; 
whether  the  only  witness  against  Connors 
was  Holmes,  who  swore  to  some  offenmye 
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language  as  havinff  been  used  by 
Connors  ;  and  ■whether,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances that  Connors  is  well  known 
to  be  a  harmless  simpleton,  he  will  be 
compelled  to  fulfil  the  sentence  of  three 
months  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  informed 
that  the  facts  are  not  accurately  repre- 
sented in  the  question.  Connors  was 
proved  to  have  used  most  violent 
language  towards  Iklr.  Robert  Uolmes, 
a  land  steward.  In  addition  to  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Holmes,  a  police  serjjennt 
gave  evidence  as  to  the  defendant's 
violence  and  bad  beha\nour.  The  defen- 
dant was  not  sentenced  to  imprisonment, 
but  was  ordered  to  enter  into  recogni- 
sances to  be  of  good  behaviour,  or  in 
default  three  months'  imprisonment. 
He  refused  to  give  b.iil,  electing  to  lto  to 
prison  in  default,  The  defendant  is  not 
known  as  a  harmlesri  simpleton,  but  is 
represented  to  be  a  man  capable  of  doing 
much  mischief.  He  can  obtain  his 
immediate  release  by  entering  int<i  the 
required  recognisances. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  full  inquiries  as 
to  the  state  of  this  man's  mind  ?  Is  lie 
not  a  lunatic ) 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  given 
the  hon.  Gentleman  alt  the  information 
I  possess. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  received  his 
information  from  the  Doct»r  of  Clonmel 
Gtu)l,  who  was  himself  a  lunatic? 

BOYCOTTINO  I\'  TIPPEHARY. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Patrick  Burke,  of  Tipperary.  has  for  13 
years  pursued  his  calling  as  repairer  of 
boots  and  shoes  in  a  street  in  Tipperary, 
and  that  policemen  in  Tipperarj-  have 
passed  his  still  repeatedly,  saying  to 
Burke,  '•  hurry  on  with  our  jobs  ; "  and 
have  they  offered  him  money  in  the 
presence  of  other  persons,  for  the  per- 
formance of  work  supposed  to  be  done 
for  the  police  by  Burke  :  and,  if  true, 
what  is  the  object  of  tlie  police  in  thus 
interfering  with  this  man  ? 

Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  they  are 
not  aware  how  long  Bur'ice  has  worked 
at  his  calling  of  boot  reimirer  in  the 
streets  of  Tipperary,  but  that  it  is  the 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor 


case  he  has  done  so  for  some  time. 
They  cannot  find  that  there  is  any  truth 
in  the  p.articular  alletfation  with  regard 
to  the  police  ;  but  they  state  that  it  is  the 
case  that  his  movements  have  been 
watched,  owing  to  complaints  made  by 
boycotted  shopkeepers  that  he,  while 
ostensibly  carrying  out  his  trade  in  the 
street,  took  up  a  position  near  their 
shops,  and  promoted  their  boyiiotting  by 
warning  persons  not  to  enter. 

THE  CASE  OF  PATRICK  STAUNTON. 
Dr.    TANNER:    I    beg   to   ask    th« 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  Mr.  Piitri  •'   ^''•■■^Titon, 
having  appealed  from   thr  <if  a' 

Court    held     at    Castlemn'  *',' 

Cork,  on  the  24th  Febru 
his  sentence  incrpa.sed  l)y  one  montli  by. 
Mr.  J.  Hamilton,  the  Cork  Recorder ; 
and  whether  the  extra  nioiith  nnj 
by  Mr.  Hamilton  was  giveri' sdbseq 
to  the  confirmation  of  the  original 
sentence,  for  alleijed  contemj){ '<)f '  Court ; 
and,  if  so,  whctiier  Mr.  Staunton  win  be 
treated  during  the  additional  peT^iod  0£ 
imprisonment  as  a  liftil  prisoner?      ■   '*"' 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  ttiTSrmed' 
that  it  is  the  case  that  after  the  Recorder 
confirmed  the  Rentotice  he  increased  the 
original  term  of  three  months'  hard 
labour  by  an  additional  month,  owing  to 
the  violent  conduct  of  the'  man  in 
Court.  He  will  not,  therefore,  be  in 
the  jiosition  of  n  bail  prisoner  daring  that' 
additional  month's  imprisonment. 

Dr.    TANNER:    Is    it    usual   for 
County  Court  Judge  to  give  hard  labou: 
for  contempt  of  Court? 

•Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  riot  the  facts 
of  this  before  me,  and,  therefore,  I  caunot 
answer  any  question  relating  to  it. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belf;ust,  W.)  :  Is  it 
within  the  jurisdiclinn  of  the  Judge  to 
increase  the  sentence,  not  in  respect  of 
the  original  offence,  but  for  something 
that  hfippi'nerl  in  Court. 
•Mr.  MADDEN:  I  must  ask  fSr 
notice.     I  Iiiive  not  the  facts  before  me." 

Mr.  SEXTON :  This  is  a  question  of 
general  principle,  and  not  dependehl)  on 
the  facts  of  a  particular  case. 
•Mr.  MADDEN:  I  can  orily  rt^seat 
that  I  am  not  acquainted  with  the^facta 
of  the  case';  but  it  is  absolutely  in  the 
power  of  the  Judge,  on  the  hearing  of 
an  appeal,  to  increase  the  original  sen- 
tence.    I  presume  that  the  demeanour  of 
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the  accused  was  an  element  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  case. 

Mr.  SRXTON:  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  decrease  or  increase  of  the 
original  sentence  must  not  have  relation 
to  the  origiual  offence  1 

Mil  J.  O'CONNOR :  Is  not  the  County 
Court  Judge  a  landlord  at  variance  with 
his  tenants,  and  is  he,  therefore,  com- 
petent to  try  cases  in  which  disputes 
between  landlord  and  tenant  are  con- 
cerned? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  know  nothing 
iibout  that. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR:  Is  it  in  the 
power  of  any  Cnuuty  Court  Judge  to 
sentence  a  man  to  hard  labour  for 
contL-mpt  1 

♦Mr.  MADDEN;  I  must  respectfully  re- 
peat, it  would  be  much  more  satisfactory 
if  the  facts  of  the  case  were  before 
me  before  answering  this  question.  No 
general  expression  of  opinion  in  such  a 
matter  can  be  of  much  value  unless 
applied  to  the  facts  of  a  particular  casf. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, 10.) :  The  right  lion.  Gentleman 
has  stated  that  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  a  Court  of  Appeal  has  power  to 
increase  sentences  on  appeal.  May  I 
ask  wliother  the  attenti(m  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  been 
called  to  the  stiitement  of  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  iu  a  Debate  in  the  other  House, 
to  the  effect  that — 

"  Eqnnlly  contrary  to  English  law  was  it  that 
a  senteiu-o  passed  by  a  Jiidgo  should  be  in- 
creased, but  a  sentence  that  was  too  severe 
might  be  diminished ;" 

and  whether  that  stitement  of  English 
law  by  Loi"d  Esher  is  also  the  law  in 
Ireland  ? 

•M  R.  JIADDEN  :  I  have  not  any  know- 
ledge of  the  particular  facts  of  the  case 
to  whicli  that  general  statement  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  applies. 
I  think  it  is  inconvenient  to  aak  for  a  com- 
mentary on  such  a  statement  without 
giving  notice.  If  theright  hon. Gentleman 
will  kindly  put  a  question  on  the  Paper, 
I  will  cxfiniine  into  the  subject,  and  see 
whether  there  is  any  inconsistency 
between  tliat  statement  of  the  hvw  and 
the  position  in  Ireland  with  reference  to 
the  power  of  County  Court  Judges  to 
increase  sentences  on  appeal. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY:  With  regard 
to  increasing  sentences  on  appeal, 
I    wish    to     ask     whether    the     Chief 


Secretary  has  seen  a  letter  addressed 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West' 
Birmiiiglmm  to  a  correspondent,  stiting 
that  the  increase  of  sentences  was  un- 
Knglish,  more  honoured  in  the  breach 
tjian  in  the  observance,  and  practically 
jiroraising  that  it  would  not  occur  again. 
I  know  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  has  no 
power  to  pledge  the  Government  to  any 
action  ;  but  will  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  these  circum- 
stances, examine  into  the  facts  of  this 
case,  and  be  good  enough  to  advise  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  remit  the  sentence? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  :  The  hon  Member  has  referred 
to  a  letter  of  mine.  I  do  not  recognise 
its  contents  in  the  account  which  he  has 
given  of  it 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  repudiate  oven 
so  gracious  a  letter. 

Mk.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex,  Harrow)  : 
As  to  the  observation  of  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  it  is  not 
within  his  knowledge  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  in  the  course  of  the  same 
Debate,  mentioned  the  practice  as  within 
his  experience,  and  referred  to  a  very 
old  case  iu  which  sentence  was  increased 
on  appeal. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  rise  to  order, 
Sir.  Is  it  in  order  to  refer  to  a  Debate 
in  the  other  House? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Reference  has  al- 
ready been  made  to  the  other  House  ; 
but  I  think  the  whole  (liscu.ssion  is 
becoming  one  of  general  law,  and  is  out 
of  place  in  answer  to  a  question. 

THE  LOCAL  TAXATION  BILL. 
Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
{Stirling,  itc.) :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  shall  at  the  proper  time  move  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  proposed  dealing 
with  the  £.50,000  unappropriatefl  out  of 
the  new  Whisky  Tax  in  Scotland,  that  the 
money  be  devoted  directly  to  the  com- 
pletion of  a  scheme  of  free  primary 
education. 

JIORTALITY  AMONG   CORNISH 

MINERS. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 

Home  Secretary  a  question  of  which  I 

have  given   him   private  notice.     It   is 

whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
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the  report  of  a  speech  made  a  few  days 
ago  by  Mr.  Pinching,  Government  In- 
spector of  Mines  iu  Cornwall,  with 
reference  to  the  excessive  mortality 
among  Cornish  miners?     He  said — 

"  Their  friend  Mr.  Conybeare  asked  two 
questions  in  the  House  of  CummoDS  on  the 
previous  night  with  rtgurd  to  the  unsanitary 
condition  of  Comiah  mines.  He  thought  Mr. 
Conybeare  was  mistaken  in  his  question,  rnd 
mistaken  in  his  premiasos.  He  did  not  mean 
the  unsanitary  condition  of  the  mines  in  the 
ordinary  acceptation  of  the  term,  but  the  nn- 
sanilar}-  condition  of  the  air  in  the  mines.  He 
did  not  think  it  would  be  a  breach  of  confidence 
to  say  that  he  had  the  pleasure  of  replying  to 
the  questions.  Since  the  lieport  of  Dr.  Ogle 
was  written,  the  conditions  had  much  altered. 
The  excessive  mortality  of  Cornish  miners  was 
attributed  to  excessive  Udder  climbing  andbnd 
air.  Since  the  Report  was  written,  he  was  able  to 
say  the  causes  had  been  almost  entirely  eliminated 
by  the  improvementa  in  machiuery  adopted  for 
raising  and  loweringmen,  and  boring  machinery 
which  produced  a  current  of  air  in  foul  ends  ; 
and  except  the  men  themselves  were  g^uilty  of 
an  omission,  there  was  no  danger  whatever  to 
be  expected  from  phthisis,  which  was  the 
miners'  complaint.  He  hoped  the  question 
would  bo  answered  that  afternoon,  and  the 
answer  would  probably  relieve  their  friend's 
mind." 

I  wish  to  know  whether  the  inquiry 
promised  last  Monday  has  taken  place, 
and  whether  the  Inspector  has  presented 
any  Report  thereon  ;  whether  it  is  part 
of  the  duty  of  a  Government  Inspector 
who  has  been  instructed  to  hold  such  an 
inquiry  to  prejudice  beforehand  the  case 
by  making  such  ex  parte  statements  in 
after-dinner  speeches,  and  whether,  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  fact  that  by  his  speech 
Mr.  Pincliing  has  destroyed  all  confidence 
in  the  value  of  any  Reiwrt  he  might 
hereafter  present  on  this  subject,  he 
will  cause  the  promised  inquiry  to  be 
held  by  some  independent  and  impartial 
authority  ? 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY :  The 
Inspector  replied  provisionally  by  tele- 
gram to  the  inquiries  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  eddressed  to  him  when  the 
hon.  Member  first  placed  his  question  on 
the  Paper.  Such  reply  did  not  arrive  in 
time  to  enable  its  substance  to  be  given 
in  the  House.  It  was  to  the  same  effect 
as  the  words  used  in  the  speech  referred 
to.  The  full  written  Report,  from  the 
Inspector  has  not  been  yet  received,  but 
is  daily  expected.  The  Inspector  when 
he  made  the  speech  was  no  doubt  under 
the  belief  that  the  substance  of  his 
teleg^m  had  by  that  time  been  com- 
municated to  Parliament,  and  he  was 
Mr.  Cotiybeare 


probably  anxious  to  allay  as  soon  as 
possible  any  further  anxiety  that  might 
1x3  felt  on  the  subject.  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  not  aware  of  any  circumstances 
calling  for  any  inquiry  other  than  what 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Inspector  to  conduot^ 
and  which  he  can  be  perfectly  trusted  to 
conduct  with  impartiality. 

Mr.  conybeare  :  The  question  was 
asked  this  day  week  in  the  House,  and 
yet  full  particulars  are  not  yet  forth- 
coming. Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, with  a  view  to  satisfying  the  popula- 
tion of  Cornwall  in  this  matter,  order  a 
public  and  impartiul  inquiry  at  which  the 
men  can  be  represented)  My  constituents 
demand  it,  and  nothing  less  than  that 
will  satisfy  them. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY:  If  the 
question  is  of  such  gravity,  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  hon.  Member  should  have 
given  notice. 

Ma.  CONYBEARE :  Then  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  shall  give  notice. 

BUSINESS    OF    THE    HOUSE. 
Mji.  SEXTON  :  When  will  the  Amend- 
ments to  the  Local  Taxation  Bill   bo  pat 
down,  and  what  is  the  business  for  to- 
morrow 1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Government 
hope  that  the  Amendments  to  the  Local 
Taxation  Bill  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  on  Wednesday ;  they  will  bo 
put  on  the  Paper  to-morrow.  To-mor- 
row further  progress  will  be  made  with 
the  Census  Bill,  the  London  County 
Council  Bill,  and  afterwards  the  Army 
Votes.  On  Wednesday,  the  Post  Office 
Votes  will  be  taken  first. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  whether  he  will  place  on 
the  Paper  his  proposal  with  respect  to 
the  susjjensory  clauses  relating  to  Ireland? 
SiB  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland. 
Cockermouth) :  When  is  it  really  in- 
tended to  take  the  Local  Taxation   Bill  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  reaUy 
impossible  to  do  more  than  one  thing  at 
a  time  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Baronet  gives  me 
an  assurance  as  to  the  progress  of 
business  for  the  next  four  or  five  days,  I 
shall  bo  able  to  state  when  tlie  Local 
Taxation  Bill  will  come  on.  I  hope  we 
shall  be  able  to  take  it  this  week. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  that 
the  number  of  Amendments  renders  it 
doubtful  whether  the  Government  will 
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ccedinga  on  the  Army  Estimates  at  half- 
past  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  DILLON ;  It  is  of  no  use  adjourn- 
ing it  until  to-morrow  unless  you  give  a 
reasonable  opportunity  for  discussion. 
Really,  the  Chief  Secretary  will  not 
deny  that  we  gave  great  facilities  for 
getting  through  the  Irish  Votes  last 
week.  I  could  have  talked  this  Vote 
out  last  Wednesday  quite  easily. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  perfectly  accurate  in  what 
ho  says  with  regard  to  his  beliaviour  on 
Wednesday.  He  could  easily  have  talked 
this  out.  If  business  can  be  got  through 
by  half-past  10,  every  opportunity  will 
be  afforded  for  the  discussion  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  desires. 


k 


be  able  to   pass  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  relates  to  new  licences. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  any  notice 
be  given  to  Irish  Members  as  to  the 
proposal  with  regard  to  Ireland. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  :  Is  it  to  be  nnder- 
Etood  that  it  is  doubtful  whether  the 
Government  will  go  on  with  the  suspen- 
sory clauses  t 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  1  stated  to  the 
House  that  the  clauses  would  not  be 
proceeded  with  if  they  were  opposed, 
and  there  are  two  or  three  pages  of 
Amendments  on  the  Paper. 

SmW.  LAW.SON:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemau  mean  by  opposition, 
amendment  1 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Certainly ;  if 
amending  takes  the  form  of  obstructing. 

Mr.  F.  STEVENSON  :  When  will  the 
Bill  for  the  cession  of  Heligoland  bo 
taken? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  will  state 
positively  to-morrow  whether  the  Heligo- 
land Bill  will  be  taken  on  Thursday,  as 
I  hope  may  be  the  case. 

Mr.  ESSLBMONT  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  name  a  day  for  the  Scotch 
Estimates  t 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  cannot  say 
^hen  the  Scotch  Estimates  wUl  be  taken. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answer  my  question  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes.  Nothing 
■will  be  done  with  regard  to  Ireland, 
except  by  a  preparatory  measure,  as  in 
the  case  of  England  and  Scotland.  I 
believe  there  arc  a  number  of  Amend- 
ments now  down  on  the  Paper  which 
renders  it  very  doubtful  whether  we  shall 
be  able  to  pass  that  part  of  the  Bill 
preventing  the  new  licences. 

Mr.  DILIjON:  I  want  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
whether  he  could  not  see  his  way  to 
postponing  Report  of  Supply  until  to- 
morrow evening,  as  there  are  some 
Members  exceedingly  anxious  for  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  Ijand  Commission  ?  Will 
the  right  hon.  GeRtluman  adjourn 
Supply  to-morrow  night  at  about  half- 
past  10,  and  take  this  discu.ssion,  which 
will  occupy  an  hour  and  a  half  1 

•Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  II  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  frii-nds  express  a  desire 
that  we  should  adjourn  Report  until 
to-morrow  night,  we  shall  do  so ;  but  we 
could   not   undertake   to  interrupt  pro- 

VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [thibp  seuies.] 


MR.  BAIRD'a  LOBSTER  FACTORY, 
Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  :  Can 
the  Government  confirm  the  statement 
in  this  morning's  papers  from  Newfound- 
land that  the  litigation  as  to  Mr.  Baird's 
lobster  factory  has  terminated  by  the 
commanding  officer  poying  the  damages 
claimed  by  Mr.  Baird  ;  and  is  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  prepared  to 
state  what  was  the  legal  authority  under 
which  the  commanding  officer  acted  J 

•Sir  J.  FERGU&SON :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

JUSTICE  HARRISON  AND  LYN'CH  LAW 
IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  statement  made  by  Justice  Harrison 
at  Grtlway  on  Friday  last.  Speaking  of 
the  condition  of  the  county  he  used  the 
following  words : — 

"  In  the  eaatern  dintrict  I  am  sorry  to  tell 
you  the  evidence  is  the  other  wny.  'J  ho  cases 
here  are  very  serious,  arising  out  of  onuses  with 
which  you  are  all  familiar.  The  state  of  things 
here  is  tncb  that  why  the  people — I  do  not 
speak  DOW  of  any  section  of  the  people  or  the 
officers  of  the  law,  but  the  whole  people — who 
are  the  real  suScrors  by  having  to  live  undrr 
such  conditions  do  not  riso  up  and  use  lynch 
law  \»  a  mystery  to  mo.  I  nm  astonished  Ihay 
do  not  do  so.  If  thty  did,  I  think  it  would  be 
a  huppy  day  for  the  administrHtion  of  the  law. 
It  now  seems  completely  paralysed  throughout 
that  district  of  your  county." 

I  will  further  ask.  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  lynch  law  is  to 
take  the  lives  of  individuals  without  any 
sanction  from  the  law,  and  is  he  aware 
that  that  language  most  be  interpreted 
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by  the  people  of  the  country  as  &n 
invitation  from  the  Judge  to  murder 
certain  individuals  in  that  county  ;  and 
what  course  does  the  Government  intend 
to  adopt  ? 

Me.  a.  J.BALFOUR:  1  have  seen 
the  report  of  the  Judgment  referred  to. 
Whether  that  rajwrt  is  ti^-curate  or  not 
I  cannot  say.  I  should  guess,  however, 
that  it  is  not  accurate  ;  but,  in  any  case, 
I  am  certain  that  no  such  invitation  as 
that  suggested  was  ever  made  by  the 
learned  Judge,  or  that  his  language  can 
be  interpreted  by  the  people  of  the 
district  in  the  sense  supposed  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mk.  DILLON  :  I  am  able  to  state  on 
the  authority  of  one  of  the  Grand  Jurors 
that  the  report  is  accurate.  I  wish  to 
know  whether  the  Executive  will  call 
on  the  Judge  for  an  explanation.  I 
propose  to  place  a  Motion  on  the  Paper 
condemning  this  language ;  and  I  ask 
the  leader  of  the  House  whether  ho  can 
see  his  way,  supposing  after  inquiry  the 
language  is  found  to  bo  accurate,  to 
consent  to  give  me  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  that  Motion  forward  1 

•Mil.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Prom  what  is  the  hou.  Member  quoting  ? 
Mr.  UrLLON ;  From  the  report  in 
the  Freeman's  Journal  of  Saturday  last. 
I  have  also  here  with  me  the  Dublin 
Daily  Express,  which  quotes  the 
language  of  the  Judge  with  approval, 
and  intimates  that,  in  its  opinion,  it 
would  be  a  very  proper  course  to  follow 
the  advice  of  the  Judge  and  use  lynch 
law.  Before  bringing  the  matter  before 
the  House  1  was  at  pains  to  ascertain 
from  ft  member  of  the  Grand  Jury  of 
Galway,  who  listened  to  tlic  speech,  that 
the  report  was  jierfectly  accurate. 

•Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Seeing  that 
the  hon.  Member  has  been  the  victim  of 
misreporting  this  week,  did  he  nscertiiin 
from  Mr.  Justice  Harrison  if  the  Freevian 
Report  was  accurate  ? 

Mb.  DILLON  :  I  did  not  ask  ;  I  put 
that  question  to  the  leader  of  the  House 
whether,  on  the  supposition  that  the  Go- 
vernment ascertain  tliat  tiie  language 
has  been  correctly  reported,  he  will  give 
me  facilities  for  bringing  this  Motion 
before  the  House  ? 
*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  in  a 
matter  which  aSects  a  learned  Judge  it 
would  be  wrong  for  me  to  assume  that 
Mr.  Dilloii 


language  of  this  kind  had  been  held, 
and  I  therefore  cannot  consent  to  the 
hon.  Member's  request. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  will  pnt  the  ques- 
tion down  for  Friday,  in  order  to  give  the 
Irish  Executive  a  full  opportunity  to 
satisfy  themselves.  I  repeat  that  this  is  k 
question  on  which  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment ought  to  satisfy  themselves 
whether  the  language  was  used.  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  to  give  me  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  my  Motion  to  an  issue 
on  this  point. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Irish  Go- 
vernment  have  no  right  to  address  ques- 
tions to  the  Judges.  No  doubt  Mr. 
Justice  HarrLson  will  see  what  has 
passed  in  the  House,  and  if  he  chooses 
to  give  me  an  account  of  his  charge  I 
shall  be  grateful  for  it.  We  have  no 
title  whatever  to  interfere,  directly  or 
indirectly,  with  the  action  of  the  Irish 
Judges. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  shall  certainly  give 
notice  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
on  Thursday  next  that  I  shall  ask  him 
for  an  opportunity  to  bring  forward  thi«i 
Motion. 


SCOIOU  SALMON  FISHERIES. 
Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
hou.  Member  for  Wigtonshire,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  why  the 
terms  of  Reference  to  the  Commission  on 
the  Scotch  Salmon  Fisheries  have  been 
omitted  from  their  Report  ? 

Sib  H.  MAXWELL:  The  terms 
reference  appear  to  have  been  omitted 
by  an  error  of  the  printers — an  error 
overlooked  by  mo  in  correcting  the 
proofs.     They  were  as  follow; — 

"  The  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  exercise 
of  the  Crown  rights  in  the  wilmon  flsheriei  of 
Scotlund,  on  the  coasts,  and  the  bom  adjacent 
thereto,  and  their  effect  on  the  preservation 
and  supply  of  fish." 

SiB  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Can  we  have 
that  in  print  ?  And  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
the  Lord  Advocate  is   absent  on  publ 

duty  or  through  indisposition 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

Sib  H.  MAXWELL  :  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  is  sitting  on  a  Com- 
mittee, in  which  hon.  Members  for  Scot 
land  are  interested. 
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^V  Hk.  f.  maoan,  j.p. 

"  Mr.  HAFDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  wUh 
to  aak  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  any  steps  have  yet  been 
taken  by  the  Irish  Land  Commission 
to  recover  the  money  alleged  to  have 
been  fraudulently  obtwncd  by  Mr.  Percy 
Magan,  J. P.,  under  the  Arrears  Act ; 
what  explanation  of  his  conduct  he  has 
given  >  to  the  Land  Commission  ;  and 
whether  Mr.  Magan  still  continues  to 
hold  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for 
the  Counties  of  Roscommon,  Westmeath, 
and  Wexford  1 
^B  Mr.  MADDEN:  Perhaps  the  hou. 
^^■Gentleman  will  repeat  his  question 
^^^again.  I  have  been  in  communication 
^B^with  the  Land  Commissioners,  but  have 
not  yet  received  an  answer. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  ;  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  ns  a  Report  when  the 
Vote  comes  on  ? 

Mr.  NLADDEN:    I  will   see  when  it 
,  comes  on. 
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ON-LICENCES. 
Order  ['iOth  June]  for  Return  relative 
thereto     read,     and    discharged  ;     and, 
instead  thereof, — 

ON-LIOEICISS. 

Address  for — 

"  Betarn  of  (1)  the  number  of  Oo-Liceacea 
iu  each  licenaiog  diatrict  where  the  teniint  and 
owner  on  the  register  are  different  persons : 
and  (2)  the  number  of  pemona  in  each  diitrict, 
and  the  namea  of  such  persons,  who  are  on  the 
register  as  owner*  of  two,  three,  four,  and  any 
greater  number  of  premises  in  respect  of  which 
On-Licences  have  been  franted,  with  the 
number  of  such  Uoences  attached  to  each 
name." — {Mr.  Summtn.) 

CENSUS  (expenses). 
Committee  to  consider  of  authsrising  tlie 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 
liament, of  all  expenses  that  may  be  incurred 
fur  the  purposes  of  the  Census  under  any  Acts 
of  the  present  Session  for  taking  the  Census  of 
England  and  Wales,  Scotland  and  Inland 
(Queen's  Recommendation  signified).  To- 
morrow. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
John   Wilson,  esquire,   for  County  of 
Durham  (Mid-Division). 

PILOTAGE  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS. 
Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  Memorandum  stating  the  nature  of  the 
propowls  conUi&ed  in  tti«  Ptgrisional  Ordert 


included  in  the  Pilotage  Orders  Confirmation 
Bills  (No.  1)  and  (No.  2)."— (6'ir  Michail  Sielu 
Btach.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
ujion  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  313.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — Westefn 
Australia  Constitution  BiU,  without  anj 
Amendment ;  Intestates'  Estiites  Bill, 
with  au  Amendment ;  Boiler  Explosions 
Act  (1882)  Amendment  Bill,  with 
Amendments. 

ORDERS  OF  THE' DAY. 

ALDERSHOT    ROADS  (RE-COMMITTED) 
BILL.— (No.  379.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Clause  7  be  udded  to  the  Bill." 

(6.14.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Central)  :  I  desire  to  point  out  to  the 
House  tliat  under  tho  clause  as  it  stood 
it  was  open  to  the  War  Office  to  shut 
up  the  roads  over  the  whole  of  the 
Aldershot  lands.  But  the  Select  Com- 
mittee inserted  very  important  Amend- 
ments, by  which  two  trucks  across  tho 
centre  of  these  lauds  shall  not  be  closed 
to  the  public,  except  during  the  time  of 
of  rifle  practice.  The  effect  of  that  will 
be  that  the  War  Office  wiU  not  be  able  to 
fence  these  two  tracks,  and  the  enjoy- 
ment of  roads  across  the  Aldershot  lands 
will  be  secured  to  the  public,  except 
during  the  time  of  ritle  practice.  That 
being  so,  opposition  to  the  Bill  has  been 
disarmed. 

(5.15.)  Mi{,  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh, 
W.):  There  are  one  or  twomatterslshould 
like  to  bring  before  the  Committee  in 
reference  to  this  clause,  wliich  I  think 
are  wortliy  of  attention.  I  would  first 
of  all  point  out  tliat,  nntwithatauding 
the  reservations  that  luivu  been  put  into 
the  Bill,  the  public  rights  have  been 
seriously  interfered  witii  at  Aldershot. 
Altliough  it  is  im|)08sible  at  this  period 
of  tho  Session  to  make  any  effective 
opposition  to  the  Bill,  I  do  not  think  this 
clause  ought  to  pass  without  some  notice 
being  taken  of  the  fact  that  we  protest 
against  the  encroachments  made  by  the 
Secretary  for  War  on  the  public  rights. 
The  clause  also  provides  for  compensation 
for  the  abandonment  of  certain  rights  of 
0  2 
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waj,  but  that  compensation  ia  not  to 
the  publto  whose  pathways  have  been 
abolished,  bat  to  the  owners  and 
oocapiers  of  the  adjoining  lands.  I 
venture  to  say  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
)ifeneral  public  and  of  the  majority  of  this 
House,  the  individuals  who  will  really 
suffer  from  the  removal  of  the  existing 
rights  of  way  are  not  the  owners  and 
lessees  of  the  adjoining  lands  who  have 
hitherto  had  the  right  of  user,  which  is 
now  being  so  seriously  restricted.  1 
should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  War 
in  what  form  it  is  proposed  that  grants 
of  money  for  compensation  purposes  are 
to  come  before  this  House.  Are  they  to 
be  inserted  in  the  Army  Estimates  or  in 
wliat  other  form  ?  In  future,  when  it  is 
proposed  to  grant  public  money  for  such 
a  purpose,  I  think  the  Oovernment 
will  find  that  their  proposal,  if  not  hotly 
opposed,  will  be  seriously  criticised  by 
hon.  Members,  and  we  certainly  onght  to 
be  informed  as  to  how  the  money  is  to 
be  voted,  and  all  the  conditions  of 
the  proposed  compensation.  Another 
point  is  this  :  In  Sub-section  2,  Clause 
(,  the  tribunal  to  which  those  who 
deem  they  are  suffering  under  any 
grievance  will  have  to  appeal  will  be  the 
Chairman  of  the  County  Conncil  of 
Surrey  and  the  Secretary  for  War.  It  is 
satisfactory  to  those  who,  like  myself, 
have  striven  to  put  the  control  of  the 
public  rights  of  way  into  the  liands  of  the 
County  Councils  of  England  and  Scotland 
to  hear  that  in  this  Government  Bill  the 
County  Council  is  to  be  made  a  joint 
arbiter  with  regard  to  questions  of  right 
of  way.  In  conclusion,  1  have  to  say 
that  I  accept,  under  protest  and  with 
very  great  reserve,  the  clause  that  has 
been  here  inserted. 

•(5.20.)  The  FINANCIAL  SECRE- 
TARr  TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr. 
Bfodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford)  :  I  am  glad 
the  hon.  Member  approves  the  tribunal 
that  we  have  formed.  Any  compensa- 
tion under  the  Bill  will  be  provided  in 
the  Army  Estimates,  and  I  trust  the 
Committee  will  find  that  the  operation 
of  the  clause  will  prove  by  no  means  so 
dangerous  to  the  neighbourhood  as  the 
hon.  Member  supposes. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

•^5.22.)     Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  The 
object  of  the  clause  I  have  to  move  is  to 
prevent  the  War  Office  from  selling  qr 
J/r.  Buchanan 


alienating  any  of  the  land  of  Alder- 
shot  without  the  sanction  of  Parliament. 
A  few  years  ago  these  lands  at  Aldershot 
extended  over  1 1  square  miles  of 
common,  and  was  subject  to  the  ordinary 
common  rights,  being  practically  in- 
alienable ;  that  ia  to  say,  it  could  not  be 
sold  by  the  lord  of  the  manor  and  could  not 
be  enclosed  without  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.  When  the  War  OflBce  were 
authorised  to  purchase  the  rights  of  the 
lord  of  the  manor,they  asked  power  to  buy 
up  all  the  rights  over  the  land.  There 
were  a  number  of  old  footpaths,  and  as 
long  as  they  existed  it  was  difficult  for 
the  War  Office  to  deal  with  the 
ground.  Since  the  War  OflBce  became 
owners  of  the  fee  of  the  land,  and  have 
been  enabled  to  extinguish  the  com- 
moners' rights,  they  have  sold  a  number 
of  outlying  pieces  of  the  common.  There 
are  a  great  many  bits  of  outlying  land 
which  form  featarea  of  great  beauty  to 
the  surrounding  country,  and  are  there- 
fore much  appreciated  by  the  public ; 
but  a  considerable  number  of  these 
have  been  sold  by  the  War  Office  during 
the  past  two  years.  The  neighbouring 
landowners  are  exceedingly  anxious  to 
get  these  outlying  pieces,  some  wanting 
them  to  add  to  their  game  preserves.othert 
in  order  to  get  nearer  to  the  high  roads, 
while  others  may  desire  them  with  a 
view  to  speculative  building.  I  do  not 
think  the  War  Office  should  be  allowed 
to  part  with  these  lands  without  regard 
to  the  public  interest ;  and  therefore  I 
propose  this  clause,  under  which  they 
shall  not  be  allowed  in  future  to  sell 
these  outlying  pieces  except  with  the 
sanction  of  Parliament.  This  would 
practically  give  the  public  the  same 
security  which  they  have  had  in  the 
past.  The  practical  effect  of  my  Amend- 
ment would  be  thatthe  War  Office  might 
exchange  portions  of  the  Aldershot  land 
for  adjoining  pieces  where  desirable  for 
military  purposes  ;  but  where  they  wish 
to  sell  the  land  outright,  they  will  have 
to  come  to  Parliament  for  leave  to  do  so, 
just  as  if  they  had  been  in  the  position 
of  the  lord  of  the  manor.  I  do  not 
think  this  is  asking  too  much  of  the 
Government,  who  are  undoubtedly  ob- 
taining a  valuable  addition  to  their  pro- 
perty in  obtaining  the  right  to  use  the 
land  for  rifle  practice,  which  hitherto 
they  have  been  prevented  from  doing  b| 
the  existing  rights  of  way. 
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New  Cl&use  (Secretary  of  State  may 
exchange  but  not  sell  land  without 
aanction  of  Parliament,) — (Jfr.  Shaiv 
Lefevre,) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed' 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.', 

•(5.28.)  Mr.  BRODRICK:  I  have  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
an  admirable  object  in  riew  in  pro- 
moting this  clanse,  but  I  think  he  will 
see  it  is  one  to  which  the  Government 
cannot  assent.  I  skoald  be  sorry, 
therefore,  if  he  wore  to  press  the 
elanse,  as  I  can  assure  him  there  is  no 
desire  or  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  sell  any  of  those  lands, 
and  there  is  no  proposal  for  that  purpose 
before  the  War  Office  ;  but  it  is  possible 
that  the  necessity  of  acquiring  new  land 
in  place  of  some  of  the  outlying  portions 
of  the  present  land  may  arise.  The  hon. 
Member  has  anticipated  that  possibility 
by  providing  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  have  power  to  exchange.  That 
power  does  not,  however,  meet  the  case 
of  the  Government's  desiring  to  acquire 
land  from  one  owner  and  sell  to  another. 
To  insist  upon  the  clause  would  be  to 
unduly  fetter  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who,  it  must  be  remembered,  are 
pressing  this  Bill  solely  in  the  interest 
of  military  efficiency,  and  not  with  any 
commercial  object.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  press  the  clause. 

(5.30.)  Me.  STUART  RENDEL 
(Montgomeryshire)  :  As  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  who  vot«d  in 
favour  of  the  clause  now  proposed,  I 
desire  to  say  I  think  it  would  be  a  most 
unfortunate  thing  if  the  War  Office  were 
put  under  the  necessity  of  carrying  on  a 
large  land-jobbing  business.  We  had  it 
in  evidence  before  the  Committee  that 
probably  the  value  of  the  land  when  it 
first  became  the  property  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  not  more  than  .£4  an  acre. 
There  is  evidence  that  the  efiect  of  this 
Bill  in  extinguishing  common  rights  will 
be  to  raise  the  value  of  the  land  to  X50 
an  acre.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that, 
whilst  the  use  of  the  land  for  the  specific 
purpose  contemplated  is  not  meant  to  be 
a  use  of  a  temporary  character,  future 
changes  in  the  Service  may  render  some 
new  arrangement  necessary,  and  the  land 
may  then  have  to  be  dealt  with  in  some 
Other    maaner,     Undoubtedly,   if    they 


find  they  have  any  superfluity  of 
land  the  War  Office  will  be  bound  to 
sell,  and  they  will,  perhaps,  be  able  to 
seU  at  £200  or  £300  an  acre.  The  local 
public  are  making  great  sacrifices  in 
regard  to  this  Bill,  and  I  think  it  ia 
only  fair  that  Parliament  should  be  con- 
sulted before  the  land  ia  dealt  with  in  any 
way  that  has  not  obtained  the  special 
sanction  of  Parliament. 

•(5.35.)  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
I  hope  the  Government  will  accept  the 
Amendment.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Montgomeryshire  (Mr.  Stnart 
Hendel)  has  shown  that  this  is  a  matter 
which  circumstances  are  very  likely  to 
change.  Not  only  may  the  War  Office  find 
that  there  is  no  occasion  for  this  land,  but 
new  arrangements  may  bo  made  under 
new  conditions  of  rifle  practice  which  may 
make  it  necessary  for  the  Government  to 
buy  back  land  which  they  have  already 
sold.  If  the  Government  do  not  intend 
to  sell,  as  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  (Mr.  Brodrick)  says,  there 
surely  can  be  no  great  hardship  in  their 
accepting  this  Amendment.  The  Com- 
mittee must  remember  that  the  land  was 
originally  subject  to  common  rights,  and 
that  it  could  only  be  divested  of  those 
rights  with  the  consent  of  this  House. 
The  natural  thing  would  have  been  that 
it  should  revert  to  its  prior  condition  in 
which  it  could  not  have  been  sold 
except  with  the  authority  of  the 
House,  and  I  do  not  see  that  any 
reason  has  been  given  to  prevent  the 
House  from  exorcising  that  authority, 
considering  how  improvident  some  of 
the  bargains  made  by  public  departments 
have  been 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  hardly  justified 
in  making  statements  of  that  kind  with- 
out giving  instances. 

•Mr.  BRYCE :  I  thought  that  it  was 
a  matter  of  common  notoriety. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  is  just  the 
reverse. 

•Mr.  BRYCE:  We  have  frequently 
had  cases  in  which  sales  by  the  Woods 
and  Forests  Department  were  ques- 
tioned in  this  House  as  being  improvi- 
dent. I  shall  take  the  first  opportunity 
open  to  me  of  substantiating  the  remarks 
I  have  made.  I  make  no  imputations 
on  the  War  Office  in  this  matter,  but,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  imputations  havo 
been  roade,  I  think  tUe  War  Office  shouW 
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not  have  the  opportunity  of  making 
these  sales  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

(5.40.)  Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall, 
Camborne)  :  I  think  most  of  us  on  this 
side  of  the  House  will  be  able  to  give 
illustrations  of  the  improvidence  of  bar- 
gains made  by  public  department*.  I 
myself  can  promise  to  give  one  with 
regard  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissionertj 
when  the  time  serves.  I  venture  to 
support  this  clause,  and  I  would 
point  out  that  it  was  rejected  in 
Committee  simply  by  the  casting 
vote  of  the  Chairmnn.  We  all  know 
that  when  n  Committee  is  equally 
divided  oti  a  question  it  is  the 
rule  for  the  Chairman  to  give  his  casting 
vote  against  a  new  proposal.  Tliere  is 
one  important  circumstance  which  should 
not  he  lost  sight  of  in  connection  with 
this  matter.  It  was  stated  in  evidence 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  ranges  of 
the  National  Rifle  Association  being 
established  at  Bisley,  Purbright  would 
probably  liecome  a  largo  centre  of 
population.  If  that  be  so,  aa  the 
rights  of  the  neighbouring  population 
have  been  so  materially  curtailed  in 
respect  of  the  great  tract  of  land  over 
which  shooting  will  now  take  place,  I 
think  it  highly  important  that  something 
should  bo  done  with  the  view  of 
benefiting  the  people  in  the  locality. 
The  question  of  using  these  outlying  bits 
of  land  for  shooting  purposes  does  not 
arise  in  the  minds  of  those  who  have  in- 
spected the  plans.  There  is  one  consider- 
able plot  of  land  on  the  south-east  of  the 
main  tract,  and  in  my  judgment  it  would 
be  very  likely  to  become  an  important 
site  for  a  public  park  or  recreation 
ground  in  view  of  the  increased  popula- 
tion of  the  district.  It  waa  in  view  of 
preserving  the  rights  of  the  public,  and 
of  giving  them  the  chance  of  acquiring 
such  pieces  of  land  for  the  public 
benefit  that  I  voted  for  this  clause  in 
the  Committee,  and  I  shall  vote  for  it 
again  if  it  is  pressed.  Cannot  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  under- 
take that  in  the  event  of  any  considerable 
plots  of  land  being  sold  a  right  of  pre- 
emption shall  be  given  to  the  County 
Council  1  I  do  not  think  the  objection 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Brodrick)  to 
the  clause  that  it  would  tie  the  hands  of 
the  War  OflBce  too  much  would  apply  to 
this  suggestion. 
Mr.  Bryce 


•(5.47.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  wish 
to  jwint  out  one  effect  of  the  proposed 
clause.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  said  the  Local  Authorities 
might  desire  to  acquire  some  of  this 
land.  But  if  this  clause  is  inserted 
and  the  Local  Authorities  wish  to  pur- 
chase half  an  acre  of  land  for  a  school  or  a 
recreation  ground  or  anything  else  they 
will  be  unable  to  do  it.  It  is  quite  cer- 
tain this  clause  is  far  too  stringent  in  its 
effect,  and  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
Government  to  assent  to  it. 

(5.48.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
that  the  public  enjoy  this  land  for  recrea- 
tion now,  and  there  is  not  the  least 
chance  of  the  Local  Authorities  desiring 
to  buy  them  for  these  purposes.  No 
answer  has  been  given  to  my  statement 
that  the  War  Office  may  sell  these  bits 
of  land.  A  considerable  number  of  them 
have  been  sold  in  the  past  and  no  doubt 
will  be  sold  in  the  future,  although,  per- 
linps,  not  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Brodrick),  because  he  is  a  Surrey  man, 
who  knows  the  value  of  these  lands  to 
the  public.  I  hope  the  House  will  assent 
to  the  Motion. 
•(5.49.)  Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  can  ass 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  during 
the  four  years  I  have  been  in  office  no 
pressure  whatever  has  been  brought  to 
bear  on  us  to  sell.  We  have  no  desire 
to  sell.  We  want  to  keep  our  property. 
But  if  this  clause  be  adopted  we  shall 
be  fettered  as  no  public  department  is 
fettered. 

(5.50.)  Mr.  CONYBEARE:  The 
suggestion  I  make  is  that  the  Local 
Authorities  should  have  a  voice  in  the 
disposal  of  this  land,  so  that  they  might 
prevent  the  War  Office  from  disposing  of 
little  bits  of  land  which  might  be  avail- 
able for  public  purposes.  Is  it  not 
{K>s8ible  to  defer  further  consideration 
in  order  to  provide  a  means  of  meeti: 
the.so  scruples  ? 

•Me.  BRODRICK  :  I  fear  the  propotol 
of  the  hon.  Member  does  not  meet  cases 
such  as  I  have  referred  to,  where  we 
should  possibly  buy  from  one  owner  and 
sell  to  another. 

(5.51.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.)  :  I  think  the  contention  advanced  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  most  reason- 
able, and  his  proposal  a  necessary 
one.  We  are  giving  the  Department 
great  power  to  close  roads,   but  that  I 
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think  ie  quite  right  in  view  of  the  new 
range.  But  such  an  Amendment  as 
this  is  necessary  for  this  reaaon  ;  A 
number  of  rich  people  have  built  houses 
in  the  neighboarhood  where  land  could 
be  had  cheap,  and  these  are  people  who 
will  be  quite  ready  to  buy  up  pieces  of 
land,  and,  being  on  friendly  relations 
with  the  general  and  other  officers,  to 
make  advantageous  arrangements  for 
themselves  in  this  way.  I  think  the 
hands  of  the  Secretary  for  War  should 
be  tied  in  this  way,  because  it  may  be 
that  some  Secretary  for  War  in  the 
future,  after  this  land  has  been  sold  at  a 
cheap  rate,  may  want  to  buy  back  the 
land  for  another  range,  or  an  artillery 
range,  or  some  other  purpose,  and  then 
we  should  have  to  pay  10  times  the 
price  at  which  the  land  was  sold.  I 
think  an  Amendment  such  as  that  pro- 
posed, or  in  the  mixliiied  shape  suggested 
by  tho  Imn.  Member  for  Camborne,  is 
extremely  necessary.  If  any  lion.  Mem- 
ber has  been  to  Aldcrshot  and  seen  the 
houses  there,  ho  will  find  they  are 
owno<i  by  exactly  that  class  of  jwople 
who  would  Ix)  willing  to  buy  up  public 
laud  at  a  cheap  rate  for  adding  to  their 
gardens  and  pleasure  grounds. 

(.'•.52.)  Mr.  .SUAW  LKFEVRE:  I 
understand  tlint  the  (JuverniiH-nt  arc 
willing  that  the  Local  AuthnritipSHhotiM 
be  consulted. 
•Mb.  BRODRICK  :  We  are  willing  to 
give  all  cxinsideration  to  the  Local  Au- 
thorities. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  If  there  is  a 
provision  requiring  that  notice  shall  be 
given  before  selling,  I  shall  be  content 
with  that  as  an  alternative  clause. 
•(5.52.)  Mb.  BRODRICK:  It  would 
be  extremely  difficult  to  provide  by  a 
clause  for  any  considerable  interval 
before  selling,  but  there  is  every  disposi- 
tion to  consider  the  Local  Authorities  in 
every  possible  way. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  These  lands 
are  open  to  the  public. 

(5.53.)  Mb.  CONTBEARE:  The 
proposal  is  simply  that  notice  of  the 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  War  Office  to 
Bell  should  be  communicated  to  the 
Local  Authorities,  leaving  to  the  latter 
the  option  of  coming  forward  with  sin 
offer  to  acquire  the  land.  We  do  not 
seek  to  have  them  called  into  council  on 
the  subject ;.  but  it  is  fair  in  svch  cases 
kh&t  such  sales  of  land  should  not   be 


conducted  by  private  contracts  behind 
the  backs  of  the  people.  I  do  not,  aa  I 
did  in  Committee,  suggest  that  the  sale  j 
should  be  by  public  auction  ;  that  might 
be  detrimental  to  the  public.  What  we 
want  to  secure  is  that  these  sales  shonld 
not  bo  simply  conducted  in  an  office  by 
the  War  Department,  but  that  the 
County  Council  or  Highway  Board 
should  liave  the  opportunity  of  putting 
itself  in  competition  with  private  buyers 
to  acquire  the  land  for  local  purposes  on 
behalf  of  the  population  generally. 

•(5.24.)  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  will 
consider  the  suggestion,  and,  if  it  is 
possible  to  meet  it,  we  will  introduce  an 
Amendment  for  the  purpose  in  another 
place.  Hon.  Members  are  aware'that  we 
have  to  send  the  Bill  there,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  considered  by  a  Select 
Committee.  Tlie  suggestion  is  not  an 
unrt'asonable  one. 

(5.34.)  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE: 
Under  these  circumstances  I  will  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
read  a  third  time,  and  i»a88ed. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
HILL.— (No.  37ft.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proiiosed, 
'■That  the  Bill    be   now   considered." — 
{Mr.  Ritchie.) 

•(5.39.)  EARr,COMPTON(York,  W.R., 
Barnsley) ;  I  believe  it  will  be  more  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  if  I  make 
those  remarks  I  have  to  make  now  rather 
than  later  on.  I  have  no  wish  to 
impede  the  progress  into  law  of  a 
measure  that  will,  I  believe,  be  useful 
both  in  London  and  the  country.  At 
the  same  time,  before  we  proceed  further 
I  should  like  to  have  an  astsurance  from 
Her  Alajesty's  Government  that  they  do 
not  consider  this  a  final  measure  as 
regai'da  the  reforms  so  urgently  neces- 
sary for  the  better  housing  of  the  work- 
ing classes.  We  have  hod  a  Consolida- 
tion Bill  and  an  Amendment  Bill  now 
amalgamated,  but  the  Amendment  Bill 
only  touches  the  fringe  of  the  question, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  convince  anybody 
who  is  interested  in  the  question  that 
this  is  a  great  legislative  achievement. 
It  is  only  now  that  we  have  this  Bill 
before  ua  that  it  is  possible  to  amend  it 
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so  that  we  can  approach  the  solution  of  a 
question  that  has  long  been  exercising 
onr  minds.     Thanks,  however,  are  due  to 
the    right     hon.     Gentleman     for    the 
manner  in  which  he    has   met  various 
Amendments,  and  to   the   Government 
for  bringing  the  matter  forward  at  all. 
I  mention  some  of  the  points  upon  which 
the  Bill  is  wanting,  in    order  that  thu 
right  hon.   Gentleman  may  give  us  an 
assurance   that    these   matters    will    be 
dealt    with    Ijefore    the    ond     of    next 
Session,  which  is  likely  to  be  a  long  one. 
This  is  not   much  to   ask,  for  into  the 
question  with  which  the   Bill   deals  no 
Party  feeling  enters,  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  undertake  a  further  Amend- 
ment     Bill      they      will       find       the 
Opposition    ready     to     co-operate   with 
them     in     doing     what    is      necessary 
for   the    subject.      As   the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  knows,  Part  I   of  the  Bill,  or 
"Cross's   Act^"    has   been    but  slightly 
amended,   and   the  process  under   it   is 
still   complex,   tedious,   and    expensive. 
At    the    present    moment    the    London 
County  C.)unoii    have  under  considera- 
tion an  application  made   1 3  years  ago 
under  Cross's  Act,  and  the  area  concerned 
is   pretty  much    in  the  same   condition 
now  as  when  the  application  was  made. 
We  wish  to  have  a  simpler  machinery, 
and  until  we  have  that  it  is  not  possible 
that  much  good  can  be  effected  under 
the  Act.    Fir.st  comes  the  representation, 
then   inquiry,  the   preparation   of  maps 
and  plans,  the  public  notification  during 
the  months  of  September,   October,  and 
Novemb.T,  and  then  the  notices  served 
upon  owners.     At  present  a   visit   to  a 
locality  by   the   ofhoers   of  the  London 
County   Council    immediately    becomes 
known,  and  local  owners,  fancying  that 
something  is  going  to   happen,  at  once 
bagin  to  patch  and  repair,  so  that  when 
the  question  of  compensation  arises  they 
may  make  a  larger  cLiim.     I   may  also 
mention  that  the   Bill  does  nothing  as 
regards  amendment   of   the   re-housing 
diflBculty.       We   have  the  right,    under 
Lord  Shaftesbury's  A;:t,  to  erect  build- 
ings within  a  certain  area,  but  we  have 
not  the  right  to  erect  buildings  outside 
the  metropolitan  area.     This  is  a  matter 
that  requires  to  be  taken  in  hand.    Then 
as  regards  unhealthy  dwellings  we  liave 
actually  less  power  under  this  Bill  than 
we  had  btforo  the  Acta  were  consolidated 
and   nmendeil,  owing  to  tlje   repeal  of 


some  of  the  clauses  in  "  Torrens's  Act." 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  is  going  to  introduco   some  Amend- 
ment in    regard    to   sanitary    measures 
next  Session,   but   I   hope  wo  shall  not 
again  commence  to  have  other  Bil's  in- 
corporated with  this,  and  that  wo  shall 
have  to  refer  to  the  Nuisances  RemoT- 
able  Act  and  other  sanitary  m  lasures  to 
complete  oparations  under  this  Bill,  but 
that   the   Bill    itself   will    bo   amended. 
Then  as  regards  the  acquisition  of  land 
under  the  jfjand  Clauses  Act  the   right 
hon.    Gentleman  the    President   of    the 
Local  Government  Board  has   said  that 
he  does  not  consider  the  clauses  of  the 
Land  Clauses  Consolidation   Act   satis- 
feotory.     I  hope,  therefore,  some  steps 
will  be  taken  to  amend  those  clauses,  so 
as  to  make  them  more  workable.     There 
are  also  two  different  systems  of  com- 
pensation,   one     under     Part     L     and 
another    under    Part    IL  of    the    Bill. 
I  think   it   would    be    infinitely    better 
that  the  same  system  should  hold  in  both, 
Then  we  have  to  consider  whether  thtt 
Home  Office  or  the  Local   Government 
Board  is  the  authority.     I  do  not  know 
whether  there  is  any   jealousy  between 
the    Departments  as    to   which    should 
have  the  more  work,  but  I  do   think  it 
would  be    better   that  we  should  know 
which  Government    Department   is  the 
authority    in    all    these    matters.     The 
Government    have    given    us    a    small 
Amendment  Bill,   and   we  are  not   un- 
grateful, though,  for  my  part,  I  say  it  is 
but  a  crumb  where  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred a  whole  loaf.     I  do  not  desire  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  Bill,  which  is 
a  useful  Bill  so  far  as  it  goes.     I  only 
want  now  to  get  some  assurance  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Govern- 
ment do  not   look  upon  this  measure  as 
final,  and  that  they  will  do  their  best  to 
introduce  a   further  amending  Bill  next 
Session  which   may    be  incorporated  in 
the  present  Bill.     That,  I  believe,  would 
satisfy     thousands     of     people    in    the 
country.     Since   this  question  has  been 
before  the  House  I  have  received  lettera 
from  all  parts  of   England,   and    from 
various  jjeople  who  have  been  working 
hard  in  this  matter.     These  people  ask 
me  one  question,  namely,  whether  they 
will  be  able   in  the  future  to  deal  with 
small    unsanitary  areas   which    are  not 
actually  unfit  for  habitation,  My  answer 
has  Ijeen  that  thi«  Bill  will  have  no  effect 
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•whatever  in  that  direction,  but  that  I 
am  in  hopes  that  before  next  Session  is 
passed  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
have  earned  our  gratitude  by  putting  it 
in  our  power  to  deal  with  such  areas.  I 
have  not  put  down  any  Amendments,  J 
have  not  started  any  great  principle, 
because  I  know  that  at  the  end  of  the 
Session  it  is  impossible  to  go  into  the 
whole  question.  1  shall  be  glad,  how- 
ever, to  have  some  assurance  that  this  is 
not,  in  the  eyes  of  the  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  a  final  measure. 
•(6.12.)  The  PRKSIUENT  Ok'  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD 
(Mr.  Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  :  My  hon.  Friend  was  good 
enough  to  give  me  notice  that  he  would 
make  some  remarks  upon  tliis  Bill,  hut 
I  was  under  the  impression  he  would 
make  them  on  the  Motion  for  the  Third 
Reading.  However,  I  do  not  complain 
of  anj' observations  he  makes  at  any  time 
with  regard  to  the  Bill,  because  I  recog- 
nise freely  the  desire  he  and  those  who 
act  with  him  have  shown  to  push  forward 
B8  well  as  they  can  this  Bill  which  they 
regard  as  useful  legislation.  My  lion. 
Friend  wants  an  assurance  from  me  tliat 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  regard 
this  Bill  as  a  final  Bill.  I  do  not  know 
whether  any  Government  is  ever  pre- 
pared to  use  the  word  "  final  "  with  regard 
to  any  pro{)osaI  made,  but  I  certainly  will 
not  use  the  word  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
I  agree  that  the  Cross  Acts  were  not 
largely  dealt  with  in  this  Bill.  The 
Government  thought  that  the  pressing 
needs  were  best  met  by  an  improvement 
in  the  machinery  of  the  Torrens  Acts, 
because,  if  properly  worked,  they  will 
do  away  with  a  great  many  of  the  evils 
complained  of.  With  regard  to  the 
Torrens  Acts,  I  agree  that  a  very  large 
amount  of  time  is  necessary  before  tlie 
Acts  can  be  put  into  operation.  That, 
no  doubt,  is  to  a  considerable  extent 
owing  to  the  notices  that  have  to  be 
given  with  regard  to  the  taking  of  land 
under  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Acts.  The  hon.  Gentleman  asks  me 
whether  we  will  be  prepared  to  deal  soon 
with  the  Cross  Acts,  and  also  with  any 
imperfections  which  are  acknowledged 
to  exist  under  the  Lands  Clauses  Con- 
solidation Acts.  Having  taken  this 
matter  in  hand  I  shall  feel  it  a  great 
privilege  to  be  able  to  deftl  with  the 
^hole  cjueation,  so  that  there  may  be  one 


measure  dealing  with  the  subject  gene- 
rally. But  so  far  from  this,  as  the  noble 
Lord  seems  to  think,  being  only  a  small 
measure,  I  think  that  anyone  who  looks 
carefully  into  it  will  consider  it  an 
important  step  in  the  direction  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  looks.  Even  Lf  the  Bill 
had  done  nothing  but  consolidate  existing 
Acts  in  relation  to  the  dwellings  of  the 
working  classes,  it  would  be  a  most 
valnnble  measure.  But  the  Bill  also  deals 
wiih  a  matter  which  has  been  found  to 
be  one  of  the  greatest  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  Local  Authorities — namely,  the 
undue  amount  of  compensation  which, 
under  the  law,ha8  hitherto becnpayableto 
persons  whose  property  is  taken.  The 
Committee  to  whom  this  Bill  was  re- 
ferred will  acknowledge  that,  so  far  as 
the  question  of  compensation  is  con- 
cerned, wt  have  gone  as  far  as  it  was 
possible  with  justice  t<i  go  in  order  to 
grapple  with  this  difficulty.  We  have 
reduced  by  every  means  in  our  power 
the  amount  of  claim  to  compensation, 
and  we  have  provided  that  no  compensa- 
tion whatever  shall  be  payable  in 
respect  of  profits  derived  owing  to 
the  premises  being  used  for  a  greater 
number  of  people  than  they  can  legiti* 
matelj  accommodate,  or  in  respect  of 
profits  derived  through  the  premises  being 
used  for  any  illegal  purpose  whatsoever. 
It  will  also  he  acknowledged  that 
the  amendments  we  have  made  in  the 
Torrens  Acts  will  ba  of  enormous  value 
to  Local  Authorities.  The  procedure  has 
been  very  greatly  simplified,  the  prin- 
cij>le  on  which  the  Committee  proceeded 
being  that  where  an  owner  does  not,  after 
notice,  place  an  insanitary  dwelling  in 
a  proper  state,  the  building  shall  bo 
demolished.  The  noble  Lord  referred  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Torrens  Act,  which 
made  it  necessary  in  the  case  of  an 
unhealthy  dwelling  for  the  Local  Authori- 
ties to  consult  a  surveyor,  and  after  this 
is  done,  there  might  be  an  appeal  with 
regard  to  the  works  suggested  by  the 
surveyor.  It  seems  to  me  there 
has  been  an  endless  hedge  of  appeals  and 
counter  appeals  in  regard  to  the  work 
done,  which  has  not  only  added  to  the 
cost  of  carrying  out  the  law,  but  has  pre- 
vented the  law  from  being  carried  out  in 
many  coses.  I  think  it  will  be  found 
that  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  much 
more  workable.  The  Local  Authority 
will  be  able  to  say  to  the  owner  of  an 
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insanitary  dwelling,  "  We  intend  to  apply  ' 
for  a  closing  order,  it  ia  for  yon  to  do 
whatever  works  are  necessary  in  order 
to  put  the  house  in  a  proper  sanitary 
condition."  The  noble  Lord  complained 
that  certain  provisions  of  the  Public 
Health  Acts  with  regard  to  nuisances  have 
not  been  incorporated  into  this  Bill,  but 
this  measure  deals  with  dwellings  which 
are  unfit  for  human  habitation,  and  the 
provisions  of  the  Public  Health  Acts,  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  refere,  are 
iuapplicable.  The  noble  Ijord  alluded 
to  a  statement  I  have  made  that  we  hope 
next  Session  to  do  for  Iho  Public  Health 
Acts  that  which  we  have  done  this  Session 
with  regard  to  these  Acts.  1  repeat,  that 
I  hope  that  next  Session  we  mnj'  consoli- 
date and  amend  the  Public  Health  Acts, 
and  that  the  Amendments  which  we  will 
propose  will  meet  with  tlie  same  cordial 
acceptance  at  the  liands  of  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  friends  as  the  pro|)osal8  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  honsiiig 
of  the  working  classes.  The  noble  liord 
seems  to  take  exception  to  different 
principles  of  compen.sation  being  applied 
to  different  parts  of  this  Bill.  But  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  apply  the  same  prin- 
ciple of  compensation  to  all  cases  in  which 
premises  are  compulsorily  acquired.  My 
noble  Friend  <iniitted  bi  say  that  we 
have  in  this  Bill  provided  for  the  adoi)tion 
of  a  scheme  which  wo  regard  as  one  which 
is  likely  to  be  fruitful  of  the  greatest 
good — we  have  provided  for  what  we 
may  call  an  intermediate  scheme.  Under 
the  scheme  a  Local  Authority  will  be 
able  to  deal  with  crowded  alleys  and 
courts.  The  houses  individually  may 
not  be  unfit  for  human  habitation,  but, 
owing  to  the  want  of  air  and  light,  these 
alleys  and  courts  may  be  rendered  in- 
sanitary areas.  The  Local  Authorities 
may,  if  they  choose,  pull  down  the  houses 
and  make  open  spaces,  and  in  that  way 
contribute  largely  to  the  health  of  the 
community.  We  have  provided  against 
the  owners  of  projierty  talking  part  in 
any  decision  which  may  ho  arrived  at  by 
a  District  Board  or  Vestry  with  regard 
to  the  property  in  which  they  are  in- 
terested, and  wo  impose  heavy  fines 
upon  the  owners  of  insanitary  dwellings. 
The  power  of  the  London  County  Council 
ia  much  enlarged  by  this  Bill,  and  I  feel 
sure  that  when  the  Bill  comes  to  be  put 
into  operation  it  will  be  found  to  be 
Mr.  Ritchie 


enonnoualy  beneficial  in  securing  what 
we  all  desire — namely,  an  improvement 
in  the  housing  of  the  people.  I  have  to 
thank  the  noble  Lird  and  his  friends  for 
the  way  in  which  they  have  met  this 
Bill,  and  for  the  assistance  which  they 
have  afforded,  without  any  Party  bias,  to 
the  consideration  of  the  liill  in  the  Com- 
mittee. 

(6.26.)  Mb.  PICKERSGHiL  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.)  :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
asking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will 
during  the  recess  be  good  enough  to  turn 
his  attention  to  two  particular  ]Hiints. 
The  first  is  the  machinery  for  assessing 
com(icnsatioii.  I  ho])e  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  consider  whctlicr  it  may 
not  be  possible  to  set  up  a  Special  Com- 
mission.or  some  other  authority, by  which 
the  question  of  compensation  may  be 
cheaply  and  readily  settled.  The  second 
[>oint  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the  right 
lii>n.  Gentleman's  att(!ntion  is  the  inei- 
(Iciii'e  of  cost.  This  consolidated  Bill 
makes  no  attenijit  to  adjust  the  incidence 
of  cast,  although  the  cost  is  the  crux  of 
the  whole  case.  We  have  gone  on  year  after 
year  piling  bunlen  u|)on  Ininleu  ujKm  the 
shoulders  of  one  particular  class,  namely, 
the  unfortunate  occupier.  It  is  high 
time  that  something  were  done  to  shift 
[Kirt  of  that  burden,  at  n'l  events,  to  the 
Ijncks  of  the  pfround  Inndlonls. 

(6.29.)  Caitain  BKl'iiELL  (York 
E.R.,  Holderness)  :  I  trust  it  will 
be  possible  next  Session  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  take  the  Public 
Health  Acts  in  hand  for  the  purpose  of 
consolidation.  And  while  congratulating 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  upon  this  general  Bill,  the  value 
of  which  I  recognise,  1  feel  obligrMi  to 
express  regret  that  the  principle  of 
including  the  County  Council  a«  the 
authority  to  take  jmrt  in  matters  con- 
nected with  the  public  health  is  not 
more  jealously  guarded  than  in  the  Bill 
before  us.  One  principle  which  is  not 
very  satisfactory  ia,  allowing  the  County 
Council,  when  District  Authorities  can- 
not properly  do  tlie  work  they  are 
expected  to  do,  to  take  the  burden  on 
their  own  shoulders.  I  have  some 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  to  meet  these 
points,  but  it  has  been  represented  to 
me  that  at  this  period  of  the  Session  it 
would  be  inconvenient  to  move  them. 
I,  therefore,  do  not  intend  to  persevere 
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with  the  Amendments  save  on  one  or 
two  small  points. 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

(6.32.)  Mr.  .IESSK  COLLINGS 
(Birmingham,  Bordesley)  ;  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appealed  to  the  Com- 
mittee not  to  interfere  to  -a  great 
extent  with  Cross's  Acts,  because,  he 
said,  if  they  weru  thoroughly  dealt  with 
it  would  be  impossible  to  pass  this  Bill 
this  Session.  Ab  the  Bill  contains  so 
many  valuable  provisions,  to  say  noLliintf 
of  it«  feature  of  consolidtttion,  which  is 
very  important,  we  all  thought  it  would 
be  a  great  public  loss  if  the  measure  did 
not  go  through  this  Session,  and,  there- 
fore, we  avoided  amending  these  parti- 
cular Acts — the  General  Housing  Acts. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  amended 
them  himself  by  the  insertion  of  the 
words  which  1  now  move  to  leave  out 
My  Amendment  will  simply  restore  the 
Acts  to  the  position  they  occupy  at 
present. 
•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Agreed. 
Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  I  under- 
stand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  agrees 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  I  am  much 
obliged  to  him,  and  will  not  detain  the 
House  by  any  further  argument. 

Amendment  moved.  Clause  24,  line 
12,  leave  out  from  "shall,"  to  end  of 
Sub-section,  and  insert  "  be  supplied  out 
of  the  Local  Rates  or  out  of  moneys  bor- 
rowed in  pursuance  of  this  Act." — (J/r. 
Jettge  Colliiigi.') 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•(6.34.)  Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  move  to 
leave  out  Clause  29,  for  the  reason  that 
Clause  93  provides  for  the  same  thing. 

Amendment  moved,  page  16,  "To  leave 
out  Clause  29."— (iVr.  Ritchie.) 

Question,  "  That  Clause  29  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Another  Amendment  agreed  to.  Clause 
32,  page  18,  lines  4  and  5,  leave  out 
"  shall  thereupon  direct  an  inquiry,  and," 
and  insert  "  after  causing  an  inquiiy  to 
be  held." 


(6,36.)  Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  I  beg 
to  move,  in  Clause  3,  page  18,  Sub-iection 
3,  at  end,  to  add — 

"  Provided  that  the  LockI  Authority  may 
make  to  every  euch  tenant  a  reasonable  allow- 
ance on  account  of  bia  expenses  in  removing, 
and  the  amount  of  tha  said  allowance  shall  be 
a  uivildebt  due  from  the  owner  of  the  dwelling 
house  to  the  Local  Authority,  and  shall  be 
recoverable  summarily. 

•(6.36.)  MR.RITCHIE(interrupting): 
I  propose  in  princijile  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member,  but  I 
think  the  matter  is  one  which  .should  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Court  when  the 
closing  order  is  applied  for.  Therefore, 
after  communication  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
her,  I  propose  to  add — 

"  Provided  that  the  liocaX  Authority  may 
maVo  to  every  such  tenant  such  reasonable 
allowance  on  account  of  his  expenses  in  remov- 
ing as  may  have  been  authorised  by  the  Court 
making  the  closing  order,  which  authority  the 
Court  is  hereby  authorised  to  give,  and  the 
amount  of  such  allowance  shall  be  a  civil  debt 
due  from  the  owner  of  the  dwelling  house  to 
the  Local  Authority  and  shall  be  recoverable 
summarily." 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  aud  agreed  to. 

(6.38.)  Caitai\  BETHELL  :  I  desire 
to  move,  in  Clause  36,  to  strike  out  "a 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,"  in  order 
to  insert  "  the  County  Council."  Why 
has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  in  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  here  ?  The 
appeal,  so  far  as  I  can  understand  the 
matter,  is  a  purely  administrative  ques- 
tion to  begin  with,  all  that  has  to  be 
decided  being  whether  a  piirticular  house 
is  inhabitable  or  an  obstiuction.  The 
question  is  not  a  judicial  one,  but  one  of 
administration,  and,  that  being  so,  it  is 
a  mistake  to  bring  in  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  at  all.  Under  certain 
circumstances  the  County  Council  will 
themselves  be  the  authority  for  carrying 
out  the  particular  arrangement,  and  it 
would  be  unsatisfactory  to  have  an 
appeal  from  the  County  Council  itself 
to  the  Quarter  Sessions.  Why  there 
should  be  an  ajipeal  from  an  administra- 
tive body  to  the  Quarter  Sessions  I 
cannot  for  the  life  of  me  conceive. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19,  line 
39,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  a  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions,"  and  insert  tlie  words 
"  the  County  Council." — {Commander 
Belhell.) 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  a  Coart  of  Quarter  Sessions '  stand  part 
of  the  Bill." 

(6.39.)  Mb.  RITCHIE :  If  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  been  a  member 
of  the  Grand  Committee,  he  would  have 
known  that  this  question  was  twice 
thoroughly  discussed  there,  and  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  hon.  Member 
decisively  negatived,  nnd  tliat  by  a 
majority  that  was  by  no  means  a  Party 
one.  It  was  decided  to  maintain  the  law 
as  it  stands,  and  the  decision  was  sup- 
ported by  some  of  the  most  advanced 
politicians  in  the  House.  My  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  supposes  tliat  this  has 
been  put  in  as  an  alteration  of  the  exist- 
ing law,  but  the  Court  of  Quarter  Session* 
is  in  the  original  Act,  and  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  good  ground  for  it.  The  question 
is  not  one  of  administration,  and  sanitary 
matters  do  not  enter  into  it.  When  a 
house  has  been  closed,  the  question  arises 
as  to  whether  or  not  it  shall  be  taken  away 
from  the  o^ncr  and  demolished,  and  the 
existing  law  provides  that  the  owner 
shall  have  the  op|X)rtunity  of  going 
before  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
which  is  a  Court  of  law,  and  l)efore  which 
witnesses  can  be  examined. 

•(6.41.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.) :  This  Amendment 
was  carefully  considered  in  the  Commit- 
tee, and,  after  consideration,  rejected  by 
a  majority  of  something  like  five  to  one. 

•(6.41.)  Earl  COMPTON:  I  do  not 
think  the  version  we  have  had  of  what 
took  place  on  the  Grand  Committee  is 
quite  correiit.  I  proposed  two  Amend- 
ments. The  first  was  negatived  by  a 
large  majority.  I  then  endeavoured  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  advanced  politicians, 
and  succeeded,  more  or  less  ;  at  any  rate, 
they  all  voted  for  me  on  the  second 
occasion.  There  was  a  Division  of  16  to 
9,  which  is  not  quite  5  to  1,  as  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  has  stated. 
I  am  glad  the  question  has  been  again 
raised,  but  I  must  assure  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  that  it  is  raised  in  vain, 
for  even  I  have  given  up  the  point.  It 
is  a  good  thing  to  see  an  hon.  Member 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  stand 
up  and  contend  that  the  County  Councils 
should  be  allowed  to  deal  with  these 
matter.^  without  appeal  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  It  is  this  appeal  to  Quarter 
Sowions  which  is  the  great  Uiadranue  to 


the  proper  carrying  out  of  Torrens's 
Act. 
•(6.44.)  Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras, 
W.):  This  point  is  one  of  principle,  and 
should  be  decided  by  the  House.  The 
County  Council  is  already  made  a 
Court  of  Appeal  in  certain  matters  in 
case  of  dispute  with  the  Local  Authority, 
or  where  a  ratepayer  thinks  himself 
aggrieved  by  its  order,  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  these  powers  should  not  be 
extonded,  if  by  doing  so  we  can  facilitate 
the  working  of  the  Act.  Appeal  to 
Quarter  Sessions  seriously  interferes 
with  the  provision  of  better  houses  for 
the  working  classes. 

(6,45.)  Mk.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.) :  I  do  not  wish  to  carry  on  the 
controversy  as  to  what  occurred  in 
Committee ;  I  only  wish  to  say  that  if 
it  were  proposed  in  Scotland  to  give  an 
appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions — suppos- 
ing we  had  such  a  body — I,  for  one, 
should  give  the  proposal  the  most  strenu- 
ous opposition. 

(6.46.)  Mr.  ROWNTREE  (Scar- 
borough); I  hope  the  House  will  not 
accept  the  Amendment.  It  is  said  that 
this  is  a  question  of  principle,  but  there 
is  another  question  uf  principle  which 
may  be  involved,  and  which  would  create 
strong  opposition  on  the  part  of  non- 
ctiunty  boroughs. 

•Mb.      HOWELL     (Bethnal     Green, 

N.E.):   I   think  the  House   will   admit 

advanced     politician ; 

opposed     the     Amend- 

Committee,    and    shall 

It  may   liappen   that 

not   in   an   unsanitaiy 

and  I    am   altogether 


that    I    am    an 
nevertheless    I 
ment     in     the 
oppose   it   now. 
the    property   is 
condition  at  all ; 


opposed  to  the  taking  away  of  a  man's 
pro[)erty  without  giving  him  power  to 
go  to  a  Court  of  Law.  There  may  come 
a  time,  as  the  machinery  of  the  County 
Councils  is  perfected,  when  you  may  be 
able  to  entrust  all  matters  of  this  kind  to 
such  bodies.  We  have  not  yet  arrived 
at  that  period.  We  have  not  that  abso- 
lute wisdom  and  purity  in  our  Local 
Government  which  we  could  desire — as 
was  evidenced  not  so  long  ago  in  the 
case  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
which  is  now  dead  and  gone.  In  some 
of  our  municipal  boroughs  also  we  have 
had  evidences  that  it  would  not  be  safe 
to  allow  them  to  take  away  a  man's  pro- 
perty without  giving  him  a  right  of 
to  a  Court  of  Law.      I   8too4 
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opposed  to  the  Amendment  in  the  Grand 
Committee,  and  I  stand  opposed  to  it 
now  ;  and  if  ■wo  divide  on  the  question 
I  shall  vote  with  the  Government. 

(6.49.)  Captain  BETHELL  :  I  with- 
draw  the  Amendment 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

(6.53.)  Captain  BETHELL  :  I  would 
suggest  the  insertion  of  the  words  "  of 
the  Local  or  County  Authority"  after 
the  words  "officers  of  health."  If  the 
local  medical  officer  has  a  right  to  point 
out  insanitary  conditions  he  should  re- 
port to  the  Local  Authority.  I  am  aware 
that  substantially  it  is  the  intention 
they  should  act,  but  I  think  he  should 
report  directly  to  the  Local  Board. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  30,  line 
13,  after  the  word  "health,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  of  the  Local  or  County 
Authority." — {Comniander  Bethell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(6.53.)      Mr.   RITCHIE:    I    do  not 

quite  understand  the  object  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  in  moving  the  Amend- 
ment. This  object  is  amply  provided 
for  under  Clause  53.  He  wishes  that 
instead  of  the  Medical  Officer  of  Health 
of  the  County  Council  reporting  to  the 
Council  he  shall  report  to  the  Local 
Authority  ;  but  surely  the  officer  should 
report  to  the  Authority  under  whom  he 
acts,  and  it  is  for  that  Authority  to  take 
action. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  46, 
line  14,  after  the  word  "representation," 
to  insert  the  words  "or  complaint." — 
(J/r.  Hilchie.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  46, 
line  18,  after  the  word  "Authority,"  to 
insert  the  word*  "or  to  the  medical 
officer  of  such  Authority."  —  (Mr. 
Nilchie.) 

•(6.54.)  Earl  COMPTON  :  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  that 
makes  sense  of  the  clause,  or  if  it  is  good 
English  J  Should  not  the  word  "as"  be 
introduced  to  make  it  read  ? 

•(6.54.)  Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  think  for 
the  present  it  had  better  go  as  it  is.      It 


is  not,  I  believe,  an  uncommon  thing  for 
an  Act  of  Parliament  to  be  ungram- 
matical. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

•(6.56.)  Me.  RITCHIE  :  With  the 
object  of  preparing  for  the  Amendment 
I  shall  propose  to  Clause  56,  dealing 
with  areas  situated  in  more  than  one 
county,  I  move  the  omission  of  the 
words  from  "  certificate "  to  "  and  "  in 
lines  17. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  55, 
line  17,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"certificate"  to  the  word  "and." — (Afr. 
Hilchie.) 

(6.56.)  Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset, 
E.)  ;  I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  the  same  object  in  his  Amend- 
ment as  I  liave  in  the  Amendment  of 
which  I  have  given  notice,  but  we  differ 
in  that  he  would  have  the  application 
made  to  the  authority  having  the  larger 
jurisdiction  in  the  area,  and  I  would 
have  application  made  to  both  authori- 
ties over  the  area.  I  do  not  see  quite 
why  the  jurisdiction  of  one  of  the  County 
Authorities  should  be  excluded. 
•(6.57.)  Mr.  RITCHIE:  Ik  is  unde- 
sirable that  two  applications  should  be 
made  to  two  County  Councils  before 
anything  can  be  done  in  a  particular  area, 
and  it  is  desirable  that  the  action  taken 
should  be  under  one  authority.  There- 
fore, I  propose  in  Clause  56  to  provide 
that  the  authority  shall  be  with  the  body 
having  the  more  extended  jurisdiction 
in  the  area  in  question. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (ifr.  Brodrick.) 

•(7.11.)  Sm  WALTER  FOSTER 
(Derby,  Ilkeston)  :  I  have  to  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  having  so 
much  improved  the  Bill  in  Committee. 
He  has  made  it  more  effective,  by  ac- 
cepting my  Amendments  to  make  one 
part  of  the  Bill  imperative,  and  I  am  glad 
he  has  shown  throughout  such  a  con- 
ciliatory spirit.  The  Local  Authorities 
now  have  a  measure  under  which  they 
will  be  able  to  work  with  great  efficiency 
for  the  improvement  of  the  public  health. 
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(7.12.)  SiK  L.  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds, 
S.) :  I  am  glad  to  join  in  the  con- 
gratalationa  of  vaj  liou.  Friend  in  re- 
gard to  the  improvements  which  have 
been  iatroduced  into  the  Bill,  and 
I  likewise  congratulate  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  on  having  passed  a  consolida- 
tory  measure.  The  consolidation  in 
itself  is  an  enormous  gain  to  the  com- 
munity, but  important  improvements  of 
the  law  have  been  introduced. 

•Mk.  RITCHIE:  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  kind  words  they 
have  used  in  regard  to  my  action  and 
the  Bill  generally.  I  should  like  to  say 
this  final  word.  Now  that  the  law  on 
this  subject  has  been  consolidated  and 
amended  in  such  a  way  as  to  remove  a 
great  many  difBcuIties,  I  hope  that 
Local  Authorities  will  feel  the  responsi- 
bility now  cast  upon  them,  and  take  care 
Ihnt  the  law  is  put  into  operation.  That 
will  result  in  an  enormous  advantage  to 
the  public  health  of  the  community  and 
the  general  good  of  the  country. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CENSUS   (ENGLAND   AND    WALES) 
BILL.— (No.  385.) 
SECOND   KE^DINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
•Mil.  RITCHIE:  I  shall  have  to 
trouble  the  House  for  but  a  short  time 
in  reference  to  this  Bill.  The  House 
will  readily  understand  that  when  the  year 
approaches  when  the  census  has  to  be 
taken  the  Government  receive  alarge  num- 
ber of  suggestions  for  its  improvement. 
I  have  had  noezperienceof  thesuggestions 
made  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
before  he  introduces  his  Budget,  but  if 
they  are  anything  like  as  numerous  as 
the  suggestions  which  have  been  made  to 
me  with  regard  to  the  census,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  a  great  deal 
of  work  east  on  him.  The  suggestions 
which  have  been  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment, from  time  to  time,  are  easily 
divisible  under  two  heads — one  a  desire 
for  increased  information,  and  the  other 
a  desire  that  the  census  shall  be  taken 
at  more  frequent  intervals  than  hitherto. 
I  can  assure  the  gentlemen  who  have 
made  suggestions  as  to  the  first  point 
that  the  Government  sympathise  with 
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those  who  desire  to  take  advantage  of  an 
opportunity  like  this  to  obtain  accurate 
and  valuable   information  upon   a  large 
number  of  subjects.    It  will  be  admitted, 
however,  that  sach  information  would  be 
dearly  bought  if  obtained  at  the  expense 
of  accuracy.     The   more    numerous  the 
questions  to  be  put  to  the  householders 
the  greater  the  chance  not  only,  perhaps, 
of  meeting  with  opposition  on  the  part 
of   the    householder,    but  of    receiving 
answers  which  are  not  entirely  satisfac- 
tory from  the  point  of  view  of  accuracy. 
In  illustration  of  the  minute  information 
which  is  desired  by  some  persons,  repre- 
sentations have  been  made,  not  only  that 
the    householder    should    be    asked    as 
to    whether    ur    not    he    comes    under 
the    great    head    of    employed   or    em- 
ployer,  but  also,  if  employed,   that  he 
should    give    particulars,    for    instance, 
OS    to    what    particular    seam    of    coal 
he   works    in.     Another    class    of    sug- 
gestions  mode    is  that   some    provision 
should  be  made  by  which  the  information 
obtained   through   the   Census   Retuma 
may    be    made    available   for   purposes 
other  than  statistical.    One  hon.  Member 
has  urged  very  strongly  that  the  number 
of  uhildren  and  their  ages  would  be  most 
valuable  to  the  School  Board  Authorities, 
and  ought  to  be  suppUed  to  them.     No 
doubt  this  information  would  be  of  some 
value  if  so  applied,  but  I  deprecate  in 
the  strongest  possible  manner  the  making 
use  of  information  obtained  for  purely 
statistical  purposes  for  such  purposes  as 
have  been   indicated.      If  we   departed 
from  the  f/un/ii-confidential  cliaracter  of 
the  information  sought  for,  a  spirit  of 
hostility   would  undoubtedly   be   raised 
on  the    part    of    those   who    are   asked 
to    give    the   answers,    thereby    adding 
enormously  to  the  difilculties  of  obtain- 
ing accurate  information.     The  greatest 
mistake     would     be     made     if     people 
were    led  to  suppose  that  the  informa- 
tion   asked     for    would    be     used    for 
the  purpose  of  setting  the  law  ag&inst 
them,  either  with   regard  to  the  atten- 
dance of  children  at  school  or  any  other 
subject.       Another    representation    has 
been    mode    as    to    the     period    which 
elapses     betweeu    the    taking     of    the 
census,  and  the  establishment  of  some* 
thing  like  a  permanent  census  office  has 
been    advocated.       A     more     frequent 
census  would  undoubtedly  be  attended 
I  with  many  advantages.     There  are  many 
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strong  iirguments  to  be  used  in  favour  of 
taking  a  quinquenual  census,  bat  the 
question  is  one  largely  of  cost.  If 
Parliament  at  some  future  time  should 
consider  that  the  cost  may  properly  Ix* 
incurred,  I  have  no  doubt  that  iuformii- 
tion  of  considerable  imporUmce  and 
great  value  may  be  so  obtained.  The 
Government  thought  that  the  bust  course 
to  pursue  in  regard  to  these  vai'ious 
suggestions  was  to  refer  the  matter  to  a 
Select  Committee.  That  was  accortlingly 
done,  and  a  Committee  was  appointed, 
wliioh  sat  uuder  the  chairniansliip  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  They 
have  gone  carefully  into  the  whole 
subject,  and,  for  my  part,  I  beg  to  thank 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  pains 
and  trouble  he  and  the  Committee  have 
taken  in  their  inquiry.  The  conclusions 
arrived  at  by  the  Committee  are — (1 )  As 
to  the  infonnation  to  be  obtained,  they 
suggest  that  on  the  front  of  the  Return 
should  apjieiir  coluinus  in  which  the 
lionseholder  am  enter  whether  he  is  an 
employer  or  employed,  or  neither.  (2) 
That  persons  living  on  their  means  shall 
be  invited  to  state  the  fact  in  the  Return  ; 
and  (3)  That  thenumberof  rooms  occupied 
by  a  family,  if  les,s  than  five  rnonia, 
shall  be  stated  on  the  fuc*-  of  the  Return. 
I  can  imagine  many  diHunilties  arising 
in  connection  with  the  first  point.  I  can 
imagine  that  some  ptjrsons  may  feel  great 
doubts  iw  to  which  of  these  columns  they 
should  cuter  their  names  in,  and  many 
pornons  will  enter  themselvi'S  as  eni- 
j)loyfrs  iif  labour  when  they  are  for  all 
practical  purp<jses  employeJ.  In  defer- 
ence, however,  to  the  rocoiumendation  of 
the  Committee,  the  Government  propose  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  which  they  have 
made.  In  the  ensuing  ccusus,  therefore, 
it  is  proposed  to  ask  the  householder 
to  state  whether  ho  is  employed 
or  employer,  or  neither,  and  whether 
he  i«  living  on  his  means.  No 
change  iu  the  Bill  is  necessary  to 
carry  out  these  recommendations.  It 
is  merely  a  ((uestion  as  to  the  form  of 
the  Pa[)er  and  the  Instructions,  and  this 
can  be  done  under  the  old  form  of  the 
Bill.  But  a  slight  modification  of  the 
Bill  is  necessary  in  order  to  enable  the 
householder  to  be  asked  what  number  of 
rooms  the  family  occupies,  if  less  than 
five ;  and  this  change  is  provided  for 
in  the  Bill.  As  to  a  more  frequent 
census,  and  a  penoaaent  ceusus  oilice, 


the  Committee  reported  that  midway 
between  the  decennial  periods  the  num- 
ber of  the  population,  ages,  and  sexea 
should  be  ascertained,  and  that  a  small 
branch  of  the  Census  Department  ought 
to  be  established.  But  it  should  be 
noticed  that  the  Committee  were  not 
unanimous.  Sir  Reginald  Welby  has 
made  an  alternative  suggestion,  and  the 
question  of  cost  is  one  which  remains 
largely  in  doubt.  In  these  cireumstances 
the  Government  do  not  think  it  desirable 
to  provide  in  the  present  Bill  for  the  taking 
of  the  census  five  years  after  next  year. 
But  the  form  of  the  Bill  does  not  in  any 
way  jirejudiee  or  prejudge  the  considera- 
tion of  a  quinquennial  census.  The 
Government  wUl  undertake  to  carefully 
consider  the  Report  of  the  Committee, 
and  to  go  into  the  estimates  of  the  cost ; 
and  before  the  period  arrives  they  will 
be  prepared  to  state  the  conclusions 
come  to.  Some  evidence  has  been 
received  by  tlio  Committee  on  the 
subject  of  a  Religious  Census,  but 
no  recommendations  have  been  made. 
There  are  indications  in  the  Report,  how- 
ever, which  seem  to  show  that  at  least 
some  members  of  the  Committee  were 
not  adverse  to  a  Ri-ligiovis  Census.  Per- 
sonally, I  think  then-  is  a  good  deal  to  be 
said  in  its  favour.  But  the  Government 
Lave  not  thought  it  advisable  to  go  beyond 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee, 
and.  therefore,  there  will  be  no  provision 
in  the  Bill  for  taking  a  Religious  Census. 
I  fts.surt'  the  House  that  the  Government 
will  wirefully  consider  all  the  suggestions 
which  have  been  made  Viy  the  Committee, 
other  than  those  to  which  I  have  re-j 
f erred  and  which  do  not  entail  legisla- 
tion, and  we  will  endeavour  to  see  that 
their  recommendations  are  carried  out. 
1  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed," 
"That  the   Bill    be  now  read   a  second 
time." — {Air.  R'Uchie.) 

•(7,30.)  Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD 
(Queen's  Co.,  Ossory)  :  I  would  point  out 
that  while  as  between  England  and 
Ireland  the  Bills  are  utterly  distinct, 
the  difference  as  between  England 
and  Scotland  is  very  slight,  and 
in  the  latter  ease  mainly  consists 
in  this,  that  while  in  England  the 
authority  for  taking  the  census  is  the 
Local  Goveruoieut  Board  in  Scotland  it 
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ciently  detailed  ;  it  is  not  exact ;  and  I 
despair  of  your  getting  anything  like  a 
real  description  of  tho  industrial  organi- 
sation of  our  country  unless  you  get 
more  permanent  mivchincrj',  and  the  ser- 
vice of  men  whose  attention  is  constantly 
directsd  to  the  compilation  of  these 
details.  So  with  reference  to  the  other 
points  brought  before  us  by  medical 
officers.  We  were  constantly  impressed 
by  the  necessity  of  getting  a  permanent 
official  staS  to  do  the  work.  I  hope  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Boird  will  see  that 
something  is  done  townrds  this  end,  in 
concurrence  with  tho  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigan  to  recommend  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  i-eligious  census. 
The  Committee  approached  that  subject 
•with  a  pirfectly  dispassionate  mind.  It 
put  on  record  the  fact  thnt  a  religious 
oensus  is  taken  in  all  our  colonies,  where, 
I  suppose,  religious  separation  is  as 
marked  as  it  is  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
It  also  put  on  record  the  fact  that  the 
reb'giouB  census  is  twken  in  Ireland. 
Although,  on  the  last  occasion,  the  Re- 
turn was  made  optional,  still  I  think,  out 
of  the  whole  population  of  Ireland,  there 
were  only  some  3,000  persons  who  did 
not  give  information  as  to  their  religions 
belief.  But  we  felt  that  there  were 
political  difficulties  which  prevailed, 
and  we  were  unable  to  advise  the 
present  Government  to  occupy  a  posi- 
tion which  had  not  been  taken  up 
by  its  predecessors.  I  am  not  quite  sure 
whether,  in  the  discussion  in  1880,  I  did 
not  then  take  an  opinion  in  favour  of 
making  the  Return.  If  the  political 
■condition  of  the  country  would  allow  it, 
I  should  be  delighted  if  the  Return  were 
mitde  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt,  just  a^  in 
Ireland  you  have  got  a  Return  after  Dia- 
est-vblishment,  so  in  Scotland  you  would 
get  a  Return  without  objection  if  you  got 
Disestablislimont  in  Scotland.  Objections 
would  disappear  if  once  you  had  Dis- 
«8tab1i8hmcnt.  It  was  so  in  Ireland,  iind 
it  would  be  so  iu  England.  But  what- 
ever the  country  is  going  to  do  in  regard 
to  the  manner  of  taking  the  census,  it  is 
extremely  neoes.sary  that  you  should 
have  good  workers  at  the  lx)ttom.  Now, 
the  choice  of  enumerators  is  a  very  im- 
portant matter.  In  Ireland  the  jwlice 
are  used,  and  they  do  the  work  extivmely 
well.  But  we  cannot  do  that  in  Groat 
Mr.  Courtney 
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Britain,  where  the  police  are  not  an 
Imperial  body.  Nor  could  the  postme 
or  retired  soldiers  be  used.  Wv  wer 
obliged  to  leave  the  question  very  maof 
as  we  found  it,  namely,  to  leave  it  to  thfl 
District  Registrars,  subject  to  tlie  appr 
bationof  the  Superintendent  Registrars, 
subject,  again,  to  the  Rfgisti-ar  General. 
Bat  we  suggested  that  a  rather 
stringent  Circular  should  be  issued  to 
the  District  Registnirs  with  respect 
the  choice  of  enunierattirs.  Tliere 
another  matter  on  which  we  have 
better  jirospect  than  ou  the  last  occasionj 
In  1881  the  Registrar,  in  working  out  the 
Schedule,  employed  a  staff  of  clerks,  and 
there  wasanunsatisfactory  Report  as  to  the 
clerks  employed.  They  were  recommended 
without  reference  to  their  education  or 
intellectual  and  moral  qualifications,  and 
one  of  the  gentlemen  engaged  in  the 
census  informed  me  that  he  had  after- 
wards met  two  or  three  of  the  clerks,  who 
turned  out  to  he  not  unknown  to  the 
Criminal  Law  !  We  have  made  a  recom- 
mendation for  bringing  into  operation  the 
principle  of  competitive  examination  in 
respect  of  these  clerks.  It  is  probably  not 
necessary  to  have  a  complete  revision  in 
respect  of  the  Lower  Division  clerks  ;  but 
I  think  we  shall  have  an  adequate 
supply  of  fairly  well-trained  clerks  to 
do  this  work,  and  in  this  respect  we  may 
get  better  census  machinery.  If  wc  are 
going  to  make  a  census,  that  which 
statisticians  desire ;  if  we  are  going  to 
gratify  that  passion  for  statistics  with 
which  I  remember  tho  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  once  confessed  he  was 
animated  ;  if  the  census  is  to  be  made  a 
picture  of  the  nation  in  its  distribution, 
its  pursuits,  and  its  intellectual  advance- 
ment, there  must  lie  at  the  t«'>p  a  perma- 
nent organisation  continually  looking 
after  the  work,  and  perfecting  it,  and 
making  it  their  business  in  life.  L'nleSB 
we  do  this,  none  of  the  results  we 
desire  to  obtain  are  likely  to  be  arrived 
at. 

(8.2.)  The  CHANCELLOR  or  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschev,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square)  :  In  reply  to 
my  right  hou.  Friend,  I  beg  to  assure 
him  that  if  we  have  not  introduced 
into  this  Bill  any  arningeraent  for 
holding  a  quinquennial  census,  it  must 
by  no  means  be  considered  that  we  pro- 
nounce against  sui'h  a  scheme  as  tha 
which  has  been  described  by  the  rig  h 
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(7.42.)  Mb.COURTNEY:  The  Presi- 
dent <if  the  Lixjal  Governineiit  Bonrd  has 
made  a  kind  ix-ferenrc  tn  the  labours  of  the 
Committee  of  which  I  have  hail  the 
honour  to  be  Chairman.  Wiiile  appre- 
ciating the  kind  words  of  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  1 
regret  to  find  that  the  Committee's 
labours  have  produced  so  small  a  result. 
Their  chief  recommendations  were  a 
quinquennial  cenans,  and  the  estahHsh- 
munt  of  a  permanent  Census  Office. 
Everything  else  would  have  followed,  as 
a  matter  of  cour.se,  from  these.  If  there 
was  to  be  no  quinquennial  census,  a 
Census  Office  miirht  represent  a  waste  of 
orgiinising  labour  ;  hut  if  there  was  to  be 
such  a  census,  a  permanent  Census  Office 
was  almost  a  necessity.  The  Committee 
went  into  the  inquiry  with  no  definite 
opinions  one  way  or  another  ;  but,  the 
evidence  given  before  them  was  over- 
whelmina:  in  favour  of  a  quinquennial 
census,  if  the  census  was  to  be  useful  for 
legislative    purposes.      The   fluctuations 

Eof  the  population  all  over  the  country, 
especially  in  the  mining  and  niannf.ie- 
turing  districts,  are  so  considerable  and 
remarkable  that  at  the  end  of  five  yeai-s 
the  results  of  the  last  census  became  of 
little  value.  The  Committee  had  bafore 
them  many  medical  officers,  who  were 
a,ll  strongly  in  favour  of  a  quinquennial 
census.  This  is,  moreover,  the  practice 
of  almost  every  civilised  community, 
not  only  on  the  Continent,  but 
also  iu  the  colonies  of  tireat  Britain. 
We  wore  unanimous  in  that  conclusion. 
With  respect  to  the  question  raised  by 
Sir  Reginald  Welby,  we  were  unable  ti> 
8ta(«  what  cost  would  be  involved  in  it. 
We  knew  it  would  be  a  limited  cost. 
Taking  it  at  its  maximum  of  10  yeai-s, 
that  would  be  exactly  double  the  cost 
of  the  quinquennial  census,  and  tho  re- 
sult would  be  comjjaratively  the  insigni- 
ficant sum  of  £170,000  additional  cost. 
Considering  the  sums  we  (lay  in  respect 
of  matters  to  which  this  is  ancillary,  and 
■which  this  additional  exju'iiditure  might 
tend  to  economise,  I  must  confess  that  I 
ooktothequestion  of  expense  as  savouring 
rather  of  delusion.  Sir  Reginald  Welby 
did  his  duty,  and  made  an  a<.ldition  to  the 
port  of  the  Committee  over  which 
presided.  But  I  think  the  Chan- 
llor  of  the  Exchequer,  if  it  had 
me  before  him,  would  have  done 
IS  duty  ;  and  if  it  should  come 
VOL.  CCCXLVIL     [tuied  sehies.] 


liefore  him,  will  do  his  duty  by  put- 
ting tiiat  addition  aside.  I  speak  now 
us  one  who  lias  been  both  inside  and 
outside  the  Treasury.  I  know  what  it 
is  to  do  duty  in  the  caimcity  of  raising 
ray  wftteh-dog  bark,  and  then  being 
{mtted  on  the  back  and  told  I  was 
a  "good  dog."  But  the  thing  hes  been 
done  in  spite  of  my  warning  ;  and  if  I 
had  been  in  a  superior  position  in  the 
Treasury,  I  should  have  done  the  same 
thing.  Sir  Reginald  Welby  hassimplydone 
right  in  calling  attention  to  the  question  ; 
but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  I 
do  hope  will,  sooner  or  later — as  soon  as 
possible — act  upon  the  broader  view  and 
proceed  with  the  expenditure  which  has 
been  rectimmended.  It  is  of  a  verj'  moder- 
ata  character  indeed,  and  such  as  ought 
to  he  freely  and  generously  indulged  in 
respect  to  the  work  which  I  have  sug- 
gested. If  a  quinquennial  census  is  to 
be  taken,  the  Registrar  and  his  assistants 
must  be  continuously  at  work  iu  the 
preceding  years.  There  ought  to  be  two 
or  three  officers  always  at  work  on  the 
census.  In  other  countries,  and  in  our 
colonies,  they  are,  in  fact,  always  hard 
at  work  on  the  census,  and  they  are  ■ 
able  to  do  really  good  work.  There  were 
many  saggestiona  of  importance  which 
we  were  not  able  to  entertain  iu  any 
degree,  hut  the  advantage  of  which  wo 
felt  if  they  could  be  carried  out.  If  wo 
hftfl  the  plan  ot  a  quinquennial  census, 
then  the  other  things  to  which 
statistical  inquiry  was  directed  would  be 
carried  out  almost  as  a  matter  of  oiurea. 
For  instance,  thero  is  the  important 
matter  of  an  industrial  census.  The- 
industrial  census  of  England  is  very 
inferior  in  apparent  results  to,  at  all' 
events,  the  census  of  tho  United  States 
and  of  Switzerland.  I  say  apparent  results, 
because  their  accuracy  is  impugned. 
Therefore,  though  an  industrial  census 
is  less  full,  it  may  be  more  trustworthy, 
and  more  valuable  in  the  end.  While  we 
were  unable  toexamine  into  the  charges  of 
inaccuracy  brought  against  the  censuses  ■ 
of  other  countries,  we  were  fully  con- 
vinced of  the  inaccuracy  of  our  own  iu- 
this  respect.  We  had  very  muck 
pressed  upon  us  the  extreme  deficiency 
of  tho  industrial  census  of  England, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that,  as  a 
picture  of  our  working  population,  the 
industrial  census  that  we  have  takei^ 
is  very  unsatisfactory.  It  is  not  snfiU 
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going  to  do  their  best  to  make  the 
local  enumerators  butter  in  chat-acter 
if  they  cmi  ;  they  are  going  to  make  the 
local  registrars  feel  that  the  census-taking 
is  not  a  matter  of  local  jobbery  for  their 
friends,  hut  an  occasion  for  them  to  do 
the  best  they  can  to  get  efficient  men  as 
enumenitcrs.  The  Treasurj-,  too,  are 
bent  Dii  8  curing  the  services  of  a  credi- 
table body  of  men  to  carry  out  the  work 
■which  will  be  inangunited  next  year. 
These  things  give  us  some  hope  that  the 
Governmf  lit  is  looking  at  the  matter  in 
a  serious  spirit,  and  that  they  are 
anxious  in  every  way  to  secure  tliat 
the  Census  of  1891  shall  in  many  ways 
be  in  advance  of  the  census  of  10  years 
ago.  I  have  one  practical  suggestion  to 
make.  It  was  certainly  urged  in  the 
evidence  before  the  Committee  that 
many  of  the  working  men  who  fill 
up  the  Return  do  not  I'eally  care  much 
about  the  matter.  I  suggest  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  his  Department, 
or  the  Census  De|3artment,  should  addres.s 
a  polite  letter  to  the  three  great  organised 
bodies  of  working  men  urging  them  to 
take  the  matter  up  as  one  of  interest 
from  their  own  point  of  view.  I  believe 
sacli  an  appeal  would  bo  of  great  value.  A 
letter  might  bo  written  to  the  Parliamen- 
tary Committee  of  the  Trades  Unions,  to 
the  Central  Biwiy  of  the  Co-operative 
Societies,  and  tti  the  leading  Friendly 
Societies.  I  feel  convinced  that  those 
bodies  will  urge  all  their  more  intelligent 
juerabers  to  look  at  the  census  not  as 
a  mere  mechanical  matter,  but  as  a 
matter  which,  if  intelligently  dealt  with, 
-will  increase  the  amount  of  accurate 
information. 
•(8.48.)  Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  think  the 
census  should  furnish  the  people  with  an 
accurate  Return  of  the  foreign  jiopula- 
tion  in  the  United  Kingdom.  According 
to  the  Census  of  1881  the  number  of 
foreigners  in  the  United  Kingdom  was 
136,000,  and  in  England  and  Wales 
118,000.  Taking  the  total  population  of 
England  and  Wales,  this  shows  a  j>er- 
centage  of  foreigners  of  '42.  The  ac- 
curacy of  the  Return  has  been  much 
questioned.  I  notice  that  by  Sec- 
tion 5  of  the  Bill  the  census  is  to 
show  the  birthplace  of  every  living 
person  abiding  in  a  house  on  the  night  of 
the  census  day  ;  hut  if  that  provision  is 
not  amended,  the  children  of  foreign 
Mr.  A.  Adaitd 


parents,  Ijorn  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
will  be  returned,  not  as  foreigners,  hut 
as  Enghsli,  or  Scotch,  or  Irish,  as  the 
case  may  bo.  It  is  very  important  thai 
the  Government  should  see  their  way  t* 
obtain  correct  information  concerning- 
the  number  of  foreigners  in  the  country, 
not  only  of  pt-rsons  b»Tn  abroad,  but  of 
the  children  of  foreign  fwirents  born  in 
this  country,  together  with  informi 
tion  as  to  the  occapation  of  sm 
foreigners. 

•(8.50.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  When  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  referred  to  the  favourable 
views  of  the  Government  \\\  induitr 
statistics,  I  could  not  help  thinking  of  tl 
difficulty  already  experienced  in  tha' 
branch  of  the  industrial  statistics  to 
which  I  have  specially  directed  my  atten- 
tion. In  18SC  the  House  viewed 
favourably  a  prop<p8al  which  I  then  made 
to  it,  and  a  Department  of  Labour  Statist 
tics  was  established  in  connection  wi 
the  Board  of  Trade.  We  know  that 
America  the  labour  statistics  are 
more  complete  than  here.  I  am  afraii 
the  Treasury  has  greatly  crippled  th& 
Industrial  Statistical  Depiirtment  of  lh» 
Board  of  Trade,  and  I  would  suggest 
that  in  connection  with  any  permanent 
Collection  of  statistics  the  Government 
might  well  consider  that  there  is  a  mean* 
now  at  their  disposal  of  obtiiiniug  reliable 
inform.ation.  I  hardly  take  the  view  en- 
tertained by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mi*. 
Aclnnd)  as  to  the  facility  with  whu 
statistics  may  be  got  from  the  workrae: 
themselves.  The  experience  up  to  the 
present  has  been  rather  in  the  othi 
direction.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  if  M] 
Burnett,  or  whoever  is  the  per* 
responsible,  had  more  clerical  assistani 
more  might  be  done.  As  far  luck 
1S87  wo  were  promised  the  presoutati 
iif  three  different  parts  of  statist 
relating  to  wage.  We  have  only  recetvi 
two  at  present.  The  delay  in  presenting 
these  and  other  Labour  Statistical 
Returns  renders  them  almost  worthless-. 
These  matters  are  of  fftr  more 
importance  than  some  may  think. 
Labour  questions  are  forced  on  the 
House,  and  it  is  only  in  consequence  of 
pussessingaocurato  knowledgethat  repUe* 
can  be  made  to  those  who  raise  cases  of 
hardship  in  the  House.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  think  that  the  general  condi- 
tion of  the  working  classes  is  far  better 
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than  it  was.  I  tliink  it  is  an  improving 
cwndition,  and  that  even  the  cases  of 
poverty  and  misery  in  large  centres 
of  population  are  in  proportion  to  popula- 
tion more  rare  than  they  vrere.  But 
unless  one  ia  able  to  show  by  statistics 
tjiat  thi's  is  so,  he  is  placed  at  a  great 
disailvantage.  It  would  he  a  vast  im- 
provement if  the  Census  Department 
were  made  permanent,  and  I  think  even 
thousands  of  pounds  would  ba  economi- 
(KiUy  spent  in  making  the  Department 
permanent.  In  connection  with  the 
textile  industries,  w^e  have  accurate  in- 
formation as  to  the  hours  of  working 
and  the  wages  paid  to  something  like 
893,000  workers.  There  is  no  reason 
that  what  has  been  done  in  the  textile 
industries  should  not  be  done  in  other 
indu.strial  departments  of  the  country. 
It  would,  I  think,  prevent  some  of  the 
•difficulties  that  arise  when  contrast  is 
mode  between  the  industries  of  this 
•country  and  of  other  countries.  I  do 
not  think  that  we  can  quite  hope  that 
the  great  Trade  Societies  can  be  relied 
Hpon  ta  do  as  much  as  we  would  wish. 
Only  something  like  one-third  of  the 
Societies — I  admit  they  include  some  of 
tte  very  largest  Societies — have  made 
Returns  of  statistics  to  the  Department 
now  existing,  and  there  are  no  means  at 
present  of  urging  the  Societies  on.  I 
trust  the  Government  will  give  us  the 
assui-ance  that  they  will  take  such  stejjs 
that  we  shall  not  te  in  the  dark  when  a 
question  affecting  indu.stry  is  under  dis- 
cussion, but  be  able  to  refer  to  the  precise 
figures  of  each  industry. 

•(8.56.)  Me.  S.  T.  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid) :  I  am  anxious  to  point  out  that  the 
Bill  does  not  provide  that  particulars  shall 
be  given  as  to  whether  the  persons  in 
Wales  speak  Welsh  only,  or  Welsh  and 
English.  The  Scotch  Bill  contains  the 
provision  that  particulars  shall  bo  given 
as  to  whether  the  people  speak  Gaelic 
only,  or  Gnelic  and  English.  I  believe 
it  is  conceded  by  everybody  that  the 
Welsh  people  take  a  greater  interest  in 
their  language  than  the  English  do,  and 
certainly  more  than  the  Sc(jtch  or  Irish 
do.  This  Session  a  Report  of  a  Royal 
Commission  baa  been  presented  to  the 
House  in  the  Welsh  language,  wliile 
the  Scotch  have  never  had  a  Report  pre- 
sented in  Gaelic,  or  the  Irish  in  Irish. 
That  in  itself  shows  that  the  Welsh 
people   do  take  very  great  interest  in 


their  language,  and  that  the  House  is 
prepared  to  admit  the  fact.  I  believe 
there  ia  not  a  single  periodical  published 
in  the  Irish  language,  nor  a  single 
]>eriodical  published  in  Gaelic,  although 
Gaelic  {laragraphs  are  sometimes  pub- 
lished in  Engh'sh  newspapers ;  but  in 
Wales  we  have  nearly  40  periodicals  and 
newspapers  pnbhshed  in  the  Welsh 
language.  Even  the  burden  of  the 
Welsh  national  song  is  the  expression 
of  a  wi.sh  that  "the  old  language 
may  endure ;"  and  it  is,  in  fact, 
becoming  more  spoken.  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  is  disposed,  I  know,  to 
give  favourable  consideration  to  our 
suggestion,  and  I  hope  he  will  say  that 
he  will  give  effect  to  it  when  the  Bill  is 
in  Committee.  I  do  not  think  there 
will  be  any  objection  from  any  quarter 
of  the  House.  Whatever  may  be  the 
differences  in  creed  or  ])olitics,  Welsh 
opinion  is  certainly  united  upon  this,  and 
I  do  not  think  the  increase  of  cost  will 
be  very  much  to  providt)  these  additional 
particul.irs  in  the  Return.  1  would 
venture  also  to  make  one  more  appeal, 
though  if  1  cannot  have  both  granted,  I 
would  more  particuhirly  urge  the  first. 
But,  I  would  ask,  would  it  not  be  pos- 
sible to  issue  the  Census  Papers  in  the 
Welsh  language  1  Notices  for  increase 
of  taxation  are  thus  made  known  to  the 
Welsh  people,  and  I  think  concebsion 
might  be  carried  as  fur  us  I  have  indi- 
cated. 
•(9.3.)  SiB  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston):  I  quite  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aa  to  the  desirability  of 
not  encumberingthe  Census  Returns  with 
too  many  details,  but  still  there  are 
directions  in  which  they  might  be  im- 
proved, especially  in  regard  to  industrial 
statistics,  and  possibly  in  the  direction 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  has  just  re- 
ferred. It  is  essential  that  the  Returns 
should  bo  efficient  and  yet  simple,  so  that 
they  may  be  "  understimded  of  the 
people."  I  heard  with  considerable  satis- 
faction the  sympathetic  words  i  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  as  to  a  quinquen- 
nial census,  and  I  hope  that  sjTnpathy 
may  yet  find  a  practical  form  of  expres- 
sion before  the  Bill  passes  through  the 
House,  in  the  acceptance  lof  an  Amend- 
ment providing  for  a  quinquennial 
census.  I  urge  this  on  the  ground  of 
public  health.  Health  statistics  based 
on  population  have   dono  much  to  nrge 
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Sanitary  Authorities  to  the  dao  discharge 
of   their   duties,    but    based,    as    these 
statistics  have  to  be,  on  Decennial  Returns, 
they  are  ajit   to   bo   misleading;    and  I 
would  remind  tho   House   of   the   very 
strong   recommendation  of  the  Majority 
Rejxirt  of  the   Committee    in   favour  of 
Quinquennial    lleturns.       Sir    Rc'ginald 
Welby,  I    think,  was    tlie    only  memlier 
who  did  not  advis?  it.     I  am  surprised  to 
find  such  a  large  estimate  nia<le  of  tlie  cost 
of  this  simpler  Census ;  but  even  if  thecost 
should  be  as  much  as  some  witnesses  have  I 
stated,  I  think   tho  money  will   be    well  I 
spent,     for     it      virill      give      increased ' 
accuracy  to  the  weekly  statistics  of  tho  I 
birth-  and  lieath-nvtes.  In  growing  towns  I 
the  sanitary  conditions  areoften  the  worst,  I 
and  unlujftlthy  conditions  are  not  suffi- 
ciently rccJ>g7iiHC<d  ;  but  with  a  quinquen-  I 
nial  nnraliering  of  the  population  vital  | 
facts  would  bo  brought  out  in  a  way  that  ' 
must    exercise   far    more    influence    on  I 
Local     Authorities    than    now    obtains. 
Then,  also,  in  rural  districts,  where  often 
there  is  a  decline  in  jjopulation,  although 
yon  have  tho  death-rate  and   birth-rate 
calcahvted  you  do  not  get  tho  actual  and 
accurate    state   of    affairs,    because    the 
result  is  bu,sed  on  tho  previous  10  years' 
fluctuation  of  population.     There  is,  con- 
sequently,  not   tho    strong   incentive  to 
activity  upon  Lijcal  Authorities,  because 
the  statistics  ai'o  s^imewhat  conjectural. 
We    have    just    been    occupied    with    a 
Bill    to    improve    the    housing    of     the 
people,   a    IJill    wliich    has    been    made 
a    very    u.seful     mesisure    by    the    work 
of    the    Committee     up.stairs    and    the 
conciliatory  attitude  of  the  President  of 
the  Liical  Government  Board  ;  but  one  of 
the  strongest  arguments  to  enforoe  the 
action  of  Jjneal   Authorities  under  that 
Bill  would   b'l   to  provide   frequent  and 
accurate  vital  health  statistics,  such   as 
a    quinquennial    census  would    supjily. 
Tho    expense    entiviled,    even     th-mirh 
it  be    coiisider-aljks    would    come    hick 
to  us,  and  that   not   after  many  days, 
in  the  improved  sanitjiry  conditions  in 
which  our  |>o|iulation  would  live.  It  would 
entail  a  [X^rmanent  stiiff  ami  a  Census  De- 
partment, but  tliis  would  he  a  public  ad- 
vantage. Tliii'e  wiiuld  be  an  accumulation 
of  exporifuct;  from  ono  census  to  another 
in  the  sara.'  linnds  and  under  the  same 
officials,  who  would  get  a  greater  amount 
of  skill  in   taking   the  census  and  pre- 
senting the  I'c.snlw.     1  hoji«,  befoi-e  the 
Sir  Wnltvr  Fojfer 
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Bill    passes,   we   shall    have   a  definite 
statement    from   the    Government   that 
they  will  accept  an  Amendment  for 
quinquennial  census. 

•(9.10.)   Mb  TOMLINSON  (Preston)? 
There  is  a  question  as  to  the   date  for 
taking  the  census,  which,  thotigh  it  has 
not  been  raised  in  this  Debate  has  been 
alluded  to  outside,  and  this,  I  presume, 
is  an  open  one,  as  the  date  is   left   in 
italics  in  the  Bill.    Sunday  is  selected  a& 
the  day  when  people  arc  more   likely  to 
be  in  their  homes,  and  is  pnjbftbly  the 
most  suitvble  day  in  the  week.     But  the 
particular'Sunday  is  very  near  Enster. 
•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  Sundav  aft*iir. 
•All!.  TOMLINSON  :  That  is  a  day  on 
which  there  will  be  many  persons  who 
take  their  holidays  at  that  season  of  the 
year  who  will  not  have  returned  to  the;' 
homes,  ai\d  I  suggest  that  it  might 
desirable  to  make  the  date  a  week  Inter 
I    regret    that  it  has  not   been    found 
possible  to  include  the  religious  profes- 
sions of  people  in  England  and  .Scotland 
amongst  the  subjects  of  inquiry,  and   1 
do  not  see  good  ground  for  excluding 
this   information.     Whatever  might    be 
the  result,  I  am  sure  there  would  tie  no 
objection  on  the  jiart  of  the  Church  of 
England  to  a  religious  census. 
•(9. 1 4.)  Mk  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Central) :  1  am  glad  to  find  that 
the    Government    have    not   altogether 
decided  against  the  principle  of  a  quin- 
quennial   census,    and    I    venture     to 
suggest  that  now  is  the  proper  time  to 
arrive  at  a  decision  ;  for  if   it  should  be 
decided  upon,  it   would    be  introduced 
into  the  present  Bill,  and  there  would 
not  be  a  necessity  to  introduce  a  Census- 
Bill  every  five  years.     This  would  in- 
fluence the  apfKiintments  to  be  made  for 
I  carrying  out   the  work  ;  it   would   be  a 
permanent  staff,  and  somewhat  different 
I  to  tho  staff  appointed  fur  the  decennial 
census.     As  ex-chairman  of  the  .^^fcuis- 
tical  Society,  I  can  emphatically  say  that 
all    persons  interested    in    the    study   of 
statistics    have    the    strongest    feeling 
in    favour    of    a   quinquennial    census. 
For  purposes  of  comparison    10  years  is 
too  long    an    interval ;   and   in    ahnost 
every    country    and    in     our    coluuies, 
the     five     years'     census     is     adopted. 
My   hon.    Friend   (Sir   W.    Foster)   haa 
alluded  to  the   great  importance   of  the 
subject  of  vitjil  statistics,  Kud  I  may  men- 
tion that  the  Census  of  18l;t}    ln'ooght 
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out  the  fact,  as 
previous  Census 
average  duration 
in    men   hv    two 


compared    •with    the 
nf     1871,    that     the 
of  life  had  increased 
and    a   half,   and    in 
women  by  three  and  a  half  years,  the 
increase  beinjr  mainly  between  the  ages 
of    10  and  50  ;  above  50,  the  duration 
having  rather  declined.     What  may  be 
the  cause  of  this  very  interesting  fact 
is     still     matter    of    dispute  ;     but    it 
would  be  extremely  interesting  to  know 
whether  the  causes  operate  through  five 
years,  or  whether  they   have   stopped. 
With  regard  to  a  it-ligious  census,  1  think 
the  Government   have   done  wisely    in 
not  entering  upon  that  thorny  subjecL. 
I  am  sure,  if  they   had  entered  ujwn  it, 
we  should  have  found  the  Session  pro- 
longed  a   month.       There   is   a  strong 
feeling  that  the  religious  census  taken 
in  England  does  not  give  a  fair  indication 
of  the  relative  position  of  religious  sects. 
It    is    not    necessai'v     to    go    into    the 
subject  now,  but  undoubtedly  tliere  are 
grounds    for     believing     that   a    large 
number    of     people    are   unwilling    to 
declare     themselves    Noncunfonnists  so 
long  as  the  Established  Church  exists. 
When  the  J'JstablLshed   Church  ceases  to 
exist,  probably  there  will  be  no  greater 
difficulty  in    taking  a   religious   census 
here  than  in  Ireland  or  in  our  colonies. 
I  recollect  hearing  nf  a  census  in  one  of 
our   colunies    in   which    many    persons 
described    their   religious    profession   as 
"  £  a.  d."     It  is  a  somewhat  novel  form 
to  give   to  religious  opinion,   but  I  am 
not  sure  that  there  are  not  many  wor- 
shippers of    Mauimoti   among   us    who 
would  not  nnapprojiriately   come  under 
the  defioitiou  with  a  truthful  Return, 
but  who  now  classify  themselves  under 
the   Established   Church.     I   hope   that 
whatever  changes  may   be  made  in  the 
new  census,  the  same  classification  will 
be  followed  as  in  f^irmer  years,  else  it 
will  be  dillicult    to    make  comparisons. 
Whatever     additions     may     be     made, 
and       there      is      much      information 
desiriible,     I      hope     the     same     main 
classification   will  bo    followed.      Before 
the   Bill   pa.sse3    through    Committee   I 
trust    that   the    Government  will    have 
decided    as  to  whtther   a  quinquennial 
census  shall  bo  adopted  in  the   future. 
If  I  may  gather  from  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by   Members   the   view   of    Oie 
country,  I  think   that  change  would  be 
acceptable. 


(9.22.)  Mr.  D.  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  I  would  endorse  what  has  been 
urged  by  my  hoa.  Friend  (Mr.  S.T.  Evans) 
with  emphasis.  1  do  not  think  the 
,  people  of  England  realise  the  extent  to 
j  which  Welsh  is  spoken  in  the  Principality. 
I  It  is  the  language  of  pulpit,  press,  and 
people.  When  I  go  underground  among 
the  pitmen  in  the  collieries  I  have  to 
speak  in  Welsh,  and  as  you  walk  through 
the  streets  of  the  towns  yon  liear  the 
people  converse  in  Welsh.  Young 
children  of  English  parents  coming  to 
Wales  soon  leai-n  the  language,  and  seem 
to  prefer  to  uso  it.  One  of  the  few 
young  Irishmen  who  are  employed 
underground,  whom  I  met  with  the  other 
day,  I  found  using  Welsh  in  preference 
to  English.  It  is  preposterous  to  have 
in  Scotland  a  Return  of  the  Gtaelic-speak- 
ing  jiopulation — they  are  but  a  small 
proportion  of  the  people — while  in  Wales 
Welsh  is  the  language  of  at  least  two- 
thirds  of  the  population.  Official  recogni- 
tion has  been  given  to  the  Welsh 
language,  as  my  hon.  Friend  has  pointed 
out,  by  the  Report  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
Commission  being  published  in  Welsh, 
and  I  may  also  mention  the  Local 
Government  Act.  The  sale  of  that  Act 
in  Welsh  must  not  be  taken  as  any  in- 
dication of  the  number  of  people  who 
read  tlie  language,  because  it  was 
published  late,  and  a  very  good  transla- 
tion had  already  been  circulated  by 
private  individuals. 

•(9.25.)  Sir  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  :  I 
support  the  appeal  for  the  inclusion 
of  Welsh-speaking  statistics  in  the 
Returns,  and  1  do  so  from  a 
somewhat  different  point  of  view 
to  my  hon.  Friends.  They  wish  to 
bring  out  the  extent  to  which  the 
language  is  spoken,  as  I  do  also ;  but  I 
also  wish  to  bring  out  clearly  the  limita- 
tions of  its  use.  Many  questions  are 
continually  arising,  sometimes  of  a 
political,  often  of  a  social  character,  and 
they  are  dealt  with  on  the  as-sumption 
by  many  persons,  not  that  the  Welsh 
language  prevails  in  the  interior  of 
Wales,  but  as  if  Welsh  were  the  only 
language  used.  Now,  when  we  come  to 
discuss  such  questions,  for  example,  as 
Welsh  Home  Rule,  I  have  a  strong 
opinion  that  we  shall  find  that  a  large 
proportion  of  t\w  people  have  no  use 
whatever  for  the  Welsh  language,  and 
that   Home   Rule   for  Wales  might    be 
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materially  influenced  in  favour  of  tlie 
Bolation  I  should  prefer  to  seek  by  the 
knowledge  this  census  would  give.  But 
I  entirely  endorse  the  appeal  made  by 
my  bon.  Friends,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
acceded  to.  I  won  Id  also  supjwrt  the 
view  that  the  census  should  bo  taken 
more  frequently.  In  tlie  case  of  the 
town  1  have  the  privilege  to  represent 
in  this  House,  it  suffers  in  politiciil 
position  becau.se  of  tiie  decennial  census. 
At  the  time  of  the  last  Redistribution 
Bill  the  Government  were  not  justified 
by  the  latest  Census  Returns  in  giving 
Cardiff  two  Menilx'rs ;  but  now  Cardiff 
lias  a  population  of  quite  130,000,  and 
still  is  represented  by  only  one  Member. 
There  are  other  towns  in  England  with 
50,000  population  represented  by  two 
Members.  But  for  the  fact  that  in  tlie 
Redistribution  Bill  the  Government  had 
only  the  last  decennial  census  to  go 
upon,  Cardiff  would  now,  as  it  should, 
have  two  ^lemliers.  The  anomaly  will 
become  more  serious  as  time  goes  on, 
unless  something  is  done  to  correct  it. 
It  must  be  admitted  that  those  towns  in 
which  industries  have  developed  and 
population  increased  ought  not  to  be 
subjected  to  political  disability  on  account 
of  delay  in  the  official  recognition  of 
statistical  fact.s. 

(9.29.)  J»li!.  WALLACE  (Edinburyb, 
E.)  :  I  do  not  object  to  the  request  that 
a  Return  should  be  made  of  the  peoj)le 
in  Wales  who  speak  the  Welsh  language  ; 
but  I  wish  to  say  that  when  that  request 
is  grounded  on  the  fact  that  a  similar 
claim  has  been  conceded  to  Scotland  iiml 
the  Guclic  language,  hon.  Members  have 
not  accurately  ol)served  the  provisions 
of  the  Scotoli  Bill.  Though  I  may 
not  be  strictly  in  order,  I  may  be  allowed 
to  anticipate  the  discussion  of  that  Bill 
by  a  few  minutes.  I  may  remind  hon. 
Members  that  the  Schedule  requires  that 
it  should  be  stated  whether  any  person 
is  blind,  or  deaf  and  dumb,  or  imbecile, 
or  lunatic,  or  S|)eaks  Gaelic,  as  if  all 
these  th)n;js  were  ejiisde7n  i/enerin. 
Everyone  is  to  say  in  his  Return 
whether  he  is  employer  or  employed ; 
and  ill  the  absence  of  instruction  or 
definition,  a  Government  clerk  might 
suppose  that  he  is  an  employer  because 
he  bos  a  domestic  servant.  I  think  a 
great  many  [leople  will  experience  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  deciding  how  they 
are  to  fill  in  these  columns,  because  a 
Sir  £.  J.  Reed 


grjat  mass  of  the  peoj)le  of  the  country 
find  it  necessary  in  some  waj'  or  other  to 
employ  the  labour  of  other  people, 
ahlwuLrh  thcj'  may  themselves  be  in 
employment.  Tlie  consequence  may  be 
that  we  shall  get  an  entirely  fallacious 
view  of  the  social  condition  of  the 
countrj%  and  be  completely  misled.  I 
contend  that  the  Bill  diies  not iidequately 
provide  for  obtaining  information  as  to 
whether  people  belong  to  the  class  of  the 
employer  or  the  employed,  or  as  to 
whether  they  live  on  their  means. 
Clauses  should  be  inserted  dealing  more 
definitely  with  these  points.  I  hojie  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  attention 
to  the.se  points. 

»(9.38.)  Mb  RITCHIE:  I  have  no 
right  to  speak  again,  but  I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  say  one  or  two 
words  on  the  points  r.vised  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion.  The  hon.  Member 
says  there  is  no  sufficient  provision  in 
the  Bill  for  defining  who  is  an  employer 
or  who  ia  employed.  I  think  that  that 
difficulty  cannot  arise,  because  the  words 
employer  and  employed  are  used  with 
reference  to  occnpatiou  in  any  trade.  A 
clerk  whosimplj-employsa  servant  would 
not  come  under  the  head  of  employer. 
The  discussion  has  turaed  mainly  upon 
a  quinquennial  census  and  a  permanent 
staff.  The  Hou.se  will  gather  that  the 
Government  regard  biith  favourably, 
and  what  has  been  said  will  strengthen 
them  in  the  view  they  hold.  Clearly, 
the  tendency  i>f  oj)inion  is  strongly  in 
favour  of  a  quinquennial  census,  and 
there  cau  be  no  doubt  tliat  if  it  is  under- 
tjikeu  at  all  it  ought  to  be  undertaken 
by  a  pei-mauent  staff.  There  is  a  great 
deal  of  force  in  what  has  been  said  as  to 
the  improvement  of  the  con.sus  by  the 
constant  attention  of  a  permanent  staff, 
so  as  to  make  it  a  thorousfhly  reliable 
Return  uf  the  people  and  their  occupa- 
tions. It  must  not  be  supposed  that  the 
Government  desire  to  express  an  adverse 
view  by  the  introthiclion  of  the  present 
Bill ;  but  they  feel  there  are  many 
things  that  ought  to  be  considered  before 
they  ask  Parliament  to  deal  with  the 
larger  question.  Interested  as  I  am  in 
vital  and  health  statistics  I  cau  readily 
recognise  what  assistance  those  who 
have  charge  of  the  public  health  will 
derive  from  obtaining  a  knowledge  of 
tlie  condition  of  the  people  every  five 
years.     I  have  shown  that   I   have   no 
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prejudic*  against  adopting  the  Welsh 
lunguage  where  it  can  be  usefully  em- 
pluyed,  because  I  had  the  Local  Govern- 
mcnt  Act  translated.  I  will  see  that 
instructions  as  to  the  makiner  of  Returns 
are  printed  in  Welsh  ;  and  I  will  con- 
sider tlie  suggestion  tliat  there  shall  be 
a  return  of  those  speaking  Welsh,  to 
which  1  do  not  see  any  objection  if  it  is 
the  wish  of  Welsh  Memljers.  An  hon. 
Member  has  asked  for  a  Ketnrn 
of  cliiidreu  attending  school,  but  I 
think  this  is  objectionable,  as  people 
will  think  it  is  a  Return  to  be 
used  against  themselves.  It  would 
destroy  the  accuracy  of  the  Returns  if 
people  come  to  think  there  is  some 
ulterior  motive  behind  them.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  suggests  not  only  a 
B«turn  of  foreigners,  but  a  Return  as  to 
their  fathers  and  mothers,  a  request  to 

I  \rhich  they  might  not  be  able  to  re8p<jnd . 

The  hrin.  Member  for  Preston  asks  why  a 
pATticular  Sunday  is  chosen.  But  the 
date  fixed  must  be  adliered  to,  unless  we 
have  strong  grounds  for   thinking  that 

k€he  d»y  is  inappropriate.  References 
*ve  been  made  to  the  enumerators,  but 
the  House  maybe  assured  thatthe  greatest 
care  will  be  taken  that  those  who  are 
elected  will  be  chosen  without  any  regard 

"to  their  political  views,  and  solely  with 
a  view  to  their  efficiency  in  the  duties 
they  will  be  called  upon  to  perform. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-moirow. 


Mm- 


CENSUS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.— (No.  387.) 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to-morrow. 


CENSUS  (IRELAND)  BILL. -(No.  386.) 
SEOOND   KEIDIJIO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

•(9..00.)  llu.  WEBB  ( Waterford,  W.)  : 
The  only  objection  I  have  to  this  Bill  is 
the  machinery  by  which  it  is  proposed 
to  work  it.  I  should  not  object  to  the 
_  lice  being  employed  ifstringentprecau- 
tions  are  taken  to  ensure  that  the  infor- 
mation ubtfined  is  not  utilised  for  other 
than  census  pnrpo.ses.  We  must  all  be 
aware  that  in  many  respects  the  relations 


of  the  police  with  the  jwoplo  in  Ireland 
are  not  the  same  as  those  which 
exist  here.  I  agree  it  is  quite  necessary 
that  acorrectcensusshould  be  taken.  I  was 
particularly  struck  with  the  remarks  of 
the  Home  Secretary  regarding  the  in- 
convenience of  having  an  enumeration  of 
school  children,  because  I  am  sure  that, 
if  such  an  enumeration  were  insisted  on, 
jjareuts  would  feel  that  the  information 
would  bo  used  for  other  purposes.  We 
know  that  the  police  have  used  the  in« 
formation  contained  in  the  last  census 
papers  for  purposes  to  which  it  was  not 
intended  originally  to  apply  it,  and  I 
think  the  Government  should  now  assure 
us  that  the  census  papers  at  the  next 
census  will  not  be  used  for  police  pur- 
poses. Why,  indeed,  should  the  Go- 
vernment object  to  put  in  the  Bill  a 
clause  giving  that  aasurance  t  Why, 
also,  should  they  not  impose  a  penalty 
upon  the  improper  disclosure  and  use  of 
such  information  1  It  is  my  intention 
to  propose  clauses  making  some  such 
provisions.  There  should  !»  a  minimum 
penalty  of  £'2  for  falsification  of  the 
Return.  I  hope,  also,  that  the  opportunity 
will  be  taken  to  ascertain  the  number  of 
Irish-speaking  people  in  Ireland. 

(9.54.)  Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E):  I 
would  strongly  urge  on  the  Government 
that  the  census  should  include  aRetum  of 
the  people  speaking  the  Irish  langniage. 
In  every  other  country  in  the  world  the 
taking  of  the  census  is  an  occjtsion  for 
rejoicing  and  self-congratulation  on  the 
advances  which  have  been  made  ;  but 
the  last  four  censuses  in  Ireland  have 
told  a  terrible  tale  of  how  the  people 
have  wasted  away.  I  am  afr.iid  that  the 
forthcoming  census  will  tell  a  similar 
story.  I  hope  the  Return  will  be  made 
in  such  a  form  as  to  show  to  the  House 
what  is  one  of  the  most  sad  features  in 
connection  with  the  Irish  census,  namely, 
that  the  decrease  has  taken  place  in  the 
richest  districts,  whereas  the  poorest 
districts,  such  as  those  in  the  North 
West,  remain  over-populated.  With 
regard  to  the  Return  of  Irish  speaking 
people,  I  may  say  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  in  Ireland  in  favour  tif  preserving 
such  a  remnant  of  the  past  as  that 
language.  But  I  rqse  chiefly  to  appeal 
to  the  Government  on  another  matter. 
The  Irish  Census  differs  from  the  Eng- 
lish Census  in  this  jwvrticular.  In  Ireland, 
people  are  asked  what  their  religion  is. 
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but  in.  England  they  are  not  Why,  then, 
in  Ireland  should  we  not  in  the  same 
way  ask  the  opinion  of  the  people  ou  the 
great  political  question  of  the  day  1  I 
put  it  in  all  st-riousness  to  the  Government 
and  to  the  Libenil  Party  that  the  time 
has  now  come,  when,  without  much 
trouble  and  expense,  this  great  con- 
troversy Ciiii  Iti'  settled.  At  present,  the 
expressed  opinions  as  to  the  strength  of 
the  loyal  minority  show  great  discrep 
ancies.  Hon.  Members  opixisite  speak  of 
it  as  2,000,000  or  2.500,000.  My  om\ 
oonvictiou  is  tlmt  it  does  not  exceed 
1,100,000.  Would  it  not  bo  an  import- 
ant element  for  the  guidance  of  statesmen 
if  we  had  a  reliable  Return  ?  No  man, 
woman,  or  child,  in  Ireland  would  have 
any  objection  to  answering  such  a  ques- 
tion. Would  not  the  hon.  Membur  for 
South  Tyrone,  or  any  of  his  friends, 
be  proud  to  answer  the  question?  Wo 
know  that  they  would.  Nothing  I  can 
say  would  give  greater  satisfaction  to 
my  friends  than  such  a  Return.  The 
result  would  be  to  set  at  rest  for  ever 
all  controversy  as  to  the  nnmeriea! 
proportions  on  each  side.  Before  sitting 
down,  I  invite  the  hon.  Memb;'r  for 
South  Belfast  (Mr.  W.  Johnston),  ami 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell),  to  stand  up  and  say 
whether  they  have  any  objection  to  such 
a  proposal.  If  the  National  Party  desire 
it,  the  Unionist  Party  ought  not  to  be 
averse  to  it. 

•(10.1.)  TuE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  ALumKN.  Dublin 
University) :  I  win  hardly  suppose 
that  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  as  to  ascertaining  the 
politics  of  the  ]ieople  of  Ireland  by  the 
census  is  made  seriously.  It  would 
certainly  involve  the  enumerators  in 
great  difficulty.  For  instance,  when  an 
enumerator  iisks  a  person  whether  he  is 
in  favour  of  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
that  fierson  might  ask  him  to  explain 
what  was  that  [Kilicy.  (An  hon.  Memher: 
Home  Rule.]  Another  hon.  Member 
suggests  tluit  the  question  put  should  be 
for  or  against  Home  Rule,  but  a  jierson 
might  just  as  fairly  nflk,  "What  do  you 
mean  by  Home  Rule ? "  It  is  impossible 
to  imagine  a  census  being  taken  in  such 
a  way.  I  repeat,  therefore,  that  I  cannot 
think  the  hon.  Member  made  the  sug- 
gestion seriously. 
Mr.  Billon 


Mr.  DILLON  :  Quite  seriously. 

•Mr.  MADDEN :  If  the  hon.  Member 
is  serious,  I  have  given  reasons  why  hia 
suggestion  should  not  be  adopted.  As  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Waterford,  I  can  assure  him  that  no 
information  obtained  )>y  means  of  the 
census  will  be  impropirly  used.  The 
present  Bill  is  practically  the  siune  as 
previous  Census  Bills,  and  it  is  in- 
tended to  take  the  census  of  Ireland 
in  the  same  way  a«  before. 

(10.5)  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  The 
right  hon.  and  lennietl  Gentleman  has 
bet<n  ingenious,  but  I  submit  that  he  has 
not  been  convincing,  and  that,  unless  ho 
offers  some  better  arguments  than  he  has 
just  advanced,  the  House  will  be  disposed 
to  think  that  my  hon.  Friend  is  entitled 
to  what  he  asks  for.  T'he  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  suggested  that 
there  would  be  difliculty  in  replying  to 
a  question  as  to  whether  or  not  an  Irish- 
man is  in  favour  of  Homo  Rule ;  but 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  getting 
him  to  say  whether  he  is  in  favour  of 
the  establishment  of  an  Irish  Parliament. 
At  present  a  jx-rson  is  asked  what 
religion  he  professes,  and  a  similar  objec- 
tion to  that  urged  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  against  the  political  question 
might  be  made  against  this,  for  it  might 
be  said  that  a  person,  when  asked 
whether  he  is  a  Protestant,  would  require 
to  know  the  distinction  between  the 
Protestant  and  other  Churches,  or,  when 
asked  whether  he  was  a  member  of  the 
Episcopal  Church,  would  require  the 
eimmemtor  to  expound  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles.  But  no  sucli  difficulties  do 
arise,  and  they  will  not  arise  if  the 
suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  carried 
out.  The  suggestion  that  the  number 
of  people  wow  sjieaking  the  Irish 
language  should  be  aifcertained  through 
the  census  is  an  imprntant  one,  and  I 
hope  the  Government  will  give  it  con- 
sideration. As  to  the  undue  use  of  in- 
formation  obtained  by  the  census,  it  is 
not  difficult  to  imagine  cases  in  which 
such  information  might  bo  used  U)  annoy 
or  to  prosecute.  I  >\<nild  snggei^t  that 
the  Government  shonlil  make  provision 
against  this  in  the  Bill,  otherwise  I 
should  l)e  disposed  to  move  an  Instruc- 
tion after  the  Second  Reading,  or  a  clause 
in  Committee,  imposing  a  penalty  on 
persons  who  improperly  disclose  informa- 
tion obUtined  through  tlie  census.     It  iB 
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tho  duty  of  Parliiimenl  to  fix  not  only 
the  maximum  but  the  minimum  ponalty. 
•(10.10.)  Mk.  W.  a.  MACnONALD 
(Queen's  Co.,  Ossory)  :  Tliis  Bill  (liffers 
in  many  respects  from  the  English 
and  Scotch  Census  Bills.  In  Enujiand 
the  enumerators  arc  the  overseers  and 
relieving  officers,  and  in  Scotland  the 
Inspectors  and  Assistant  Inspectors  of 
the  poor,  but  in  Ireland  tho  Duhlin  Police 
and  the  Boyal  Irish  Consfaibulary  do 
the  duty.  By  the  English  and  Scotch 
Bills  a  tible  of  allowances  is  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament  before  the  Ist  of 
March  of  next  year,  but  no  su(?h  tible  is 
to  be  presented  in  resjiect  to  the  allow- 
ances to  the  Irish  police.  In  the  case  of 
England  and  Scotland  an  abstract  of 
Returns  has  to  be  laid  before  Parlinmeut 
within  (jve  months  after  the  tiiking  of 
the  census,  but  in  the  case  of  Ireland 
12  months  are  allowed.  I  cannot 
see  why  five  mouths  should  not 
suffice.  Another  difference  is  that, 
while  in  England  and  Scotland  the 
census  papers  are  to  be  left  by  the 
enumerators  at  the  houses  of  the  people, 
who  are  to  fill  them  up  themselves,  in 
Ireland  the  police  are  to  go  round, 
question  tlie  people,  and  report  the 
answers.  I  can  underatand  this  being 
done  wlien  Ireland  was  an  illiterate 
country,  and  there  was  a  large  num- 
ber of  people  who  could  neither  read 
nor  write  :  but  now  yon  will  scarcL-Iy 
find  a  family  where  the  young  people, 
at  all  events,  cannot  reivd  and  write,  and 
are  consequently  able  to  fill  up  the 
census  papers.  I  say  it  is  a  pisitive 
insult  to  the  Irish  people  to  have  police- 
men going  round  and  asking  who  slept 
in  their  houses  on  a  certain  night,  instead 
of  giving  the  papers  to  the  occupants 
themselves  to  fill  up.  I  am  sure  that 
the  Unionist  Government  ought  to  try 
to  see  that  we  are  treated  justly.  We 
have  lx>en  always  liearing  of  equal  laws 
between  great  Britain  and  Ireland,  but 
this  is  not  equal  law.  To  get  a  number 
of  policemen  to  ask  questions  is  a  very 
different  thing  from  employing  tliem 
to  leave  forms  to  be  filled  up  by  the 
people  themselves.  That  is  a  difference 
which  ought  to  lie  got  rid  of.  The 
Bill  has  been  most  slmraefully  drafted. 
A  number  of  particulars  ix-quired  for 
England  and  Scotland  do  not  stand  in 
the  Bill  at  all  for  Ireland.  In  England 
and   Scotland  you   are  to  ascertain  the 


marriages  of  the  people  and  the  relations 
of  the  families.  There  is  no  such  thing 
in  the  Irish  Census  Bill.  In  England 
and  Scotland  you  are  to  ascertain  who  is 
hibouring  under  physical  or  mental  in- 
firmity in  a  hipusehold.  who  is  blind,  deaf, 
or  dumb,  imbecile  or  insane  :  there  is  no 
such  provision  with  reganl  to  Ireland. 
Again, it  is  provided  for  England  and  Scot- 
land that  persons  who  are  travelling  shall 
on  that  night  have  their  existence  re- 
curded.  It  is  not  so  with  regard  to 
Ireland.  The  Bill,  as  it  stands,  is  so 
imperfect  that  it  will  not  give  the  facts 
in  Ireland  which  you  get  in  tho  case  of 
Great  Britain.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  it  is  amended,  so 
that  we  may  liave  an  uniform  census  for 
the  United  Kingdom.  Now,  as  to  the 
argument  of  my  h^m.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast,  that  it  would  be 
easy  to  put  on  the  Census  Paper  the 
question,  "Are  you  in  favour  of  the 
establishment  of  an  Irish  Parliament," 
I  think  it  is  perfectly  valid  as  far 
as  it  goes.  You  may  not  like  it, 
but  it  CDnld  be  easily  done — nothing 
easier  in  the  world,  and  you  would  then 
have  the  question  of  Irish  opinion  on 
Home  Rule  settled.  It  would  not  be 
altogether  in  the  nature  of  jiure  statistics, 
but  ou  the  point  of  whether  or  not  it 
would  be  easy  to  obtain  tlio  information 
the  argument  is  entirely  in  favour  of 
my  linu.  Friend. 

(10.20.)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co., 
Mid)  :  1  rise  for  the  purpose  of  arging 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  make 
some  reply,  though  I  can  quite  under- 
stand there  are  ditllcultics  in  the 
way.  The  Irish  Cou.stabulary  are  a 
wholly  untrustworthy  body  .as  regards 
the  information  they  forward,  yet  they 
are  to  be  called  up<ju  to  ask  questions. 
We  really  want  .some  intelligible  reply  to 
questions  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
Tho  question  has  been  raised  as  to 
whether  the  people  would  have  to  answer 
whether  they  are  in  favour  of  the  Home 
Rule  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Memter  for  Mid  Lothian.  That  is 
utterly  absunl,  and  as  the  hon.  .\lember 
for  West  Belfast  put  it,  yon  might  as 
well  ask  a  man  whether  he  was  a 
Wesleyau  or  Independent,  or  of  any 
section  of  the  Pmtestant  religi<in. 

(10.22.)  Mb.  G  OS  CHEN:  Mr, 
Speaker,  I  think  most  of  the  ques- 
tions      which       have       been       raised 
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u«  more  questiuiis  for  Curatnittee, 
where  they  can  be  fairly  raised.  The 
hon.  Member  has  complained  that  this 
Bill  is  not  drafted  on  the  same  lines  as 
the  Scotch  and  English  Bills.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  has  been  drafted 
precisely  on  the  lioes  of  the  Bill  of 
1880.  Tliere  is  scarcely  any  difference 
between  the  two  drafts,  and  we  thought 
it  beat  to  follow  the  precedent  of  18)^0. 
With  regard  ta  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast  in  respect  to  ray 
eight  hon.  Friend  the  Attorney  General, 
I  wish  to  jxtint  ont  that  if  once  you 
embark  on  the  course  of  ascertaining 
the  political  views  of  different  portions 
of  the  community,  it  would  be  difficult 
to  know  where  we  are  to  stop.  Certainly 
Gentlemen  for  Wales  would  insist  on 
ha^nnffsome  statements  with  reganl  to 
Welsh  Home  Rule,  and  Scotch  Gentle- 
men would  want  statistics  with  regard  to 
Scotch  Home  Rule.  I  think  we  do  wtll 
to  remain  on  the  old  lines,  and  to  confine 
the  census  principally  to  the  non- 
oontcutious  subjects  introduced  in  the 
Bill. 

(10.25.)  Mii.  P.  J.  POWER  (Water- 
ford,  E.)  :  There  is  •  one  p.art 
of  my  speech  to  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  no 
reply,  and  which  is  a  matter  of  im- 
portance to  us,  namely,  that  in  reference 
•to  which  my  hon.  Eriend*  has  an  In- 
struction on  the  Paper.  On  goinjt»  into 
Committee,  my  hon  and  learned  Friend 
intends  to  move  the  same  words  in  Com- 
mittee, and  I  would  suggest  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tluit  there 
should  be  some  reply  to  the  remnrka  of 
wy  hon.  Friend. 

(10.26.)  Mb.  a.  O'COXXOR 
"(Donegal,  S.):  Sir,  a  phrase  pecu- 
liarly offensive  to  many  people 
in  Ireland  is  "  Roman  Catholics." 
That  question  is  to  be  asked — 
"Are  you  a  Roman  Catholic," 
Thovgh  a  Catholic,  I  am  no  more 
a  Roman  Catholic  than  the  Pope 
is  an  Irishman.  I  trust  that 
in  the  forms  that  are  to  be  usL'd 
the  word  "  Roman "  will  be  omitted, 
and  that  the  word  •'  Catholic "  may  be 
used.  To  use  the  expression  "Roman 
CathoUc "  is  to  do  violence  and  offer 
pffence  to  the  minds  of  a  great  many  of 
those  of  whom  you  ure  asking  the 
information. 

Mr.  GoaeJi&H 


(10.28.)  Mr.  ILLINGWORTH 
(Bradford,  W.) :  Sir,  I  think  the 
discussion  that  has  taken  place 
shows  that  it  will  be  wise  on  the 
[lart  of  the  Government  to  confine  them- 
selves to  matters  of  fact  instead  of 
entering  upon  the  region  of  opinion.  I 
do  not  believe  that  if  the  hon.  Members 
for  West  Belfast  and  East  Mayo  were  to 
receive,  through  means  of  the  census, 
indisputable  evidence  that  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  people  were  in  favour  of 
Homo  Rule,  it  would  have  the 
slightest  effect  in  altering  the  ccin- 
victions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I 
object  to  the  pUbucite  in  any  form 
whatever. 

(10.30.)  CowNEL  NOLAN  (Gal way, 
N.) :  As  to  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  BradfonJ 
(Mr.  lUingworth),  I  wish  to  say  that 
the  Irish  have  always  be^-n  will- 
ing to  accept  the  pi-oportion  in  Irish 
representation  of  85  Homo  Rulers  to  16 
on  the  other  side,  exclusive  of  the  two 
University  Members — who  are,  no  doubt, 
extremely  valuable  Members,  but  they 
do  not  repr.'sent  the  Irish  people.  We 
have  always  been  reaily  to  admit  that 
proportion,  but  it  has  been  universally 
denied  by  the  Unionist  Members  and 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  There- 
fore, we  are  anxious  to  have  this  plebiscite 
of  the  religious  opinions  of  the  Irish 
people.  We  believe  that  if  such  a 
jildbiscilf.  is  taken  it  will  show  a  greater 
proportion  on  our  side  than  85  to  16; 
and  if  the  Government  allow  such  a 
])lebiscite  to  be  made  they  will  receive 
the  support  of  all  the  Irish  Members.  Of 
course,  if  it  is  refused,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers cannot  help  it.  As  to  the  option 
being  given  t<i  the  Irish  people  to  return 
themselves  as  "  Roman  Catholics,"  or 
"  Catholics,"  I  think  they  should  have 
their  choice.  Some  fancy  one  name  and 
some  fancy  the  other,  and  I  think 
it  should  be  left  open  to  the  people  to 
describe  themselves  in  any  way  they 
choose  in  this  respect.  I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  two  should  be  added  together  in 
the  Census  Returns, and  that  there  should 
be  no  distinction  made,  because  there 
really  is  no  distinction. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 
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(10.32.)  Mr.  SEXTON:  As  a  ques- 
tion of  order,  I  wish  to  a-tk,  in  reference 
to  the  proposal  I  made  a  short  time  since 
with  regard  to  a  jwnalty  for  disclosing 
information  obbiined  in  the  carrying  out 
of  this  census,  whether  I  can  move  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  now,  or 
shall  I  have  to  bring  the  matter  on  in 
Committee  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:   Tl>e  hon.  Memlier 
must  give  notice  of  such  a  proposal. 

SAVINGS  BANKS  EILL.-(No.  240.) 
8BC0MO   BEAOlXa. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(10.33.)  Mil.  GOSCHEN:  I  see  two 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  to  this 
Order  suggesting  that  it  would  be 
more  convenient  that  the  names 
should  be  filled  in  in  the  first  Sche- 
dule before  the  Second  Reading  is 
taken.  I  would  suggest  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  of  that  opinion  that  it  is 
best  that  wo  should  first  see  how  the 
Bill  turns  out  before  hon.  Memliers  and 
others  are  invited  to  form  part  of  the 
propoeed  Cummitteo.  In  discussion 
Mrithsome  hon.  Members  whom  I  shnuld 
like  to  enlist  on  behalf  of  the  Committee 
which  is  to  be  apjiointed,  the  opinion  was 
expressed  that  unless  the  duties  were 
sufficiently  defined  there  would  bo 
serious  responsibility  resting  upon  any 
one  who  accepted  appointment  on  the 
Committee.  My  view  was  that  in  the 
first  instance  a  Committee  sliould  be 
appointed  who  should  frame  a  scheme, 
and  that  that  scheme,  when  framed, 
should  be  worked  by  another  Committee. 
As  I  find  that  the  Gentlemen  I  liave 
asked  to  be  parties  to  the  framing  of  the 
Bcheme  shrink  from  the  liabilities 
attaching  to  the  working  of  it,  I  should 
bo  preijai-ed  to  accept  Amendments  in 
Committee  limiting  the  functions  of  the 
first  Committee  to  framing  the  scheme 
and  regulations  under  which  the  working 
Committee  will  be  appointed.  From 
this  point  of  view  the  first  Committee,  I 
think,  should  be  something  in  the 
nature  of  an  Executive  Commission. 
The  Bill  is  the  outcome  of  a  Select 
Committee,  which  hns  coudncted  a  very 
careful  inquiry  into  the  subject,  and  the 
thanks  of  the  House  are  duo  to  that 
Committee  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  carried  out  the  details.  I 
have  received  deputations  from  Savings 


Banks,  and  representations  have  lieeu 
made  to  mo  from  other  quarters, 
which  havo  resulted  in  my  con- 
senting to  make  alterations  in  the 
Bill,  and  the  course  1  would  propose 
is  that  the  Bill,  if  the  House  will  con- 
sent to  read  it  n  second  time,  should  be 
committed  pro  f'ormd,  and  then,  wlien 
the  prominent  Amendments  are  proposed, 
we  can  see  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  and  the 
House  will  be  in  a  better  position  to 
judge  of  it.  I  would  mention  some  of 
the  Amendments  we  projxise.  In  Clause 
1,  to  meet  an  objection  which  has  been 
made  that  the  section  was  too  strong 
in  its  original  form,  we  propose  to  inserk 
words  to  the  effect  that  the  Government 
are  only  responsible  or  liable  for  fund* 
invested  by  Trustees,  when  under  the  Na- 
tional Debt  Commissioners,  We  should 
have  it  made  clear  tlmt  these  Trustee 
Savings  Banks  are  not  Government 
institutions,  and  that  they  havo  only 
Government  security  in  so  far  as  they 
invest  in  Government  securities.  It  is 
most  desirable  that  the  public — and  the 
ignomnt  public — who  invest  in  these 
Trustee  Savings  Banks,  should  be  as  cor- 
rectly informed  as  possible  t>f  the  precise 
j)osition  of  the.iu  banks  with  regard  to 
the  Government  guarantee.  Then,  in 
Clause  2,  we  propose  to  modify  the  duties 
of  the  first  Committee.  Besides  laying 
down  regulations,  wo  propose  that  they 
should  fis  the  mode  of  appointing  the 
permanent  Committee.  It  would  bo 
diflicult  now  to  enter  upon  the  contro- 
versial subject  of  how  the  banks  should 
Ije  represented  in  future  on  a  Committee 
of  this  kind,  and  I  would  ask  the  House 
ti)  delegate  this  important  function  to  a 
certain  number  of  persons  to  be  named 
in  the  Schedule,  but  it  will  be  ob- 
vious tliat  I  am  unable  to  secure 
the  assent  of  gentlemen  to  serve  before 
they  know  bow  the  Bill  will  turn 
out.  It  is  a  reasonable  view  to  take  to 
assume  that  hon.  Gentlemen  or  gentle- 
men who  are  not  in  this  House  will  not 
like  to  accept  the'  position  until  they 
know  the  precise  liability  they  will  incur 
by  accepting  such  a  position.  My  view 
is  that  there  should  bo  three  gentlemen 
connected  with  the  Trustee  Savings 
Blinks  on  the  first  Committee,  three 
other  gentlemen,  Members  of  this 
House,  or  others,  to  represent  the 
views  of  the  general  public,  and 
one    gentleman    to   represent    the     de» 


431 


Savitigs 


fCOilMONS} 


Lanks  Bill. 


432 


positor's  and  investor's  position.  That 
would  form  a  Committee  of  seven  to 
frame  a  scheme  to  be  submitted  to 
Parliament.  I  will  not  enlarge  on  the 
basis  on  which  this  Cummittee  should 
be  formed,  because  that  will  work  oat 
more  or  less  identical  with  the 
suggestion  of  the  Committee,  and  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  will  show  the 
general  view  that  has  been  taken  as  to 
these  duties.  1  trust  that  the  House 
will  do  its  best  to  enable  us  to  pass  this 
Bill,  because,  however  well  most  of  the 
Trustee  Savings  Banks  have  been 
managed,  I  think  recent  events  have 
shown  that  there  is  a  balance  of  these 
banks  which  require  inspection,  and  I 
think  that  the  public  who  invest  in  them 
should  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing 
that  this  inspection  exists,  and  that  a 
more  thorough  audit  exists  than  has 
hitherto  been  possible.  Then,  as  regards 
the  question  whether  Trustees  should 
retain  their  office  if  they  do  not  attend 
the  meetings  for  a  year,  I  think  the 
House  'will  be  of  opinion  that  Trustees 
who  do  not  attend  to  the  business  of  the 
bank  should  cease  to  be  Trustees.  It  is 
most  desirable  that  conspicuous  names 
should  not  bo  retained  upon  the  Reports, 
unless  the  persons  take  some  part  in  the 
management,  and  by  that  action  give  to 
the  public  that  guarante3  which  the 
public  believe  them  to  give.  Therefore, 
I  am  prepared  to  move  aclause  which  will 
carry  this  into  effect,  and  provide  that  a 
Trustee  shall  vacate  his  office  unless  ho 
has  attended  onc«  in  12  months.  lam 
informed  that  sometimes  there  are  very 
few  meetings  of  Trustees,  but  there  are 
Committees  of  Management,  and  I 
will  introduce  words  wliich  will  pro- 
vide that  if  a  Trustee  is  absent  from 
the  meetings  of  the  Trustees  and  of  the 
Committee  of  Management  during  a 
period  of  12  months,  then  he  shall  vacate 
his  office,  but  tlwt  if  he  attends  the  meet- 
ings of  the  Committee  of  Management 
that  shall  be  taken  as  attending  full 
general  meetings — l>ecau8e,  no  doubt,  the 
meetings  of  the  Committee  may  be  more 
important  than  the  meetings  of  the  body 
of  Trustees.  There  is  one  clause  as  to 
which  I  wish  to  siiy  a  word — the  clause 
which  gives  jMwcr  to  make  special  invest- 
ments. There  is  great  liability  to  abuse 
in  the  matters  of  these  investments — 
though  the  system  has  its  conveniences — 
forwheu  you  have  these  two  Departments, 
Mr.  Goschcn 


you  have  a  business,  one  portion  of  which 
is  liable  to  audit  and  another  portion  not 
so  liable.  I  h:ive  no  wish  to  disturb  the 
business  of  the  existing  banks,  and  I  shall, 
therefore,  propose  a  clause  which  will 
limit  in  the  future  the  power  of  these 
special  investments  which  lie  outside  the 
business  of  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks. 
Clause  11  refera  to  the  limit  of  the 
amount  which  may  be  deposited  by  any 
single  depositor.  Hitherto  the  law  has 
been  that  £150  has  Iwen  the  limit,  but 
that  may  be  increased  by  accumulated 
interest  to  any  snm  not  cxceeduig  £200. 
It  has  been  found  difficult  in  practice  to 
distinguish  between  deposits  and  accnma- 
lated  interest,  and  for  that  I'eason  it  is 
proposed  in  the  Bill  to  fix  an  absolute 
limit  of  £200.  Some  persons,  who  do  not 
appear  to  understnnd  the  object  of  the 
alterations,  have  taken  alarm  at  the  pro- 
posed increase  of  the  limit.  I  do  not 
attach  any  partiouLir  importance  to  that 
clause,  and  rather  than  expos©  the  Bill 
to  serious  opposition,  shall  be  prepared 
not  to  press  it.  Those  are  the  principal 
Amendments  the  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  introduce  into  the  Bill,  and  I 
shall  bo  extremely  glad  if,  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session,  we  can  establish 
a  bettor  system  for  the  control  of  these 
banks.  1  beg  to  move  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro{)esedi 
"  That  this  Bill  bo  now  road  a  second 
time." — (T/ie  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer.) 

•(10.47.)  Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal 
Green,  N.E.) :  1  am  sorry  to  have  to 
intervene  at  this  moment.  I  should 
have  been  glad  if  we  could  have  gone 
into  Committee  on  the  Bill  and  have 
passed  it  very  rapidly,  but  1  must  say  I 
am  not  satisfied  with  tlie  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  'the  Exchequer  with  regard  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Committee.  It  seems 
to  me  that  such  a  Committee  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  would  be 
more  or  less  a  political  Committee  to 
deal  with  a  more  or  less  administrative 
business — a  business  largely  under  the 
control  of  the  State.  I  think  the  House 
will  admit  that  I  was  justified  in  the 
course  I  took  on  this  subject  in  February 
1887,  when  I  first  brought  it  under  the 
notice  of  the  House,  and  pointed  out  how 
dangerous  it  was  to  leave  it  in  the  positioa 
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in  which  it  then  vras.     The  Government, 
I  admit,  Imvo  behaved  well  in  the  matter, 
having   enabled  us  to   deal    with    such 
fraudulent  banks  as  those  of  Cardiff  and 
Macclesfield.     But  the  very  severity'  of 
the  Act  that  was  passed  has  prevented 
its   beins;  put  into   oj)eration   in  a  (s^eat 
number  of  instances  where  it  ought  to 
have  been  put  into  oper  itiou.     The  Go- 
vernment consented  to  the  ajipointment 
of  ft  Committee,  which  investigated  the 
condition  of  things,    but  I  am  oblig'ed  to 
say  that   the  Chancellor  of  tlio  Exche- 
quer, whilst  he  has  done  some  thiinre  for 
which  I  never  asked,  his   omitted  to  do 
some  others  which  I  believe  to  be  essen- 
tially   necessity.      With    regard    to  the 
question  of  investments  under  the  1 6th 
clause,   I  was  never  very  sti-ong  on  tlie 
matter.     I  regani  the  system  as  an  out- 
let for  the  capital  of  some  of  the  banks, 
and    one   which    should   not    be    lightly 
interfered   with    by    the    Government. 
One  fact  remains  wjth  regard  to  it,  and 
that  is  that  the  banks  which   have  tjiken 
advantage  of  the  16tli  clause  are  among 
the  best  and  wealt'u'est  in  all  jiartsof  the 
country,  and  why  they  should  have  been 
singled  out  for  attack  I  cannot  under- 
stand.    With   regard  to  the  names,  per- 
haps, the  modifications  suggested  by  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman    will    meet    the 
circum-stanoes   of     the    case.     I     never 
desired   that  anyt'jiug   should  be   done 
with   regard   to    t'le    savings    banks   to 
bring  them    into  disrepute,  or   lead   to 
their  being  closed.     What  I  wanted  was 
that    the    law    as   it   stood    should     be 
carried  out,  believing  that  if  that  were 
done   all   these   fraudulent   transactions 
would   be    prevented.     The    right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  that  Trustees  should 
cease  to  act  on  their   neglecting   their 
duty    for   12  months.     Onco   a  year  is 
not  often  to   attend    to  such  duties   as 
that  of  Trustee.     I   am   not  quite  sure 
that    is      quite      sufficient       for       the 
purpose,  and    1  am    exceedingly  sorry 
that   with  all  the  facts  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  Imd  laid  before  him  by 
the   National  Debt    Commissioners    and 
from  other  soureo;",  so   little  has  been 
done  to  deal  with  many  of  thcsi?  bunks, 
which   are    in    a    rotten    condition.     I 
submit  that  every  one  of  these  banks, 
•which  has  to  close  its  doors  without  pay- 
ment in  full  to  the  depositors,  is  a  Vjlow 
struck  at  thrift.     It  is  known  that  the 
bank   that   came    to   grief   recently   at 


I  Chelsea  hns  not  yet  jjaid  its  depositors  in 
j  full.  As  far  as  I  can  aseertiiin,  many  of 
;  the  small  depositors  have  received  the 
full  amount,  but  the  depositors  of  above 
£5  have  obl;iined  only  1  ^>6.  or  1 6s.  It  has 
been  urged  that  15s.  or  178.  Gd.  in  the 
£1  is  a  very  fair  dividend.  It  might  be 
a  very  fair  commercial  dividend  in  the 
case  of  bankruf)tcy,  but  it  is  not  a  fair 
dividend  in  this  case.  The  poor  people 
made  their  deposits  in  the  Cardiff  Bank  on 
the  sup|X)sition  that  they  were  doing  so  on 
the  security  of  the  Government,  and  I 
bold  that  we  are  bi:)Uiid  to  see  these  poor 
depositors  paid  in  full.  I  know  that  in 
this  matter  the  Government  deserved 
the  tlianks  of  the  ilouse  and  the  country 
for  the  way  in  which  they  pursued  the 
case  in  Court.  Three  years,  however, 
have  passed  nwny  since  I  brought  the 
subject  Ijefore  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  Cardiff  depositors  are  not  paid 
to-day.  The  Trustees  have  been  fighting 
the  case  until,  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain, 
the  actual  cost  of  the  litigation  has 
amounted  to  ns  much  as  would  have 
paid  the  whole  of  the  depositors  in  full. 
Now,  I  say  that  this  Bill,  if  it  is  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  case,  ought  to  so 
amend  the  liw  as  to  make  the  Trustees 
and  managers  of  these  banks  attend  to 
their  duties  and  prevent  the  depositors 
being  defrauded.  Let  me  refer  to  the 
Macclesfield  case  foi  a  moment.  In  that 
case  the  man  who  should  have  been  held 
primarily  responsible  for  the  safe  custody 
of  the  moneys  committed  to  his  care, 
namely,  the  actuary  of  the  bank,  has 
escaped  all  kind  of  condemnation,  and 
remains  to-day  a  J. P.,  whilst  the  poor 
clerk  who  was  under  him  is  suffering  six 
years'  imprisonment  for  embezzlements 
in  connection  with  the  bank.  The 
doings  in  connection  with  that  bank  were 
of  so  gross  a  nature  that  the  squandering 
of  the  money  must  have  lieen  kuown  to 
the  Trustees  and  managers  of  the  bank, 
and  could  not  but  have  been  known  to 
the  actuary.  It  was  a  matter  of  common 
notoriety  in  Macclesfield  that  the  clerk 
was  squandering  money  in  un  hotel  or 
public  house  near  the  bank  itself  to  such 
an  extent  that  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  meet  out  of  his  salary  the  expenses 
he  incurred.  If  this  was  notorious 
to  people  generally  in  Macclesfield,  surely 
it  ought  to  have  been  known  to  the 
Trustees  and  managei"s  of  the  bank,  and, 
above  all,  to  the  actuary,  who  was  respon- 
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Bible  to  the  Trustees  and  managers,  and 
■whoougbt  to  have  been  held  responsible 
at  law  instead  of  tlie  clerk.  I  inn  afraid 
we  have  not  yet  heanl  the  whole  story 
with  regard  to  tlie  Macclesfield  Bank  ; 
and  unless  I  am  misUiken,  a  memorial 
will  be  addressed  to  this  House,  or  to 
the  llome  Secretary,  which  will  uuike 
further  disclosures,  and  mny  show  that 
the  things  going  on  in  connection  with 
this  Macclesfield  Bank  were  actuully 
kniiwn  to  others  beyond  the  person  who 
is  now  suffering  imprisonment.  I  have 
referred  to  this  case  because  it  is  very 
important,  and  I  want  to  know  how 
far  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
attempted  to  meet  it  and  similar  coses  in 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  The  atten- 
dance of  Trustees  is  a  very  important 
matter.  If  they  only  attend  once  in  the 
year,  a  great  deal  may  be  done  during  the 
11  months  in  which  the  Trustee  does 
not  put  his  foot  in  the  liank.  I  want 
to  know  what  is  txi  be  done  to  save  the 
money  of  the  depositore  1  With  regai-d 
to  Committees,  1  do  not  want  to  see  sunii- 
politicalCommittees  (»ustituted.  Ahviidy 
the  banks  in  various  parts  of  the 
country  have  far  too  much  of  a  political 
complexion.  I  want  them  to  be  national 
in  the  best  sense  of  the  term,  and  to  Iw 
national  they  ought  to  be  safe.  I  have 
no  great  objection  to  the  constitution  of  a 
Committee  in  the  first  instance  to  devise 
a  scheme  ;  but  the  permanent  Committee 
appointed  to  carry  out  the  scheme  that 
is  to  be  framed  and  to  manage  the  audit 
ought  to  be  under  the  management  of 
the  National  Debt  Commissioners,  to 
whom  the  money  will  bo  sent,  and  who 
will  have  the  documents  necessary  for  the 
detection  of  any  wrongdoing.  Becently 
I  was  able  from  the  very  adequate  Re- 
turns given  annuixlly  to  the  House  to 
indicate  that  a  certain  number  of  hinks 
were  going  wrong.  For  instance,  I 
mentioned  the  case  of  Bishop's  Stortford 
before  it  was  discovered  that  the  bank 
had  gone  wrong.  In  that  case  nearly 
the  whole  capital  of  the  bank  had  been 
silently  drawn  out  by  the  actuary  in  the 
course  of  a  very  few  montljs,  and  nobody 
seemed  to  have  discovered  it,  although  it 
was  clear  as  noon-day  iii  the  Returns. 
I  bring  no  charge  of  wrong-doing 
against  the  Trustees  and  managers 
of  these  banks,  and  I  believe  that 
they  have  given  their  names  witli 
the  intention  of  being  useful  and  doing 
Mr.  Hoivell 


good  work.  But,  Iwing  Tni8te?s,  they 
ought  to  discharge  all  the  duties  apper- 
taining to  tiie  Trust.  Were  that  dour 
therj  would  Ije  very  little  ground  for 
complaint.  Si>me  have  su}>po8ed  that  I 
want  to  make  a  general  attack  on  the 
Trustee  Biuks.  Nothing  i;f  the  kind.  1 
think  there  is  plenty  of  room  for  them 
as  well  as  for  the  Post  Office  Savings 
litnks.  There  is  not  the  same  need  for 
tliem  to-day  as  there  was  15,  or  20,  or 
30  years  ago ;  but  as  some  prefer  the 
Trustee  Banks,  I  say  let  them  have  them 
by  all  means  We,  however,  have  a  right 
to  see  that  they  are  made  perfectly  safe 
far  the  depositors.  That  is  esjiecially  bo 
when  we  remember  that  year  after  yeari 
Bums  of  money  have  been  appropriated  J 
in  this  House  for  making  up  deficien- 
cies in  the  Trustee  Banka  [Mr.  SrORET:^ 
No.]  My  hon.  Friend  does  not  aeem  to 
bo  aware  that  in  one  year  it  cost  X25,000j 
to  make  good  the  deficiencies.  The 
nation  has  had  to  find  the  money,  and,! 
that  being  so,  it  ought  certainly  to  sea 
that  there  is  some  security  on  the  pur 
of  the  Trustees  and  managers  that  the 
actuaries  and  servants  in  their  emploj 
will  carry  out  the  Act  of  Parliament 
Some  t)f  these  banks  are  now  t<~)tteringJ 
If  the  Act  of  1863  were  adequately  cot 
formed  to,  if  the  checks  which  it  pi*ovide« 
were  applied  week  after  week,  ther 
would  he  no  possible  chance  of  defalc 
tions.  In  my  opinion  no  sufficient  reason 
hns  been  adduced  for  not  naming  the 
Members  who  are  to  serve  on  the  Com* 
mittee,  and  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend 
ment  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word   "  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Queslion,  in  order  to  add  the  word*, 
"  in  the  opinion   of  thi«  House,  it  U  incon'< 
vonient  to  iissent  to  Iho  Second  Heading  of  thia 
Bill  before  the  terms  of  the  First  Schedule 
the  BiUhavo  been  BUed  in."— (Jfr.  Uomtl.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  worda 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  thfl 
Question." 

•(11.10.)  Mh.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottir 
ham,  Rushcliffe) :  I  rise  in  no  spirit  of  ho 
tility  to  the  Bill  to  second  the  Ainendment 
I  accept  with  gratitude  the  Amendments 
which  have  been  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  as  being  an  improvement  of 
the  Bill.  The  Select  Committee  which 
considered  the  question  was  ap^winted 
on  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
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Howell),  and  although  I  tliought  thntniy 
hon.  Friend,  in  mnving  for  the  Com- 
mittee, played  the  part  of  an  alariniat,  I 
feel  bound  to  say  that  as  witness  after 
witness  came  before  the  Committee 
my  opinion  more  nearly  approaclied 
4iis,  find  1  liave  now  to  endorse 
what  he  has  said  respecting  the 
somewhat  dangerous  position  of  some 
■of  these  banks  at  the  present  time. 
i  agree  entirely  with  my  hon.  Friend 
that  Parliament  has  very  considerable 
responsibility  in  this  matter.  Un- 
•doubttdly  there  has  been  tlirown  on  the 
taxpayers  of  the  eonntry  some  financial 
burideu  in  connection  with  Trustee  Sav- 
ings Banks,  and  in  proixirtion  as  these 
Banks  are  likely  to  be  useful  so  it  is 
bound  to  remedy  any  evils  marring 
that  usefulness.  There  is  much 
greater  latitude  given  by  them  with 
regard  to  the  withdrawal  of  de- 
posits than  is  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment Savings  Banks.  There  are,  Imw- 
evcr,  undoubtedly  veiy  erroneous  ideas 
among  the  working  population  ns  to  the 
pespousibility  of  the  State  with  regard  to 
these  luinks.  I  think  that  the  invest- 
ment of  large  sums  under  the  Act  of 
1863  is  not  without  danger.  Un- 
doubtedly, use  is  made  by  .some  of  these 
banks  of  the  names  of  persons  who  have 
long  ceased  to  be  of  any  service,  or  to 
feel  themselves  re8p<in8ible  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  bank.  I  hojie  the  Bill 
will  prove  successful  in  grappling 
with  these  difficulties.  Coming  to 
its  provisions,  I  think  there  should 
bo  some  distinct  notice,  as  suggested  in 
Clause  1,  that  the  State  was  only 
responsible  to  a  limited  extent  for  the 
sums  deposited.  I  agree  entirely  with 
my  hon.  Friend  as  to  the  desirability  of 
having  the  names  of  the  Committee,  and 
also  full  particulars  under  Schedule  1, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchefiuer  has  disjxssed  of  that 
objection.  With  respect  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Inspection,  the  proposal  is 
based  upon  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee.  That  recommendation 
was  only  carried  by  six  votes  against 
five,  and  I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  ag^ee  that  that  did  not 
amount  to  a  very  strong  expression  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  Committee. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  tiking  steps  to  throw  over  the 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.     [third  skribs.] 


Committee  under  the  Bill,  although  I  am 
not  at  all  sanguine  as  to  the  advantige 
of  .setting  it  up.  The  issue  of  the  matter 
rests  entirely  on  the  names  of  the  per- 
sons selected  to  serve  u[X)n  the  Com- 
mittee. I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  lias  deter- 
mined to  stand  by  Clause  6.  The  Select 
Committee  reported  unanimously — 

"It  id  evident  thitt  the  I'hnrncter  of  tho 
oamea  appearing  on  thn  list  of  Trustees  niaat 
have  £^eat  influence  on  the  depositors,  and  there 
is  some  reason  to  think  Ihnt  nunir'S  are  often 
retained  on  the  list  after  the  persona  have 
become  unable,  through  ill-beHlth,  removal 
from  the  locality,  or  other  onuses,  to  make 
themselves  responsible  for  tho  conduct  of  the 
bank." 

As  to  Clanse  7,  no  one  who  has  looked  Into 
the  matter  will  deny  that  the  clause  is 
most  essential.  I  hope  we  shall  see  no 
weakening  of  it  in  Committee.  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Green  that  it  is  most  extraordinary  how 
the  Lord  Chancellor  can  have  seen  it 
com|>atible  with  his  duty  to  retain  in  the 
commission  of  the  peace  Messrs.  Stringer 
and  Eaton,  whose  conduct  was  so  animad- 
verted upon  in  regard  to  the  cose  of  the 
Macclesfield  Bank.  Clause  10  deals 
with  special  investments.  I  am  glad  there 
is  to  be  some  altenition  as  to  investment. 
When  I  look  at  Return  ol,  which  was  laid 
before  the  House  this  Session,  and  saw 
tho  chai'ncter  of  the  investments  that 
have  Ijeen  made  by  banks  in  certain  dis- 
tricts, I  am  obliged  to  say,  speaking 
from  sume  years'  experience  of  banking, 
that  those  banks  have  carried  out  rather 
risky  operations.  In  conclusion,  I  have 
imly  to  say  I  do  not  object  to  the  scheme 
of  an  independent  Committee ;  it  may 
fail,  and  I  am  quite  sure  it  mnst  fail, 
unless  the  Framing  Committee  are  ex- 
tremely careful  as  to  how  the  Committee 
of  Inspection  is  constituted,  and  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  duties  it  has  to  per- 
form. I  believe  that,  if  Trustee 
Savings  Banks  are  prudently  conducted, 
as  a  number  of  them  are,  they  have  a  very 
useful  and  successful  career  before  them. 
In  districts  where  gentlemen  of  position 
are  found  ready  to  give  up  much  of 
their  time  without  any  hope  of  reward, 
and  just  as  a  labour  of  love  to  the 
work  of  these  banks,  these  banks 
succeed.       It      is     only     those      banks 
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which  fall  into  the  hands  of  mere 
ofBciaU  which  fail.  I  therefore  hope 
that  the  Amendments  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  enumerated 
will  be  adopted,  so  that  the  Bill  will 
bring  about  a  much-needed  reform. 

•(11.26.)  Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington, 
N.)  :  It  seems  to  mo  obvious  that  it  is 
almost  impossible  for  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  give  the  names  nntil 
it  is  known  what  the  Committee  has  to 
do.  I  am  sure  hon.  Members  have  no 
idea  of  the  responsibihty  of  this  Com- 
mittee, and  I  cannot  conceive  anybody 
accepting  the  appointment  as  the  Bill 
now  stands.  There  are  about  350  of 
these  banks  ;  thej  hold  something  like 
£45.000,000,  and  they  have  1,500,000 
depositors.  Until  the  Committee  ia 
appointed,  the  gentlemen  who  are  named 
in  the  Schedule  will  have  themselves  to 
carry  on  the  inspection  and  audit  of  all 
these  banks.  Clanse  4  provides  that 
the  Committee  shall  not  be  a  paid 
body,  but  shall  do  its  duties  simply  as 
a  labour  of  love.  It  seems  obvious 
that  no  one  can  undertake  these 
duties  until  this  clause  is  somewhat 
altered  in  the  direction  of  the  duties 
being  made  somewhat  less  onerous. 
With  reference  to  the  views  of  the  Select 
Committee, itseems  tome  a  great  pit3-thnt 
the  recommendation  of  that  Committee 
upstairs  was  not  adopted  more  completely. 
Unless  the  audit  is  done  most  thoroughly, 
the  result  must  be  disastrous.  I  am  one 
of  those  who  believe  that  Trustee 
Savings  Banks  have  been  very  wonder- 
fully conducted.  Wlien  we  look  at  the 
history  of  these  institutions  and  6nd  the 
enormous  sums  of  money  that  have 
passed  through  them — something  like 
£250,000,000  in  25  years  —  and  we 
find  that,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Cardiff  Bank,  there  has  been  hardly  any 
loss  at  all.  I  think  they  reflect  great 
credit  on  those  who  conduct  them.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  there  is  no  question 
that  machinery  is  wanted  to  secure  that 
the  accounts  shall  be  jirojierly  audited. 
The  Committ<3e  upstairs  went  into  the 
matter  very  carefully  ;  and  although  I 
candidly  confess  I  do  not  like  this  Bill  ns 
much  as  I  hojied  I  should,  I  trust  we 
shall  read  it  a  second  time.  I  think  it 
may  eventually  be  knocked  into  a  shape 
ikiBtt  will  do  a  groat  deal  of  good. 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis 


•(11.30.)  The  FIRST  LORD  or  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SMvrH,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  would  make  an  appeal 
to  the  House  to  allow  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill  to  be  taken  now,  as  there 
is  other  important  business  to  be  taken. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  undertaken  to  re-com- 
mit the  Bill  for  the  Amendments  ho 
proposes  to  introduce,  and  the  House 
will  then  have  the  mea-sure  in  its  more 
perfect  form,  together  with  the  names 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
promised.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
will,  for  the  sake  of  the  convenience 
of  the  House  generallj*,  allow  us  to 
take  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
now,  and  he  will  have  a  better  op- 
jiortunitj  for  hia  observations  in  Com- 
mittee. 

•(11.32.)     Mb.  HOWELL:   After  th< 
intimation  given,  I  beg  leave  to  with- 
draw my  Amendment. 

(11.33.)   Me.  STOREY  (Sunderland) 
And  I,  Sir,  beg  leave  to  move  the  ad 
journment  of  the  Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  Storey.) 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  insist  upon  that.  To 
adjourn  the  Debate  now  may  possibly 
endanger  the  Bill  and  prevent  its  passing 
this  Session.  We  cannot  re-commit 
the  Bill  until  it  has  been  read  a  second 
time. 

(11.34.)  Mr.  STOREY:  With  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  I  may 
allowed  to  explain  my  action.  I  thi: 
the  Trustee  Savings  Biinks  have  been 
very  badly  treated,  both  by  the  Govern' 
ment  and  by  the  attacks  made  apon 
them  in  other  quarters.  It  is  extremely 
important  that  some  persons  who  know 
these  banks  and  their  work  should  speak 
u{)ou  the  matter,  and  the  proper  time 
for  that  is  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
asks  the  House  to  give  a  Second  Reading 
to  a  Bill  in  which  the  most  important 
clauses  are  to  bo  entirely  rc-cast.  That 
is  the  most  extraordinary  proposal  I  have 
ever  heard. 


uie 

be^ 
sen       y 


I 


HI  Savings  ]  Jolt  21 

(11.35.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  It  is  jnst 
because  I  am  anxious  that  the  House 
should  have  the  Bill  in  the  form  we 
propose  it  should  assume  that  I  wish  to 
re-commit  the  Bill.  I  have  received  a, 
deputation  from  nearly  all  the  Savings 
Banks  in  the  country,  and  they  arc  fully 
satisfied  with  the  proposed  Amend- 
ments. 

Mb.  storey  :  But  the  House  does 
not  know  what  the  Amendments  are. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  House  cannot 
know  until  the  Bill  is  ro-C()mmitted. 
But  if  the  Bill  is  committed  pro  formd 
and  re-printed,  an  opportunity  will  be 
given  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Amendments.  I  will  undertake  that 
time  shall  be  given  for  the  circulation  of 
a  copy  of  the  Amendraeut.s  among  the 
banks,  and  then  lion.  Members  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  |iri.-p,iringauy  Amend- 
ments in  the  interest  of  the  banks.  It 
is  the  most  business-like  course,  and  I 
trust  the  hon.  Member  will  accept  it. 

•(11.3(3.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE 
(Bradford,  Central)  :  I  think  we  all 
recognise  the  importance  of  itading  the 
Bill  a  second  time,  and  I  tliink  my  Lon. 
Friend  will  find  a  full  opjwrtuuity  fur 
discussion  when  ho  has  tlm  Bill  before 
him  in  the  amended  form  thy  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes. 

(11.3G.)  Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Corn- 
wall, Camborne) :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  we  are  more  innocent 
than  we  look,  but  a  number  of  old  birds 
are  not  to  be  cauglit  with  salt.  We 
thoroughly  understand  the  tactics.  For 
my  part,  I  am  fully  prepared  to  support 
my  hon.  Friend.  I  have  bi-en  bombarded 
with  numerous  letters  from  constituents 
and  others  expressing  the  greatest  dis- 
approbation of  the  proposals  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  I  certainly 
think  it  is  our  duty  to  insist  upon  a 
Second  Reading  discussion.  The  Amend- 
ments may  modify  materially  the  whole 
scope  and  character  of  the  Bill,  and  we 
ought  to  know  what  we  are  doing  before 
we  commit  ourselves  to  a  Second  Read- 
ing. 

(11.10.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
8G;  Noes  184.— (Div.  List,  No.  192.) 
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Original  Question  agfain  proposed, 
"  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  STOREY:  I  do  not  know.  Sir, 
whether  I  have  exhausted  my  right  of 
speech 

Mr.  Sydney  Gedge  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put,"  but  Mr.  Speaker  withheld  his 
assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
Question. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Do  I  understiind 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bethual  Green 
desires  to  withdraw  his  Amendment? 

•Mr.  HOWELL  assented. 

•Mr.  SPEAK KR:  Is  it  your  pleasure 
the  Amondmuut  be  withdi-awn  ?  \CrUa 
of  "  No."] 

•(11.52.)  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  very 
much  regret  the  opposition  shown  to  the 
passing  of  this  Bill.  ["  No,  no."]  How- 
ever, it  is  not  ray  desire  to  enter  on  n 
contest  with  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the 
interests  of  those  who  are  concerned 
with  the  safety  and  security  of  Savingfs 
Banks,  and  with  thnse  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  sole  responsibility  must  rest  if  a 
measure  which  is  designed  to  improve 
the  security  of  those  who  place  their 
hard-earned  savings  in  those  institutions 
oannot,  in  consequence,  be  passed  during 
the  present  Session.  The  Bill  has 
received  support  from  all  parts  of  the 
House,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
shown  his  desire  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
those  who  want  Amendments  to  be  made 
in  a  reasonable  way.  In  those  circum- 
stances I  will  not  detain  the  House 
longer,  but  allow  the  House  to  procetd 
to  the  other  busiuess  which  has  been 
fixed  for  this  evening.  I  agree  to  an 
adjournment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  W.  U.  .Hmiih.) 

(11.54.)  Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE 
(Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian)  :  I  feel  obliged 
to  say  two  things  upon  thissubject.  In  the 
first  place,  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  infer  from  ibe 
Division  which  has  just  taken  place 
[Lauyhter,  and  crien  of'-''  Order  !'']  either 
that  there  is  at»y  csiuse  for  the  unseemly 
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manifestation  which  has  just  taken  jilace, 
or  that  there  is  any  hostile  (liujiosition  t(i 
,the  principles  of  this  Hill  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  [  Law/fi(er.]  Notwithstand 
ing  these  manifestations  of  the  manner 
in  which  lion.  Gentlemen  prefer  to 
pursue  the  Debate — notwithstanding 
this  and  the  wiiite  of  time  these  inter- 
ruptions cause — I  venture  to  express  my 
belief  that  this  Rill  bus  excellent  objects 
in  view,  and  ]  sincerely  hope  tlint  it  will 
pass  into  law  this  Session.  But  I  think 
that  the  right  hoii.  Gentleman  did  not 
see  the  point  wliieh  has  arisen,  which 
Beems  to  give  strength  t»i  the  apjieiil  of 
the  hon.  Memlx-r,  which  I,  for  my  own 
part,  cannot  resist.  My  hon.  Friend 
Las  a  right  to  a  Second  Reading  dis- 
cussion. Under  the  old  pi-actice  in  this 
House  a  c^^mmitment  jn-o  f'orvid  has 
been  of  frequent  occurrence,  and  is  a 
most  useful  proceeding  ;  hut  after  that, 
when  re-comniitment  was  used,  it  would 
have  been  in  the  power  of  my  hon. 
Friend  to  resume  his  Second  Reading 
discu.ssion.  Now,  by  the  Rule  which  has 
been  passed,  my  hon.  Friend  is  obliged 
to  have  his  Second  Reading  discussion 
now  or  never,  and.  thcrefure,  it  has  been 
impossible  for  me  to  resist  the  appeal  of 
my  hon.  Friend.  I  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  bo  led  by  the 
occurrence  of  to-night  to  consider  a 
matter  which  is  of  great  im[X)rtanc.e  in 
the  procedure  of  this  House,  namely, 
whether  when  you  have  made  a  Rule 
abolishing  the  power  of  deliatine  a  Bill 
on  the  Speaker  l<>avintr  the  Cliair,  it 
would  not  Ix-  wise  to  make  an  exception 
to  that  Rule  when  a  Bill  is  committed 
pro  funiul,  when  it  might  undergo  any 
amount  of  changes,  and  when  there  is  no 
power  whatever  of  questioning  any  of 
those  changes.  With  regard  to  this 
Bill,  I,  for  one,  should  be  glad  to  see  it 
advanced  with  all  possible  expedition. 

Question  put,  an  I  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY  [8th  JDLY]-REPORT. 
Order  read,  fur   resumiug   Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [1 0th  July], 

"  That  this  House  dotli  Offroe  with  the  Com- 
mittea  in  the  Kesoluliun  *Tbat  a  sam,  not 
exceeding  £889,490,  be  granted  to  Iler 
Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  oourte  of 
payment  diirinv  the  yeiir  ending  on  the  Slat 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  ' 


day  of  March,  ISOl,  for  tho  EzpenseB  of  the 
Royal  Iriiih  Constabulnry." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

(11.55.)  Me.  DILLON  {Mayo,  E.) :  I 
do  not  propose  to  go  at  length  into  tho 
facts  in  ruliition  to  the  shooting  at 
CharleviUe,  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
which  this  Debate  has  been  several  times 
adjourned  ;  but  lx?fore  making  a  Motion 
which  will  enable  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  make  his  statement  with  regard  to 
the  case,  I  must  first  protest  against  the 
action  of  the  Government  with  reference 
to  this  Vote.  The  Debate  has  several 
times  been  post|X)ned  on  the  express 
nndei-standing  that  it  would  ultimately 
bs  taken  at  a  reasonable  hour  ;  that  is  to 
say,  half-past  10  or  11.  But  Members 
camo  down  to  the  House,  having  been 
given  to  understand  tliat  the  Deliate 
wonld  be  taken  not  later  than  11,  and 
we  waited,  astonished  at  the  action  of 
the  Government,  until  half-past  11, 
when  tho  leader  of  tho  House  rose,  as 
we  supposed,  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  business  then  under  diseussioD. 
To  our  astonishment  he  (Hjraisted  in  the 
Debate,  and  thus  we  find  this  Vote  is 
only  reached  on  the  stroke  of  midnight. 
In  the.se  circumstances,  I  consider  1  am 
justified  in  saying  that  faith  has  not 
been  kept  with  us.  Without  occupying 
more  time,  and  in  order  to  allow  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  speak  again.  I  licg  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£10,000. 

•Mk.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  do  that.  The  House  must  say 
"  aye  "  or  "  no  "  to  the  Question  whether 
the  House  agrees  with  the  Committee  in 
tho  Resolution. 

•(11.57.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University)  :  I  think  that  it  will  pro- 
bably be  convenient  to  the  House  if  I 
made  a  short  statement  now,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  tho  Chief  Secre- 
tary can  only  address  the  House  once. 
1  will  shortly  indicate  the  position  with 
regard  to  this  matter,  with  especial 
reference  to  certain  statements  which 
were  made  on  the  last  occasion  when  ifc 
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was  last  before  the  House.  With  regard 
to  what  has  fallen  from  the  hou.  Member 
for  East  Mayo,  I  have  to  say  the  Govern- 
ment had  every  intention  of  bringing 
this  question  on  at  an  earlier  hour. 
Events  will  sometimes  ixicur,  however, 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion  of  an 
Order  of  the  Day,  wliicli  render  neces- 
sary the  postjDnement  of  the  hour  at 
which  a  subsfcjuent  Drder  of  the  Day 
can  be  taken.  It  was  sUtcd  on  the 
last  occasion  that  the  action  of  "  Nolan 
V.  Concannon "  might  be  treated  as 
an  action  no  longer  pending.  1  find, 
after  inquiries,  that  no  step  has  been 
taken  by  Xolau  to  bring  the  action  to  a 
close,  and  that  it  is  still  pending.  There- 
fore, while  the  case  is  still  before  the 
CJourts,  any  discussion  of  the  questions 
in  dispute  in  the  action  seems  to  me  to 
be  inexpedient  and  improper.  What 
is  the  position  of  the  case  ?  It  hits 
been  alleged  that  four  shots  were  fired 
by  the  police  ;  that  ii  man  nameil  Nolnn,. 
sitting  on  a  wall  adjoining  the  station, 
fell  down  after  the  shots  were  fired, 
alleging  that  he  had  received  injury 
from  a  bullet.  It  has  been  alleged, 
also,  that  the  firing  on  the  part  of 
the  police  w.is  not  justified  by  any 
action  on  the  part  of  the  crowd. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  has  been  alleged 
that  there  wan  action  on  the  part  of  the 
crowd,  the  charact^'r  of  which  I  will  not 
now  discuss,  which  ju.stififd,  in  point  of 
law,  the  firing  (if  the  police.  Whnt 
course  did  the  plaintiff,  and  these  who 
were  desirous  of  trying  the  conduct  of 
the  jwlice,  take  ?  This  cannot  be  repre- 
sented as  a  ciiso  which  the  plaintiff 
brought  before  a  Court  of  Law  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  diunagos  for  a  sub- 
stantial injury,  because  the  injury  done 
to  the  plaintiff  was  so  infinitesimal  that 
one  qui'Stiou  bulmiitted  to  the  jury  whs 
whether  Nolan  was  struck  by  a  bullet  ut 
all  or  whether  the  abrasion  on  hi.s  leg 
WHS  not  cau.sed  by  a  projection  from  thi' 
wall.  It  wiis  a  caa.>  hrcpiight  into  Court 
for  the  purpo.se  of  trying  whether,  on 
this  occasion,  the  firing  by  the  jwlico  was 
justified  or  not.  There  were  two 
principal  ways,  in  addition  to  an  in- 
vestigation liefore  two  Magistrates,  of 
trying  that  question.  The  (K)lice  might 
have  lieen  ]irips.;cuted  criminally  for  the 
offence  of  firing  at  with  iitcnt  to  kill. 
That  procedure  would  h.ive  involved  no 


question  as  to  the  nature  of  the  wound  sus- 
tained by  Nolan, and  itwouldhavedirectly 
raised  the  (juestion  as  to  the  justifiability 
of  the  firing  by  the  police.  Then,  a 
civil  action  for  the  recovery  of  damages 
might  have  been  brought ;  and,  with 
the  view  of  testing  the  question  whether 
the  police  were  justified  in  firing,  the 
plaintiff,  and  those  acting  with  him, 
elected  to  proceed  by  civil  fiction.  What 
occurred  ?  The  civil  action  was  tried 
before  Mr.  Justice  Murphy  and  a  jury. 
The  jnry  dis  igreed.  There  was  no 
shorthand  writer  employed  to  take  a 
report  of  the  Judgment,  but  it  appears 
that  the  nature  and  aiuse  of  the  injury 
to  the  plaintiff  and  the  question  of  the 
justifiability  of  the  police  were  left  as  a 
jury  question.  The  case  was  again  tried 
liefore  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  and  a  jury. 
I  have  the  best  means  of  information  as 
to  the  charge  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron, 
because  a  shorthand  writer  was  present. 
The  Lord  Chief  Biiron,  without  any  ex- 
pression of  opinion,  summed  up  the 
evidence  on  Ixitli  sides,  pointing  out  the 
confiict  of  testimony  on  material  points 
as  to  the  demeanour  of  the  crowd,  as  to 
whether  there  was  anything  which 
amounted  to  an  attempt  to  rescue,  and 
as  to  whether  shots  had  proceeded  from 
the  crowd.  He  left  them  tlie  question 
whether  the  wound  was  causetl  by  a 
bullet  or  not,  and  the  question  whether 
the  firing  by  the  j>olice  was  justified  or 
not.  The  jurj-  were  unable  to  agree  upon 
the  first  of  these  issues,  and  the  action 
has  not  since  been  discontinued  and  is 
still  pending.  There  will,  therefore,  bo 
a  thirfl  trial  involving  the  question  of 
the  jujjtifiability  of  the  action  of  the 
police.  That  qnestion  the  Government 
are  now  asked  to  withdraw  from  the 
cognisance  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
in  order  that  it  may  lie  considered  by 
some  other  tribunal  which  it  is  proposed 
to  constitute.  That  is  a  suggestion 
which  the  Government  certjunly  can- 
not entertain  as  long  as  the  civil  action 
in  the  High  Court  is  pending. 

(12.12.)  Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork, 
N.E.)  :  It  seems  to  me  that 
from  beginning  to  end  of  this 
shameful  matter  the  Government 
have  acted  in  a  most  shuffling  and 
uncandid  manner.  The  Government 
were  told  in  the  House  three  weeks  ago 
that   there    was  an  end  of    this  action. 
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The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  pretended  to  doubt  the  assur- 
ance that  was  then  given,  and  two  nights 
afterwards  the  Member  for  Leeds  pro- 
duced nnd  read  a  telegram  from  the 
plaintiff's  solicitor  stating  that  no  further 
proceedings  will  be  taken  in  the  matter. 
The  Chief  Secretary  then  appeared  to 
accept  the  assurance,  yet  to-night  the 
Attorney  Geneial  pretends  that  he  is  not 
sufficiently  assured  on  the  matter, 
although  I,  who  was  said  by  the  police 
to  be  the  real  plaintiff  in  the  case,  now 
assure  the  House  that  the  proceedings 
are  at  an  end.  I  SLSSure  the  Government 
there  will  not  be  a  third  trial  of  this 
action,  because  in  the  trial  which  has 
alrea«ly  biken  place  the  guilt  of  the 
policeinan  hsis  been  satisfactorily  proved. 
There  were  tw(j  trials,  and  only  on  one 
question  put  Ijcfore  the  jurj-,  a  compara- 
tively insignificant  point — whether  or  not 
the  slight  injury  received  by  this  man 
■was  caused  by  the  grazing  of  a  bullet, 
or  by  a  spike  on  the  wall — was  there  a 
disagreement.  The  juiy,  which  consisted 
largely  of  the  political  friends  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  wore  prepared  to 
tind  that  the  police  were  not  justified  in 
firing,  and  it  cannot  bo  said  of  Mr. 
Justice  Murphy,  who  presided  over  the 
first  trial,  that  ho  was  favourably  dis- 
posed towards  the  plaintiff  or  his  friends. 
From  Mr.  Justice  Murphy's  charge  it  is 
clear  he  considered  that  the  contention  of 
the  police  that  there  had  been  an 
attempt  at  rescue  was  a  ridiculous  inven- 
tion. The  Chief  Baron  in  his  charge 
also  took  the  same  view.  If  the  conduct 
of  the  police  at  Charlevillo  is  to  be  justi- 
fied and  br.izened  out  in  this  House,  our 
lives  in  Ireland  will  not  be  worth  a 
moment's  purchase.  To-night  the  Go- 
Ternmont  fall  buck  upon  the  miserable 
excuse  thnt  the  question  is  still  ifi  lie 
tried  by  another  jury,  though  it  has  been 
tried  out  already.  The  question  is, 
whether  those  17  armed  men  were 
justified  ia  firing  four  shots  into  a 
chance  orowd,  which  they  themselves 
estimated  at  100  i)eople,  bnt  which  I 
estimate  at  40  or  50.  In  the  next 
compirtment  but  one  to  that  in  which 
I  was,  there  were  1 1  armed  riflemen, 
and  so  little  did  the  cheering  outside 
disturb  them  that  not  one  of  them 
moved,  out  of  the  carriage,  although 
it  is  admitted  they  conld  have  sweit 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien 


the  crowd.  The  whole  story  of  at- 
tempted rescue  is  ridiculous  and  im- 
possible. The  Government  offer  the 
same  explanations  to  the  House  which 
the  policeman  offered  to  Judges  and 
juries,  and  which  the  Judges  and  juries 
disbelieved.  I  venture  to  say  it  is 
a  shame  and  a  scandal  that  public 
money  i-hould  be  employed,  os  it 
has  been  employed,  to  enable  these 
men  to  go  to  trial,  and  the  money  of  the 
taxpayers  lavished  in  enabling  them  to 
evade  the  consequences  of  as  gross  a 
piece  of  savagery  as  was  ever  charged 
against  any  body  of  men.  If  the  Go- 
vernment offer  the  least  justification  for 
their  action  in  this  case,  ti>e  least  the 
Irish  Members  have  a  right  to  demand 
is  that  copies  of  tiie  evidence  and 
charges  shall  be  laid  on  the  Table.  No 
man  can  read  those  depositions  and 
charges  without  believing  that  it  is  a 
shame  on  public  justice  in  Ireland  that 
these  men  were  not  drummed  out  of  the 
Service,  if  not  put  njion  their  trial. 

(12.23.)  Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  tried  to 
imply  that  the  knowledge  thnt  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North- East  Cork 
was  m  police  custody  was  possessed  bj 
the  crowd  at  Charlevillo  Station  on  the 
day  in  question.  He  omitted  to  state 
that  Charleville  was  35  miles  from  the 
city,  and  that  on  that  day  there  were  no 
possible  means  of  communication  except 
by  the  train,  as  the  telegraph  office  is 
only  open  for  one  hour  on  Sunday 
mornings.  What  occurred  on  that  par- 
ticular day  ?  A  small  crowd  assembled 
on  the  platform  to  welcome  four  or  five 
delegates,  and  when  they  heard  that  my 
hon.  Friend  was  in  the  train,  they  gaTe 
cheers  "  for  Mr.  O'Brien,"  while  two  or 
three  ran  to  the  carriage  window  in 
order  to  shake  hands  with  liim,  where- 
upon the«e  cowardly  ruffians  fii-ed,  as 
they  confessed,  with  intent  to  kill.  Now, 
I  say  that  this  House  has  a  right  to 
demand  an  explanation  from  the  Go- 
vernment instead  of  the  quibbling,  pre- 
varicating, and  shuttling  we  have  jast 
hejird.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hns  taken  the 
trouble  to  read  the  report  of  the  trials. 
I  linve,  and  I  never  heard  anything  so 
absurd  as  the  suggestion  that  there  was 
an  nttempt  to  rescue  the  hon.  Member 
on   that   occasion.      Imagine   30  or  40 
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boys  without  a  weapon  in  their  hands 
attempting  to  rescue  my  hon.  Friend  out 
of  the  custody  of  "20  strong  men  armed 
to  the  teeth.  When  these  people  went  ' 
to  the  station,  they  had  not  the  remotest 
idea  that  my  hon.  Friend  would  be 
in  the  train.  I  have  made  inquiries 
from  15  or  20  persons  who  were  on  the 
platform  at  the  time,  and  I  have  seen 
affidavit*  which  were  sworn  two  or  three 
days  after  tlie  occurrence,  and  there  is 
nothing  at  all  to  bear  out  the  suggestion 
of  an  attempted  rescue.  The  truth  is, 
Inspector  Concannon  lost  his  head  on 
that  OL-ca.sion  ;  and  long  before  the  train 
reached  Charleville,  he  was  seen  boiling 
over  with  excitement.  It  is  admitted 
that  he  never  gave  the  police  orders  to 
fire,  and  that  in  firing  they  disoljeyed 
one  of  their  most  stringent  regulations. 
It  was  sworn  liy  the  ticket  collector  and 
the  head  porter  in  charge  of  the  station 
that  the  shots  were  not  fired  by  the  In- 
fipeotor  and  the  policemen  with  him  until 
the  train  wa,s  moving  from  the  pliitforra 
on  its  way  to  the  next  station.  This  is 
abeoluti'ly  proved  beyond  the  possibility 
of  doulit.  Tiie  guiird  had  given  the 
signal,  the  wliistlo  had  sounded,  the  train 
■wa«  moving  from  the  platform,  wheu 
the  jxjlioe  fired  into  this  crowd  of  30  or 
40  peojiie  with,  as  they  admit,  intent  to 
Tcill.  The  young  man  who  brought  the 
action  wjis  sitting  on  a  wall  engaged  in 
the  terribly  reprehensible  and  violent 
conduct  of  shouting  ''Thi-ee  cheers  for 
William  O'Brien,"  which,  if  it  be  an 
offence,  is  one  committed  daily  thmugli- 
ont  Ireland.  It  will  lie  a  scandal  and 
repruuch  to  this  Uouso  if  an  explanatinn 
iSAot  given  by  the  Government.  If  the 
right  hou  Gentleman  |iersist.s  in  defend- 
ing such  conduct  he  is  teaching  a 
dangerous  le.sson  to  the  Irish  ]X)Iice  and 
the  Irish  people,  because,  if  in  going  to 
meetings  the  people  are  not  protected 
from  the  unlawful  assaults  of  the  police, 
I  should  advise  the  young  men  to  arm 
themselves  with  cudgels  for  self-defence; 
and  as  to  the  more  dangei-ous  use  of  fire- 
arms, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  instill 
ing  a  still  more  dangerous  lesson  into  the 
minds  of  Irishmen,  tecause,  in  defending 
the  use  of  such  weapons,  ho  cannot 
«xpect  that  the  paople  will  not  find  some 
way  of  protecting  themsjlves. 

(12.35.)     Sir     HORACK     DAVEY 
(Stockton)  :  I  think  the  Government  are 


in  this  matter  behaving  very  shabbily. 
I  am  not  about  to  enter  into  controversial 
topics  relating  to  any  action  pending  or 
not  pending  Ijefore  the  Irish  Courts.  I 
am  only  about  to  refer  to  the  charge 
made  against  the  police,  both  last  year 
and  now.  It  is  that  they  wantonly,  and 
without  sufficient  provocation,  fired  upon 
tie  people  on  the  platform  of  a  railway 
station  from  a  i-ailway  carriage  while  the 
train  was  in  motion  and  leaving  the 
station.  On  the  Uh  of  .Inly  the  Chief 
•Secretary,  speaking  from  infoi-mation  he 
had  received,  said,  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion, that  it  appeared  fi-om  the  official 
Reports  that  the  door  of  the  railway 
carriage  was  surrounded  by  a  mob  of 
about  100  [jersons ;  that  it  was  twice 
forced  open,  apparently  with  the  object 
of  rescuing  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  that  two  shots 
were  fired  into  the  carriage,  and  that  it 
was  only  then  that  the  iSub-Inspector 
and  his  two  men  fired.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  afterwards  said  he 
gathered  distinctly  that  shots  were  fired 
by  the  crowd.  I  think  1  am  right  instating 
that  at  the  trial  there  was  no  evidence 
of  two  shots  having  been  fired,  and  that 
there  was  conflicting  evidence  as  to  one 
shot  having  been  fired  by  the  people. 
There  have  been  two  trials,  and  on  both 
occasions  the  jury  disagreed  as  to 
whether  the  plaintiff  Nolan  was  injured 
by  a  bullet  fired  by  the  pilice  or  not. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  are  paying 
Concannoii's  expenses  out  of  the  public 
funds?  Is  Coucannon's  defence  to 
these  actions  being  conducted  by  the 
Government  out  of  public  money  ? 
Because,  if  that  is  so,  it  is  idle  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  Attorney 
Genei-al  for  Ireland  to  .say  they  believe, 
as  if  the  information  came  to  tliem  by 
the  way,  that  Concannon  intends  to  have 
another  trial.  I  ask  the  Government  to 
state  whether  they  intend  to  have  a  new 
trial  or  not,  because  although  the  defence 
is  in  the  name  of  Concannon,  it  is  really 
the  defence  of  the  Government.  There 
is  another  matter  the  Uonse  wrmld  like 
to  have  cleared  up.  If  the  Government 
intend  to  have  a  new  trial,  at  the  public 
expense,  what  justification  is  there  for 
it?  Are  they  prepared  to  say  they  have 
better  and  stronger  evidence  to  lay 
before  a  jury  in  a  new  trial?  If  they 
are  not  in  that  position  1  venture  to  say 
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they  will  be  incurring  a  wanton  expendi- 
ture of  the  public  money  in  insisting  on 
a  new  trial  in  Concannon's  behalf.  If 
my  information  is  correct,  the  case  put 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  at  least  exaggerated,  and  this  being 
BO,  and  the  second  trial  having  proved 
abortive,  the  Government  are  ncjt  justi- 
fied in  incurring  further  expensa  by  pro- 
longing this  litigation. 

•(12.40.)  TueATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(Sir  R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wiglit) :  I 
regret  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man should  have  charged  the  Govern- 
ment with  acting  shabbily  for  no  Wtter 
reafioDS  than  those  he  has  brought  for- 
ward. He  baa  charged  the  Chief 
Secretary — reading  from  Hansard^ 
with  having  made  an  exaggerated  state- 
ment in  connection  with  this  matter,  and 
the  alleged  exaggeration  comes  simply 
to  this  —that,  whereas  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary stated  that,  from  the  information 
he  had  received,  two  shots  were  fired, 
it  turned  out  afterwards  that  only 
one  shot  was  fired.  That  was  scarcely 
sufficient  ground  for  such  n  charge, 
and  the  condemnation  of  thei  con- 
duct of  the  police  would  hardly  depend 
on  whether  one  shot  or  two  shots  were 
fired,  if  attempts  wore  made  to  bring 
about  a  rescue.  The  hon.  and  leanie<l 
Gentleman  has  admitted  that  there  was 
evidence  with  regard  to  a  possible  rescue, 
and  that  he  has  not  the  means  of 
forming  a  judgment,  yet  he  has  referred 
to  the  two  issues  of  the  trial,  and 
expressed  an  opinion  with  regard  to 
them.  Two  issues  have  been  raised  in 
the  trials,  and  they  have  been  separately 
stated  ;  and  it  is  not  in  accordance  with 
my  experience  of  the  trials  of  issue  to 
suggest  that  because  t^vo  juries  have 
been  unable  to  come  to  a  conclusion, 
therefore  the  evid  nee  was  all  on  one 
side.  I  should  Ini  ve  hoixd  that  anyone 
having  my  hon.  Friend's  exporieuce  at 
the  Bar  would  have  refrained  frmu 
expressing  opinions  which  certainly 
ought  not  to  be  expressed  so  long  as 
there  is  a  prospect  or  probability  of  the 
case  coming  again  to  trial.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  made  a  statement 
from  a  telegram  to  the  effect  that  it  was 
arranged  that.there  was  to  be  no  new 
trial. 

•Mk.  HERBERT  GLADSTONE  (Leeds, 
West)  :  The  Chief  Secretary  accepted  the 
Sir  Horace  Davey 


statement  which  1  made  that  na  further 
action  would  be  tsiken  by  the  plaintiff. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester,. 
E.)  :  I  accepted  the  statement  that  the 
plaintiff  did  not  wish  to  go  on. 

•Sir  R.  WEB.STER  :  The  statement 
was  accepted  at  the  moment,  because 
it  was  impossible  to  ascertain  the 
accuracy  of  the  information  given  bjj 
telegram.  But  after  that  distinct  state- 
ment to  my  right  hon.  Friend  we  find  the 
plaintiff  taking  no  steps  to  discontinue 
the  action.  What  is  the  reply  of  the 
hon.  Memljer  for  Eust  Cork  ?  He  gets 
up  again  in  the  House  and  says  that, 
there  will  be  no  further  trial  as  far  as. 
the  plaintiff  is  concerned.  Has  Con- 
cannon  no  rights  in  this  case?  I  deny 
that  a  person  who  is  choi'ged,  and  is 
brought  by  civil  action  into  Court,  has 
no   intei-etit  in  the  matter ;  and   if   the 

right  to  trial  by  pnivi.so  exists 

Mr,  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Bin-); 
When  was  the  lust  case  ? 

•Sib  R.  WEBSTER :  I  do  not  know,. 
but  in  England,  and  I  dare  say  Ireland 
as  well,  the  defendant  can  take  an  action 
to  trial,  and  it  would  be  most  unfair  if 
wo  were  to  come  to  a  decision  on  this- 
matter  on  the  assumption  that  the  de- 
fendant cannot  have  the  case  determined. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  desires 
to  know  whether  or  not  the  Government, 
are  paying  the  expenses  of  District- 
Inspector  Concannon.  If  the  case  had 
occurred  in  England  I  liave  very  little- 
doubt  that  not  only  would  the  ex^iense»< 
of  the  trial  be  paid  by  Government,  but 
that  the  defence  would  be  undertaken  by 
them,  where  a  policeman,  acting  6o9<i- 
fide  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  ha.s  made 
himself  liable,  and  there  is  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  he  has  acted  maliciously.. 
I  understand,  however,  that  the  practice 
in  Ireland  is,  that  when  a  constable  is 
charged  under  such  circumstances  he 
instructs  his  private  solicitor,  who  con- 
ducts his  case.  The  Government  do  not 
undertake  the  defence,  but  at  the  end  of 
the  trial,  when  the  matter  is  considesed„ 
if  the  constable  is  found  not  U>  hare: 
acted  improperly  his  expenses  are  paid 
by  the  Government.  And  in  the  present 
case,  which  is  an  action  brought,  as  is 
now  admitted,  not  for  any  great  injury, 
done  to  Nolan  or  for  damages,  but  to  try 
the   question   whether  a  constable  ha& 
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exceeded  his  duty,  and  in  which  two 
juries  have  disafrreed,  it  would  be  very 
extraordinary  not  to  pay  District  InB|)ec- 
tor  Coucnnnon  bis  expenses.  My  answer 
to  the  lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  is, 
therefore,  distinft — namely,  that  Iusjh-c- 
tor  Concannon  consulted  bis  private 
solicitor,  that  his  solicitor  conducted  the 
case,  and  that  the  case,  therefore,  has  not 
been  carried  on  at  the  dictation  or  under 
the  control  of  the  Government ;  but 
when  the  case  comes  to  an  end,  the 
matter  will  lie  considered  by  the  Execu- 
tive, and  if  it  stand  as  at  present,  District 
Inspector  Concaunou's  expenses  will  be 
paid.  1  deprecate  any  attempt;  on  tbe 
part  of  the  Hi^use  to  discuss  the  issues 
r  of  the  case  if  it  is  going  to  be  tried 
again,  and  I  contend  that  it  will  be  alike 
uuwiseandunjusttoexpressany  judgment 
upon  ituutiltlieevidence  is  fully  before  ns. 

(12.50.)  Mb.  sexton  (Bc-lfast,  W.)  : 
There  are  two  imptirtant  questions 
demanding  reply,  and  which  have  been 
asked  in  the  course  of  this  Debate.  My 
I  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  did  nut  obtain  a  candid  answer 
to  his  inquiry  whether  the  notes  would 
be  laid  upun  tlio  Table,  ily  hon.  Friend 
also  inquired  whether  the  costs  of 
District  Inspector  Conc-aniion  would  be 
paid,  but  the  lion,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man evaded  the  question.  The  Attorney 
General  gave  a  hypothetical  answer, 
though  he  has  often  expressed  his  objec- 
tion to  hypothetical  answers  in  this 
House.  What  we  want  to  know  is 
whether  the  pubhc  purse  is  to  he  placed 
in  this  matter  at  the  disposal  of  a  ninn 
■who,  on  the  night  in  question,  incurred 
the  moral  guilt  of  murder;  for,  by  evi- 
dence of  the  police  themselves,  they 
fired  with  the  intent  to  kill,  and  the  jury 
agreed  that  there  had  been  unjustifiable 
firing  by  the  pohce. 

Mb.  a.  .T.  BALFOUR :  No. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  Distinctly. 

Mr.  SEXTON' :  While  the  Government 
are  sheltering  themselves  under  the  plea 
that  the  action  has  not  ceased,  do  they 
intend  to  procure  the  continuance  of  the 
action  by  the  funds  of  the  State?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ijeeds  stated  the  other 
night  that  he  had  read  an  intimation 
from  the  8olicit<jrof  the  plaintiEE  that  the 
plaintifEhad  no  intention  to  proceed.  Does 
anyone  imagine  that  District  Inspector 
Concannun,  of  himself,  would  proceed  1    1 


suspect  that  gentleman  has  had  enough 
of  the  case,  and  that  ho  will  be  glad  to 
be  let  alone.  But  now  the  Government 
pretend  that  Concannou  intends  to  pro- 
ceed, and  on  that  pretence  refuse  an 
answer.  The  good  faith  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  matter  may  be  judged  by 
the  speech  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  who  never  tilled  a  more  pitiable 
role  than  he  has  done  to-night.  His 
speech  was  a  contemptible  evasion.  One 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  observa- 
tions was  that  the  Government  bad  no 
shorthand  notes  of  the  Judge's  charge. 
Why,  they  had  a  most  excellent  report. 
If  the  humblest  politician  in  Ireland 
makes  a  speech  on  some  remote  hillside 
a  Government  reporter  is  there,  but  in 
the  case  of  a  man  morally  guilty  of 
murder  the  Government  have  no  means 
of  furnishing  a  shorthand  report  of  the 
charge  of  Her  Majesty's  Judge.  It 
apjiears  that  a  police  reporter  was  present 
on  the  occasion  of  the  second  trial  ;  yet 
the  (jovernment  catmot  produce  tho 
transcrijrt. 

•Mit.  x\IADDP:N:I  stated  distinctly 
that  I  had  in  my  band  tho  transcript 
taken  by  the  shorthand  writer  of  the 
charge  of  Chief  Baron  Palles,  and  that 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  lay  it  on 
the  Table. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  Government  have 
so  many  reporters  to  spare  all  over  Ire- 
land that  1  should  have  thought  they 
would  have  seen  the  importance  of  this 
case,  and  have  taken  the  precaution  ol 
prix;uring  a  compatent  reptirt  of  the 
charges  of  both  the  learned  Judges.  ITie 
Attorney  General  said  that  the  plaintiff 
need  nut  have  brought  his  fcction  before 
a  juiy,  Init  might  have  brought  tho  case 
before  two  oflicial  confederates  of  tho 
police.  I  ask  the  House  from  that  one 
observation  to  judge  of  the  good  faith  of 
the  Government.  What  is  their  sheei) 
anchor  and  main  defence  t  That  the 
action  has  not  been  discontinued.  We 
have  the  most  authoritative  information 
that  it  has  been  discontinued.  I  protest 
against  the  Attorney  General  trying  to 
mislead  the  House  into  tho  opinion  that 
there  was  very  little  cause  of  complaint. 
He  suggested  that  the  man  was  not 
struck  by  the  bullet. 

•Mb.  madden  :  I  did  not  suggest 
that  Nolan  was  not  struck  by  the  bullet. 
What  I   did  sav,  and   it  was  admitted 
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by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  was  that 
the  trifling  nature  of  the  injury  led 
to  the  conclusioa  that  the  action  had 
been  brought  not  for  damages  but  to  try 
the  question  of  the  conduct  of  the 
police. 

Mk.  sexton  :  I  should  like  to  know 
how  the  Attorney  General  would  feel 
were  he  fired  at  when  on  the  top  of  a 
wall,  and  he  fell  from  the  top  to  the 
bottom  ?  I  should  like  to  know  wliether 
the  Attorney  General  would  have  taken 
action.  The  plaintifli  suffered  severe  shock 
and  serious  injury,  and  was  for  a  consider- 
able time  prevented  from  pursuing  his 
avocation.  It  is  notorious  that  Inspector 
Goucannon  showed  a  lamentable  lack  of 
judgment  and  self-denial.  Can  anyone 
read  the  evidence  given  in  the  ca.se,  and 
the  charges  of  the  learned  Judges,  and 
have  any  doubt  that  the  statements  made 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  last  year  that  a 
rescue  was  contemplated,  and  that  the 
police  had  orders  to  fire,  have  been 
proved  to  be  absolutely  unfounded  1 
There  is  no  doubt  in  tlie  world  that  the 
police  fired  without  orders,  and  as  to  the 
charge  of  attempted  rescue,  there  is  no 
doubt  whatever  that  nobotly  in  the  crowd 
knew  ray  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien) 
was  in  the  train.  The  armed  ixslicemen  in 
ihe  crowd  were  as  numerous  as  the  whole 
assembly,  and  they  could  have  swept  the 
crowd  away  in  five  minutes.  It  is  note- 
worthy that  no  constable  left  one  of  the 
carriaifes,  although  they  were  all  in  a 
position  to  observe  what  went  on  on  the 
platform,  and  that  is  a  conclusive  proof 
that  the  people  came  there  with  an 
innocent  intention,  and  that  any  excite- 
ment that  existed  was  caused  by  the 
desire  to  shake  hands  with  m}-  hon. 
Friend.  I  am  curions  to  know  whether 
the  Chief  Secretjirj'  will  still  insist  that 
a  shot  was  fired  into  the  carriage.  The 
evidence  proves  clearly  that  the  shots 
fired  were  fired  by  the  police  alone.  Who 
would  have  taken  firearms  to  the 
fltation  but  the  police,  and  for  what  pur- 
pose 1  The  glass  and  the  woodwork  of  the 
«arriage  have  been  examined,  and  there  is 
no  trace  of  a  bullet  in  them.  I  declare 
that  the  Government  have,  in  this  cast-, 
been  guilty  of  the  most  miserable 
evasion,  that  thuir  conduct  amounts  to 
an  official  incitement  to  crime,  addressed 
to  the  armed  servants  of  the  Crowu,  and, 
if  they  refuse  to  give  us  au  assurance 
Mr.  Madden 


that  the  officer  wiU  be  removed  from 
the  post  in  which  he  so  narrowly 
escaped  the  taking  of  life,  it  will  bo 
impossible  for  the  Clu'ef  Secretary  in  tho 
future  to  contend  that  the  Government 
desire  the  detection  of  crime  or  tha 
maintenance  of  order. 

(1.5.)  MR.CLANCr(Dttblin  Co.,N.):It 
isa  remarkable  tiling  that  the  ChiefSecre- 
tary  has  not  risen.  The  inference  we  draw 
from  his  silence  is  that  he  is  a'l-aid  to 
fall  out  with  Inspector  Concannon.  The 
Attorney  General  has  said  that  the  jury 
did  not  agree.  Does  he  pretend  that 
the  Judges  have  nut  pronounced  that  the 
firing  on  this  occasion  was  entirely  un- 
justifiable' The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  the  Government  have 
no  verbatim  repiirt  of  the  observations 
of  Mr.  Justice  Murphy,  though  they  liave 
a  report  of  the  charge  of  Chief  Baron 
Palles.  Let  them  pixxluce  that,  and  we 
will  take  our  stand  upon  it.  I  read  the 
charge  of  Mr.  Justice  Murphy  myself. 
One  of  the  points  on  which  he  dwelt  was 
this  ;  He  said,  the  chief  defence,  in  point 
of  fact,  the  substance  of  it,  was  that 
there  was  an  attempt  at  rescue  tiy  the 
crowd,  and  he  went  on  for  a  quarter  of 
an  hour  in  the  most  distinct  terms  to 
ridicule  that  allegiition.  He  pointed  oat 
that  the  police  were  armed  men,  that 
they  were  trained  to  the  use  of  arms, 
that  men  trained  to  the  usa  of  arms  andij 
possessing  arms  were  bound  to  be  men  of 
action  and  prudence,  and  should  not  be 
subject  to  sudden  bursts  of  passion,  or 
liable  ti3  locie  their  lieads.  Ho  pointed 
out  that  a  rescue  from  armed  police 
unknown  in  the  country,  and,  in  fact,  he 
ridiculed  the  bare  idea  that  any  rescue  liad 
been  attempted.  I  say  that  if  there  were 
nothing  more  in  the  case  than  this  con- 
sideration — that  the  contention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  last  year  was  based  on 
the  alleged  attempt  to  rescue — the  con- 
tention of  the  Government  has  entirely 
broken  down.  The  Government  have  a 
verbatim  report  of  the  charge  of  Chief 
Baron  Palles.  Let  them  lay  it  on 
Table  of  the  House. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Hear,  hear. 

Mk.  CLANCY:  As  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  intimates  his  intention  of 
laying  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
refuses  to  answer  us  tonight,  I  do  not 
think  we  can  pass  the  Vote  to-night.  The 
time  has  come  for  the   adjournment  of 
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the  Debate.  I  should  have  thought 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  Eurfland 
would  have  taken  a  long  time  liefiire  he 
spoke  of  the  nfEairs  of  Ireland  again  in 
this  House.  I  thought  he  had  heard 
enough  of  Pigott  and  his  doings  iu  Ire- 
land. I  cannot  help  alluding  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  observation  that 
Inspector  Concannon  had  rights,  and  that 
he  might  go  on  with  the  action,  as  if  he 
had  not  been  blessing  his  stars  every- 
day for  the  last  two  months  that  he  had 
escaped  by  the  skin  of  his  teeth,  and  as 
if  he  could  afford  to  go  on  with  the  action. 
Inspector  Concannon  got  off  on  a  miser- 
able technicality.  Two  questions  were 
left  for  the  jury  :  first,  whether  Nolan 
was  hurt  by  a  bullet,  or  a  spike  in 'the 
wall?  and,  secondly,  whether  the  police 
were  justified  in  firing  ?  The  jury  could 
not  come  to  a  decision  oti  the  second 
question  until  they  had  agreed  on  the 
first,  and  because  they  could  not  agree 
that  Nolan  was  hit  by  a  bullet,  they  were 
precluded  from  coming  in  a  decision  on 
the  second  pivint.  The  idea  that  Con- 
cannon is  panting  and  thirsting  for  a  trial, 
and  that  he  would  have  one  if  his  own 
wish  were  consulted,  is  about  as  audacious 
a  pretence  as  was  ever  put  forward  in  (his 
Hoase.  He  will  never  move  in  the  matter. 
He  cimld  have  served  noticf  in  have 
the  case  dismissed  for  want  of  a  prosecu- 
tion, but  he  has  not  taken  that  coui-sc. 
He  dare  not  take  it.  The  theory  that  a 
ahot  was  fired  into  the  carriage  was 
blown  to  the  winds  in  five  minutes.  If 
it  was  correct,  one  of  two  things  must 
have  happened.  Either  some  one  must 
have  been  hit,  or  the  bullet  would  have 
been  found  in  the  carriage,  but  neither 
of  these  things  occurred.  Immediately 
after  the  shot  was  said  to  liave  been 
fired,  the  police  were  challenged  by  the 
Member  for  North -East  Cork  to  search 
the  carriage.  They  refused  to  do  so  at 
the  time,  but  waited  until  the  lion. 
Member  had  left  the  tmin,  when  they 
sent  two  men  to  search  the  carnage. 
That  search  did  not  result  in  the  finding 
of  a  bullet.  In  fact,  Concannon  gave  up 
the  theory  about  the  shot  being  fired 
into  the  carriage,  and  he  gave  tlie  case 
away  in  evidence.  The  f^ict  was  that 
the  flash  of  the  alleged  firing  was 
nothing  more  than  the  flash  of  the  guard's 
lantern,  which  was  used  to  start  the 
train.     The   Chief   Secretary   is    acting 


now  as  lie  acted  in  the  case  of  Mitchels- 
town.  When  that  massacre  occurred, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  started  a 
theozy,  and  he  has  stuck  to  it  ever  since. 
Even  before  he  received  the  full  Reports 
of  the  police,  he  started  a  theory,  and 
that  theory  ho  has  stuck  to  in  spite  of 
most  overwhelming  evidence  against 
it.  He  is  doing  the  same  thing  now. 
He  delivered  a  theory  to  the  House,  and  to 
that  theory  he  adheres,  and  now  he  re- 
fuses to  give  any  expknation  of  his  con- 
'  duct.  Under  the  circumstances,  the 
only  thing  is  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  Debate,  which  I  now  do. 

Mn.  E.  HARRINGTON:  I  beg  to 
second  the  Motion. 

Motion  nmde,  and  Question  proposed) 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(Mr.  CIntiei/.) 

(1.16.)  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I 
think  thi'  request  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  is  somewhat  un- 
reasonable. Complaint  is  made  that  I 
liave  not  spoken  ;  but  there  are  two 
reasons  why  I  have  not  txiken  part  in  the 
discussion.  One  is  that  my  two  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friends  have  told  the 
House  wliat  course  the  Government  in- 
tend to  take  in  relation  to  laying  the 
report  of  the  charge  of  Chief  Baron 
Palles  on  the  Table  and  the  jajment 
of  the  expenses. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  They  said  nothing 
about  the  cipenses. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  has  given  a  complete 
answer  on  the  two  jioints. 

Mr.  T.  M.  UEALY  :  What  was  said 
about  cspen.ses? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  was  said 
was  that  certainly,  so  far  as  the  two 
abortive  trials  were  concerned,  the  Go- 
vernment would  \n\y  the  expenses. 

Mr.  T.  M.  UEALY  :  That  is  the  first 
time  that  has  been  stated. 

(1.18.)  Sir  HORACE  DAVEY : 
Whnt  the  Attorney  General  for  England 
said  was  that  when  the  proceedings  were 
over  the  Government  would  consider  the 
matter,  and  ho  thought  if  there  was  no 
further  trial  they  would  pay  the  erpenses 
of  the  abortive  trials. 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  .said  that  the 
Government  would  certainly  pay  the  ex- 
penses   of    the    two    abortive    trials   if 
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matters  remained  na  they  were  and  no 
further  trial  was  taken. 

(1.19.)  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I 
understood  my  hou.  and  learned  Friend 
to  say  that,  and  if  hon.  Members  did  not 
understand  it  1  now  state  it.  These 
matters  having  been  stated,  it  doe.s  not 
appear  to  me  tliat  there  is  anything 
furt)ier  to  add.  I  anticipated  that  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lotlilan,  at  whose 
request  the  Vote  has  been  post- 
poned  

Ma.  W.  E.  GI.AD.STONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  :  No,  no. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Well,  I  was 
under  that  erroneous  impression,  and  I 
was  anxious  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's observations,  or  those  of  some  of 
his  Colleagues,  before  1  myself  sjKike. 
I  was  anxious  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  some  of  his  Colleagues  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  show  wliy 
the  answers  given  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friends,  in  answer  to  specific 
inquiries,  were  not  sutisfact<iry.  I  now 
hope  the  House  will  not  defer  ctiming  to 
a  conclusion  on  this  Vote.  The  lion.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down  says  he  desires 
to  see  the  charge  of  Chief  Baron  Palles. 
That  is  a  reasonable  request,  but  some 
delay  will  bo  necdssary.  The  charge 
will  have  to  be  printed,  the  learned 
Judge  will  have  to  correct  the  prtiof 
sheets,  and  some  considerable  time  must 
necessarily  elapse  before  the  charge  can 
be  sent  buck  to  the  House.  I  hojns  the 
House  will  not  defer  coming  to  a  deci- 
sion on  the  Vote  until  we  have  seen  the 
charge. 

(1.22.)  Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  stated,  as  is  his  miinuer,  bluntly, 
on  being  questioned  closely  on  the  point, 
what  the  two  learned  Gentlemen  before 
him  endeavoured  to  conceal.  Concunnon 
has  now  the  declaration  of  the  Govera- 
ment  that  his  costs  will  bo  paid  in  both 
trials,  and  then  we  are  to  take  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land that  this  man,  who  has  nothing  to 
gain  and  everything  to  lose  by  a  third 
trial,  is  burning  and  anxious  to  have  a 
third  trial.  The  Attorney  General  said 
we  cannot  come  to  a  decision,  because 
the  matter  may  be  tried  a  third  time. 

Sir  R.  WEB,STER  :  I  said  the  Govern- 
ment were  unable  to  come  to  a  deci- 
sion as  to  the  costs,  because  the  case 
Sir  J{.  Webster 


must  be  tried  a  third  time,  but  I  sub 
mitted  that  it  would  be   undesirable 
come  to  a  decision  on  the  merits  of  the ' 
action,   because  there  must   be   a  third 
trial. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Then  what  wa 
the    point    of     the    hon.     GentlemanVl 
observations   as    to   the    merits  of   thai 
action?    The  question  we  have   to  con« 
sider  is  whether  yon  are  going  to  paj 
Concannon's  costs. 

•Me.  SPEAKER:  The  question  is  the 
adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  1  recognise  the! 
inexorable    logic   of    that   decision,    Sir. 
We   ask    for   the    adjournment   of   the 
Deljite  in  order  that  we  may  have  the 
Judge's   charge    before    us.     When    thej 
Government  think  the  charge  of  a  Judga 
is  in  their  favour  they  [iroduce  it  with-" 
ont  it  being  asked  for,  but  when  it  ia 
the   other   way   they  cannot   be  got 
do  it. 

(1.25.)  Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  1 
never  saw  the  shortliand  notes  of  the 
Chief  Baron's  judgment  until  the  day 
before  yesterday,  and  it  was  only  yester- 
day that  I  recognised  that  it  difiere 
essentially  from  the  report  in  the  Fr«» 
man's  Journal. 

(1.26.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  This  is" 
my  point,  that  the  Government,  when  a 
charge  is  in  their  favour,  have  both  eye! 
open,  but  when  it  is  a  charge  on  whick 
we  rely,  they  only  see  it  the  day  before 
yesterday. 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  asked  for  the 
charges  of  the  two  Judges,  but  they 
could  not  lie  obtained  together  at  once. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  accept  the 
statement  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  with  duo  diligence  obtain  the 
charges  sooner.  But  I  submit  that  our 
demand  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
Debate  in  the  ab.^ence  of  the  Judges' 
charges  is  not  unreasonable.  We  desire 
to  know,  also,  whether  the  learned 
Judges  think  that  the  expenses  of 
Concannon  should  be  paid  by  the 
Government.  Could  not  this  question 
be  submitted  to  them  1  What  would  be 
done  in  England  in  a  case  of  this  kind  1 
If  Mr.  .Justice  Murphy  should  say  tha| 
he  thinks  it  right  that  the  expc^nses  i 
this  constable  should  Ix)  paid  by  thj 
Treasury,  I  will  vote  for  it  myself, 
cannot  say  anything  fairer  than  that,  and 
I  submit  that  I  am  entitled  to  a  rep'y. 
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(1.30.)  ]\Ti(.  A.  J.  BALFOlTR  :  I  must 
point  out  tliiit  it  wouM  lio  impossible  to 
ask  any  .Tudtre  in  England  or  Ireland  to 
answer  any  (juestion  of  that  kind. 
Altlifiugh  the  Judges  in  question  dis- 
tinctly stilted  they  left  all  the  matters  of 
fact  to  the  jury,  they  expressed  no 
opinion  on  the  matters  of  fact.  I  nm 
informed  that  if  two  similar  cases  had 
occurred  in  I']ngland,  and  the  jury  had 
disagreed,  the  expenses  of  the  police 
would  be  [mid  by  the  Government. 

•Mr.  T.  AV.  RITS.SELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  :  I 
think  it  is  well  the  Debate  should  be  ad- 
journed, and  the  merits  of  the  question 
gone  into.  If  Nolan  in  the  meantime 
would  take  the  steps  that  are,  necessary 
in  order  to  diicontimie  the  action,  the 
merits  might  In;  fairly  gone  into. 

Mr.  DI  LLON  :  I  hope  that  after  what 
we  have  heard  the  Government  will 
consent  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
Debate.  If  they  do  not  I  trust  my  hon. 
Friend  will  go  to  a  Divlsioti.  An  over- 
whelming case  has  been  made  out  in 
favour  of  the  adjonvnment  of  the  Debate. 
Everyone  feels  in  his  heart  that  it  is 
desirnblo  that  the  merits  of  the  case 
should  be  fairly  jilaced  before  the  House. 
The  conduct  of  the  police  is  highly  de- 
bateable,  and  it  is  plain  that  the  two 
Judges  who  listened  to  the  evidence 
were  of  opinion  that  the  police  did  not 
act  as  they  ought  to  have  acted  ;  that 
they  onght  not  to  have  fired.  [Criet  of 
"No."]  Well,  at  all  events,  it  is  clear 
that  the  facta  of  the  case  onght  to  be 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons 
Ijefore  the  Session  ends.  We  have  had 
experience  on  more  than  one  occasion  of 
allowing  the  consideration  of  cases  to  bo 
postponed  from  one  Session  to  another. 
If  the  police  did  fire  on  this  occasion 
without  justification  they  committed  a 
great  outrage,  ntid  not  a  single  one  of  the 
men  who  fired  ought  to  be  entrusted 
with  deadly  weajions.  If  we  allow  this 
Session  to  go  by  without  bringing  this 
matter  before  the  notice  of  Parliament 
what  will  happen  next  Session? 
We  shall  be  told  then  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  this  is  ancient 
history,  and  is  a  matter  in  which  no  one 
t^kes  any  interest  at  all.  Wo  have  been 
treated  in  such  a  way  before,  and  we  do 
not  mean  to  Ix)  ti-eated  like  it  again. 
Therefore,  I  trust   my  hon.  Friend  will 


go  to  a  Division,  if  the  Government  will 
not  give  way. 

M.35.)  Mr.  CONYBEARB  (Corn- 
wall, Camborne)  :  I  noticed  that  when  an 
hon.  Member  on  this  aide  of  the  House 
drew  attention  to  the  weak  point  at  issue, 
namely,  what  was  fontained  in  the 
Judge's  charge,  hon.  Members  opposite 
made  indications  of  dissent.  That  proves 
conclusively  that  Gentlemen  opposite 
differ  from  us  altogether  upon  the  im- 
portfvnt  question,  what  iscontainedin  the 
charge  of  the  Judge.  I  put  it  to  hon. 
Members,  as  fair-minded  Englishmen, 
whether  it  is  fair  to  ask  us  to  decide  the 
question  without  knowing  what  the 
Judge  said?  The  Chief  Secretary  said 
he  had  not  seen  a  report  of  the  case  until 
Saturday  last.  How  many  of  his  sup- 
porters have  taken  the  trouble  to  read 
what  the  Judge  said  ?  I  certainly  think 
the  Government  would  do  well  to  consent 
to  the  adjonrnment  of  the  Debate  for  a 
few  days  longer. 

(l..-?;.)  Me.  W.  O'BRIEN:! 
ventureto  believe  that  the  speechesof  hon. 
Members  opposite  have  made  out  a  good 
case  for  the  adjournment  of  the  Debate. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  dis- 
tinctly evaded  the  important  question  of 
costs,  but  the  Chief  Secretary  blurted  out 
that  the  Government  will  pay  Mr.  Con- 
cannon's  expenses.  If  there  is  an 
adjournment  we  shall  get  considerably 
further  into  the  confidence  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  agree  witli  my  hon.  Friends 
that  we  ought  to  have  before  us  the 
Judge's  charge  and  the  evidence  given 
at  the  trial.  I  understand  the  charge 
was  given  by  the  Chief  Baron  himself  ; 
and  as  to  the  evidence,  I  venture  to  say  a 
Government  reporter  was  present 
throughout  the  whole  course  of  the  trial, 
taking  notes  of  the  evidence  and  of  the 
Judge's  charge.  The  Government  ought 
t<^i-iiight  to  tell  us  whether  or  not 
they  are  in  a  position  to  give  us  a  fuU 
and  complete  rejxirt  of  the  evidence. 
I  think  we  are  entitled  to  know  whether 
or  not  the  police  reporter  was  present, 
and  did  take  down  the  whole  of  the 
evidence,  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  lay  the  notes  fully  before  the 
House,  in  addition  to  the  charge  of  the 
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Chief  Baron.  The  charge  of  Mr. 
Justice  Murpliy  does  uot  appear  to  have 
been  supplied  by  him.  If  the  police 
reporter  is  not  in  a  jmsition  to  8n()|ily  it 
I  would  8ug(?est  that  the  verbatim  rt-jxirt 
of  the  cliargo  which  appean-d  in  the 
Freeman's  Juurnal — generally  a  very 
accurate  journal  in  the  matter  of  short- 
hand reporting — should  be  submitted  to 
the  learned  Judge,  and  that  he  should  be 
asked  to  say  whether  it  is  a  correct  re [>ort 
of  what  he  said,  and  to  supply  any 
deficiency  he  miiy  find  in  it.  If  a  police 
reporter  was  present  the  House  should,  I 
tlunk,  be  placed  in  possession  of  his  notes. 
1  think  the  House  is  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  is  sumething  very 
much  astray  in  this  case,  and  that  the 
consciences  even  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  are  being  touched  in 
reference  to  it  The  Government  would, 
in  my  opinion,  be  wise  to  adjourn  the 
discussion  now,  and  before  it  is 
resumed  full  materials  should  be  forth- 
coming for  taking  the  judgment  of  tlie 
House  with  reference  to  it. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  There  was  no 
Police  report 

(1.42.)  Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) ;  The  Government  are  to- 
night without  the  necessary  evidence. 

Mb,  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  We  have 
no  means  of  getting  the  evidence.  There 
is  no  Government  report  of  the  evidence. 
The  only  report  1  know  of  is  the 
Freeman's  Journal  report,  and  that  of 
course  we  cannot  nso. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  Do  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
police  reporter  whom  I  saw  taking  notes 
of  the  evidence  throughout  has  no  notes  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  a  {wlico  reporter  having 
been  present.  I  can  only  say  that  no 
Police  report  was  ordered  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  tliat  no  police  reporter,  as  far 
as  the  Government  is  aware,  was  ordered 
to  be  present,  or  was  present,  on  the 
occasion. 

(1.43.)  Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON:  I 
place  more  reliance  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  than  he  does 
himself.  He  told  us  to-night  he  was 
stiU  awaiting  the  Report  from  Chief 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien 


Baron  Palles.  ["  No,  no  !"]  He  talked 
of  the  time  it  took  for  the  learned  Judge 
to  correct  his  proofs.  Well,  surely  it 
will  be  some  time  before  hon.  Members 
have  that  Report  in  their  hands.  Wo 
claim  that  the  Report  of  the  Judge 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
before  they  give  a  final  vote.  As  to  the 
point  raised  by  tlie  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  about 
the  presence  of  a  police  reporter,  I 
believe,  from  my  own  knowledge  of 
Ireland,  that  it  was  impossible  for  a 
police  reporter  not  to  be  present  on  the 
occasion.  A  few  persons  in  the  town  of 
Tnilee,  suspected  of  being  of  Nationalist 
piwclivities,  met  together  in  a  peasant's 
house,  and  by  direction  of  the  authorities 
a  police  reporter  was  present  to  watch 
the  case.  It  is  impo.ssible  to  think  that 
in  a  case  of  this  kind  the  Government 
did  not  direct  an  official  rejiorter  to  bo 
present  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  as  the  representa- 
tive head  of  the  Government,  he  did 
not  direct  that  an  ofiScial  report  of  the 
case  should  be  supplied  to  him  from 
day  to  day. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Then  1 
must  accuse  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  the  grossest  negligence  in  this  matter- 
By  laying  the  Report  on  the  Table  the 
Government  might  dispose  of  this  matter 
in  five  minutes  on  a  subsequent  occasion, 
and  possibly  without  debate.  What 
good  can  the  Government  expect  to  come 
from  the  attitude  they  have  adopted  on 
this  question  1 


The    Committee    divided : — 
Noes    147.— (Div.    List,  No. 


(1.48.) 
Ayes   82; 
193.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  in  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

(1.59.)  Db.  TANNER:  I  think  the 
House  has  not  had  a  fair  opportunity 
of  discussing  this  Report.  If  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  broken  tlieir  pledge 
the  Vote  would  have  been  taken  at  an 
hour  when  it  might  have  been  adequately 
discussed.  I  have  only  recently  had  an 
opportunity   of    seeing  the    man    Con- 
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•  cannon.  I  know  him,  and,  in  my  opinion, 
he  is  just  08  guilty  aa  if  the  four  shots 
had  taken  four  liveB.  I  agree  that  the 
House  ought  to  bo  supplied  with  a 
transcript  of  the  shorthand  notes  taken 
at  the  trial.  Are  we  to  understiind  that 
a  shorthand  writer  was  not  present  on 
the  instructions  of  the  Government  ? 

(2.0.)  Sir  John  Colokb  roae  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move  "  That  the 
Question  Iw  now  put ;"  but  Mr.  Speakek 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then 
to  imt  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

(2.0.)  Db.  TANNER;  In  the  first 
place  I  was  trying  to  address  myself  to 
the  details  of  this  particular  case,  and  1 
was  seeking  to  point  out  the  caae  as  an 
additional  reason  why  we  should  go  on 
with  the  discussion.  There  are  many 
otlier  matters  relating  to  the  Con- 
stabulary which  demand  our  attention- 
We  want  to  know  why  the  constable 
who  was  taken  red-handed  in  a  moon- 
lighting expedition  avos  permitted  to 
escape  by  his  fellow  constaibles,  and 
allowed  to  leave  the  country  on  board 
one  of  the  New  York  steamers  at 
Queenstown.  But  I  must  refer  bock  to 
the  case  of  Inspector  Concannon.  We 
believe  him  to  bo  a  murderer  in  thought, 
if  not  in  deed.  We  have  it  admitted 
that  the  police  tired  their  riiles 
on  that  occasion  at  Chiirleville  without 
orders,  and  I  say  that  the  sooner 
the  House  deals  with  this  matter,  and 
deals  with  it  in  a  proper  way  by  giving 
an  impartial  investigation  into  the 
circumstances,  the  bettor  it  will  be  for 
aU  concerned.  It  .will  certainly  tend  to 
promote  an  improved  state  of  things  aa 
regards  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
Under  the  present  system  every  petty 
constable  at  every  small  station  in  and 
about  the  country  is  a  despot.  The 
police  are  looked  upon  with  suspicion, 
contempt,  and  horror.  All  this  is  the  out- 
come of  the  dastardly  jxplicy  of  a  cowardly 
faction.  [A  larigh.^  It  is  all  very  fine  for 
hon.  Members  to  laugh  while  they  remain 
perfectly  safe  in  this  country,  and  do  not 
have  to  encounter  humiliation  at  the 
hands  of  these  police  scoundrels  in  Irc- 
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laud,  but  I  do  submit  that  something 
shuuld  bo  done  to  put  an  end  to  this 
statu  of  things,  which  really  amounts  to 
a  condition  of  aniirchy,  thanks  to  the 
efforts  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary. 

(2.6.)  Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Water- 
ford,  W.) :  When  we  complain  of  con- 
duct of  the  police  such  as  that  of  which 
they  were  guilty  at  Charleville,  we 
are  told  by  the  Attorney  General  that 
we  have  the  Criminal  Law  at  our 
disposal,  and  yet  he  refuses  to  put  this 
Criminal  Law  in  force,  when,  as  we 
submit,  tt  case  has  arisen  for  its  applica- 
tion. But  it  is  evident  to  me  that  the 
Government  wish  to  hush  up  these 
charges  against  Inspector  Concannon, 
and  they  ought  to  be  ashamed  of  such  a 
desire.  It  is  notorious,  in  connection 
with  the  trials  which  have  already 
taken  place,  that  Judges  who  were  not 
prirticularly  friendly  to  us,  expressed 
their  opinions  against  the  actions  of  the 
police.  The  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land has  just  treated  the  Committee  to  a 
speech  coached  in  tones  of  high  morality. 
That  is  what  we  are  used  to  from  him. 
We  know  how  ho  has  always  treated  the 
Irish  Members,  how  he  has  n.sed  his 
position  to  pursue  them.  Our  contention 
is  that  in  England  costs  would  not  be 
paid  for  the  defence  of  police  'n\  such  a 
case  ns  this,  and  we  object  to  the  public 
money  being  expended  for  the  defence 
of  Inspector  Concannon.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  in  his 
speech  the  other  night,  .said  the  verdict 
of  posterity  on  his  administration  would 
be  that  he  had  endeavoured  to  stand 
between  the  oppressor  and  the  oppressed. 
I  think  it  is  a  somewhat  strange  com- 
mentary on  that  statement  that  he  should 
apjirove,  as  he  has  done  in  this  case,  the 
action  of  a  police  official  in  firing  upon 
the  defenceless  crowd. 

(2.10.)  Mr.  Bartley  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
Qaestion  be  now  put." 


•Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  think  for  the  last  quarter  of  an 
hour  the  Debate  has  not  been  of  a 
character  to  induce  the  House  to  prolong 
it  much  further.  I  shall  not  consent  to 
the  Motion  for  the  present ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  if  the  Debate  goes  on 
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in  its  present  form  I  shall  bo    obliged  to 
consent  to  it. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr,  p.  J.  POWER  :  Wo  Irishraon  are 
just  f»a  anxious  to  go  home  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  but  we  complain  that  tlie 
'Government  are  alone  resiwnsible  for 
the  prolongation  of  tlie  Debate,  because 
of  their  refusal  to  accept  the  moderate 
proposals  we  ore  making.  This  matter 
is  one  of  great  impjrtanco  to  tlie  Irish 
people.  The  lives  of  these  people  depend, 
to  11  great  extent,  on  the  action  of  the 
Government ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  has  made  the 
Coustabuliuy  so  indignant  against  us 
that  they  stop  at  nothing  in  order  to 
hurt  us.  I  maintain  that,  as  the  Minister 
responsible  to  this  House,  it  is  his  duty 
to  repudiate  the  action  of  the  Constabu- 
larj  in  such  cases  as  this.  But,  unfortu- 
nately, he  declines  to  throw  the  police 
overboard  when  they  are  guilty  of  the 
most  outmgeous  conduct.  There  was  a 
case  almost  as  bad  at  Mitchelstown  the 
other  day,  and  on  that  occasion  the  action 
of  the  police  was  confirmed  by  the 
Government.  I  think  we  should  be 
wanting  in  our  duty  to  our  constituents 
if  we  did  not  exluiust  every  form  of  this 
House  to  exti-act  from  the  Government 
some  statement  repudiating  the  action  of 
these  men,  and  unless  wc  do  get  such  n 
repudiation  I  am  afraid  that  during  the 
next  winter  more  people  will  be  shot 
down  by  the  police  for  merely  asserting 
their  rights  as  citizens. 

*(2.15.)  Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  ;  I  do  not  intend  inflicting 
a  long  speech  on  the  House,  but  1  wish 
to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  case  of 
Devlin.  Here  was  a  man  caught  red- 
handed  in  the  act  of  moonlighting,  as 
gross  a  case  as  any  of  those  which  have 
eventuated  in  sending  men  into  penal 
servitude  for  10  years.  He  was  actually 
forcing  a  door  when,  fortunately,  in  the 
interests  of  justice,  the  tenant,  a  roan  of 
strength  and  determination,  caught  him 
and  took  him  to  the  police  barracks, 
although  Palmer  threatened  to  kill  him. 
The  peasant  having  handed  over  the 
moonlighter  to  the  police,  went  away 
Mr.  Speaker 


without  formally  charging  him,  and' 
advantage  was  taken  of  this  fact  to  let 
the  man  out  of  custody,  pending  the 
issue  of  a  sammons  against  him.  The 
man,  consequently,  escaped  from  the 
country  jast  as  proceedings  were  being 
taken  against  him,  and  the  Inspector, 
when  questioned  on  the  subject,  merely 
remarked,  "  You  will  have  to  go  a  long 
way  to  find  him."  I  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment directly  connived  at  this  man's 
escape  from  justice.  We  intend  to  let 
the  country  know  these  facts,  and  thtis 
expose  tlie  insincerity  of  the  Government 
policy. 

(2.20.)  Lord  Elcho  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  •'  That  the  Qaes- 
tion  be  now  put '' 

Question  put,  "  That   the  Question  be 

now  put." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  143  ; 
Noes  66.— (Div.  List,  No.  194.) 

(2.35.)  Question  put  accordingly, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committet>  in  the  said  Resf>lution."' 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  143  ;  Noes 
66.— (Div.  List,  No.  195.) 

INDUSTRIAL    SCHOOLS    BILL  [LORDS] 
(No.  348.) 
Order  for   Second  R'jading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  CONTINUA- 
TION  SCHOOLS    BILL.— (No.  27.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  [REMIS.SION]. 
Committee  to  consider  nf  authorising  the 
remiHaion  of  »  loan,  made  by  the  Commissioner* 
of  Public  Works  in  Ireland  in  respect  of 
Killenny  Pier,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session  relating  to  Local  Loans 
(Queen's  Kecommendation  signified),  to- 
morrow. 

It  being  after  One  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 

Hoasa  adjoarnad  at  ten  minutas 
before  Three  o'clock. 
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5AL  GOVEKNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  BILL. 
•The  paymaster  GENERAL  (The 
Earl  of  Jerset):  My  Lords,  I  beg  to 
move  the  Motion  which  stands  in  my 
namii,  tlmt  the  Sessional  Order  of  the 
10th  March  last  bo  dispensed  with  for 
the  purpose  of  reading  cerUiin  Bills  con- 
firming L'Jcal  Goverumeut  Provisional 
Orders.  These  Bills  have  been  delayed 
in  coming  up  to  your  Lordships'  House, 
though  they  were  introduced  into  tlie 
House  of  Commons  in  time,  partly 
owing  to  some  difliculties  of  printing, 
and  jiartly,  also,  owing  to  the  opjiosi- 
tion  which  was  offered  to  some  of  them. 

Moved,  That  tlie  Sessional  Order  of 
the  10th  of  March  last— 

"  That  DO  Bill  brought  from  the  Hoase  of 
Commona  contlruing  siiy  Provigionnl  Order  or 
I'ruvisiuDal  Certilicale  ahill  bo  reiid  ii  Beeood 
limb  uftor  Kriday  Ihb  '.^ilh  dHy  of  Juae  ubxt  " 

bi"  dispensed  with   in   regard  to  certain 
Bills,  and  that  the  Bills  be  read  2». 

The  Earl  ov  MORLEY  :  It  is  quite 
true,  as  the  noble  Earl  snys,  that  the 
Bills  were  intraduoed  just  iu  time  in  the 
House  of  Commons  to  comply  with  the 
Sessional  Orders  of  this  House  ;  but  they 
were  only  read  the  first  lime  on  tha  3nl 
June.  1  think  the  House  will  admit 
that  this  did  not  allow  a  sufiicient 
margin  to  enable  the  Sessional  Order 
which  is  passed  iu  this  House  each  year 
to  be  coniplitd  with.  I  have  seen  the 
subordinates  (vf  the  noble  Ijord  on  the 
Ljcal  Government  Board,  and  they  have 
explained  to  me  various  matters  of 
difficulty  connected  with  these  Bills. 
Therefore,  1  shall  not  oppose  this 
Motion  ;  bttt  I  am  sorry  to  say  there  are 
other  Bills  coming  up  from  the  same 
office  at  a  later  stAge  on  which  I  shall 
have  to  say  a  few  words,  and  with  regard 
to  which  1  cannot  pledge  myself  at  the 
present  time  as  to  what  action  I  shall 
take. 

LOn  Question,  agreed  to. 
VOL.   CCCXLVII.      [THIBD  8EB1B8.1 



INTESTATES  ESTATES  BILL.— (No.  148.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

METROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  AMEND- 
MENT ACT  (1862)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(No.  168.) 
Reported   from   the    Standing    Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills,  with  Amend- 
ments :  The  Repoi't  thereof  received  ;  and 
Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Thursday  next ;  and  to 
be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  213.) 

ELEMENTARY  EDUC.XTION  (BLI.ND 
AND  DEAF)  BILL.-CNo.  155,) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills,  with  Amend- 
ments :  The  Report  thereof  received ; 
and  Bill  re-comruitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next ;  and 
to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  214.) 

SUrRESIE   COURT    OF    JUDICATURE 

(PROCEDURE)  BILL.— (No.  170.) 

now 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 

BILL. 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  itc, 
with  Amendments  :  The  Report  thereof 
received;  Bill  re-coi«mitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday 
next ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  21.5.) 

ELECTIONS     (SCOTLAND)      (CORRUPT 
AND    ILLEGAL    PRACTICES)     BILL. 
(No.  168.) 
Reported    from   the   Standing    Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  itc,  with 
Amendments  :     The  Report  thereof  re- 
ceived ;  Bill  re-committed  to  a  Commit- 
tee   of    the    Whole    House;    and    to  be 
printed  oa  amended.     (No.  216.) 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  R.VTING  BILL. 
(No.  183.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Commit- 
tee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  itc,  without 
Amendment ;  and  re-committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Thursday  next. 

COMPANIES     (WINDING-UP)      BILL.— 
(No.  182.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Commit- 
tee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  Jcc.,  with 
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Amendments  :  The  Report  thereof  re- 
ceived ;  Bill  re-coramitted  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  tlie  Wliole  House  on  Friday  next ; 
and  to  be  printed  aa  amended.  (No.  217.) 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2.)  BILL. 
Read  2'  (according  to  order) :  Then 
Standing  Orders  No6.  XXXIX.  and 
XLV.  considered  (according  to  order), 
and  dispensed  with  ;  Committee  nega- 
tived ;  Bill  read  3',  and  passed. 

FISHEEY    BOARD    (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 
(No.  121.) 
8KC0ND    KEADIJiO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Thb  secretary  or  STATE  roR 
SCOTLAND  (The  Marquess  of  Lothux)  : 
I  do  not  propose  now  to  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  consider  this  Bill.  It  is  one 
affecting  the  interests  of  a  very  largo 
body  of  ])eopIe  in  Scotland ;  but  as  I 
understand  that  not  only  is  there  no 
prospect  of  the  Bill  passing  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  but  that  it  is  not 
possible  even  for  the  Bill  to  receive 
consideration  in  that  House,  I  think 
the  most  respectful  course  to  this 
House  is  not  to  ask  your  Lordships  to 
consider  the  Bill  now.  I  propose  to 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  re-intro- 
dacing  it  on  another  occasion.  I  there- 
fore beg  to  move  that  the  Order  for 
Second  Reading  be  discharged. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  discharged  ; 
and  Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

MAURIAOES   IN   BRITISH  EMBASSIES, 

ic.  BILL.— (No.  167.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  I  do  not  think 
I  need  trouble  your  Lordships  at  length 
in  recommending  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill  The  object  of  it  is  to  apply 
the  principle  of  the  Marriage  (Consnlate) 
Act  to  Embassies,  and  to  men-of-war, 
and  to  make  some  other  Amendments. 
The  difference  which  now  exists  is,  that 
at  an  Embassy  British  subjects  can  only 
be  mon'ied  according  to  the  rites  of  tlie 
Church  of  England,  while  at  the  Consu- 
lates they  can  avail  themselves  of  the 
services  of  nny  other  minister,  and  they 


may  even  have  a  civil  marriage  per- 
formed by  the  Consul  himself.  Of 
course,  one  point  which  is  a  very  natural 
object  of  jealousy  among  your  Lordships 
is,  that  a  Bill  should  not  pass  which 
would  in  any  degree  increase  cither  the 
danger  of  clandestine  marriages  or  of 
such  marriages  as  are  usually  repudiated ; 
but  I  am  happy  to  say  that  this  Bill  will 
strengtlien  the  position  instead  of  weaken- 
ing it.  On  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment the  Attorney  General  acting 
for  the  Foreign  Office  has  been  good 
enough  to  draw  up  some  clauses  which 
are  particularly  directed  to  meet  this 
objection.  I  need  only  say,  further,  that 
in  asking  your  Lordships  to  give  a 
Second  Reading,  I  propose  to  refer  it  to 
the  Standing  Committee  on  General  Bills. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
/The  Earl  Grani'Ule.) 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook):  1 
only  want  to  call  attention  to  the  2nd 
clause,  which  seems  to  me  to  be  rather 
inconsistent  in  regard  to  the  beginning 
and  the  end  of  it.  Some  words  ought,  I 
think,  to  be  put  in  in  the  first  lino  of 
that  clause.  It  says  : — "  Every  marriage 
between  parties  who  are  capable  of  con- 
tracting marriage  in  the  United  King- 
dom ; "  and  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
clause  it  speaks  of  the  marriage  as  if 
the  same  "  hod  been  solemnised  within 
Her  Majesty's  dominions,"  which  would 
of  course  cover  the  various  Marriage 
Laws  of  the  Colonies.  I  think  some- 
thing should  be  added  to  show  that  it  is 
only  to  facilitate  marriages  which  could 
have  l>een  performed  in  the  United 
Kingdom. 
•Lord  STANIJiY  of  ALDERLET  :  I 
think  theCircular  warning  Englishwomen 
against  rashly  marrying  foreigners, 
especially  Frenchmen,  except  under  all 
the  conditions  which  are  required  by 
Foreign  Laws  to  be  observed,  in  order  to 
make  marriages  valid,  was  issued  to  Her 
Majesty's  Consuls  b}'  the  Foreign  Office 
during  its  tenure  by  the  noble  Earl. 
He  may,  therefore,  think  it  superfluous 
to  take  further  precautions  against 
British  subjects  marrying  under  this  Act. 
I  think  this  would  be  a  trap  which  might 
lead  to  Englishwomen  getting  married 
in  an  invalid  manner,  for  the  clause 
applies  to  marriages  "  Ijetween  parties, 
one  of  whom  is  a  British  subject."     If 
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the  British  Bubject  were  always  a  male, 
that  would  be  all  right ;  but  supposing 
an  Englishwoman  gets  married  in  France 
without  all  the  previous  consents  of  the 
parents  required  having  been  obtained, 
the  marriage  would  of  course  be  still 
invalid  under  French  law.  Then  this 
Bill  also  provides  for  the  commanders  of 
ships  abroad  being  able  to  solemnise. 
Does  the  noble  Earl  who  is  in  charge  of 
this  Bill  consider  that  it  is  certain  that 
no  commander  of  a  gunboat  may  carry 
out  marriages  without  forgetting  to 
require  that  the  provisions  which  are 
usual  under  Foreign  Law  are  observed? 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  Tn  answer  to 
the  noble  Lord,  I  can  only  say  that  I  have 
very  great  confidence  that  commanders 
of  Her  Majesty's  vessels  will  strictly 
observe  tlie  provisions  of  the  Act. 

On  Question,  agreed  to ;  Bill  read, 
2"  (according  to  order),  and  committed  to 
the  Standing  Committee  for  General  Bills. 

SHERIFFS  (ASSIZES  EXPENSES)  BILL. 
(No.  202.)  coMMrriEE. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN:  In 
moving  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill,  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words.  Your  Lordships  will  observe 
that  since  tlie  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time  all  reference  to  Ireland  has  been 
omitted  from  it  and  the  measure  is  now 
limited  to  England  and  Wales.  I  regret 
that  very  much,  because  I  think  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  are  eveo  more  neces- 
sary for  Ireland  than  they  are  for  Eng- 
land and  Wales.  It  was  found,  however, 
when  the  Bill  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Standing  Committee  that  there  were 
many  reasons  connected  with  drafting 
and  the  necessity  cf  referring  to  several 
clauses  in  other  Acta  of  Parliament,  and 
matters  of  that  kind,  which  rendere<l  it 
almost  impossible  in  the  present  period  r)f 
the  Session  to  deal  with  the  case  of  Ireland 
or  to  make  the  Bill  applicable  to  Ireland. 
I  hope  that  noble  Lords  who  are  con- 
nected with  Ireland  will  bear  the  case  of 
that  country  in  mind,  and,  for  my  own 
part,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  snp[K>rt  a 
similar  measure  for  Ireland  in  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament. 

•Earl  SPENCER :  I  should  only  like 
to  add  a  word  or  two  to  what  my  noble 
Friend  lias  said  with  regard  to  Ireland, 
because  I  believe  if  there  is  a  necessity 
for  a  Bill  of  this  sort  in  England  there  is 


a  still  stronger  necessity  for  it  in  Ireland. 
I  had  a  long  experience  in  regard  to 
Sheriffs  there,  and  I  know  thei-e  was 
always  the  greatest  possible  difficulty  in 
obtaining  proper  men  to  serve  the  office. 
The  expenses  of  the  shrievalty  fall  with 
extreme  weight  in  Ireland  upon  pro- 
prietors, and,  therefore,  I  should  be  very 
glad  if  the  subject  could  be  dealt  with 
on  a  future  occasion. 

House  ill   Committee   (on   rc-commit- 
ment)  (according  to  order). 

Clause  3. 
•The  Eakl  or  SELBORNE :  My 
Lords,  I  take  the  liljerty  of  submitting 
to  your  Lordships  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ought  to  have  associated  with  him, 
for  the  purpose  of  assenting  to  the  rules 
which  may  be  made  under  this  Act,  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England.  I  have 
been  informed  that  that  matter  was  con- 
sidered before  the  Select  Committee, 
and  that  they  did  not  adopt  that 
view  ;  but  I  have  so  strong  an  opinion 
about  it  that  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to 
submit  it  to  your  Lordships.  It,  of 
course,  will  be  treated  by  your  Lord- 
ships without  the  smallest  reference  to 
any  personal  consideration  whatever,  ex- 
cepting this :  that  experience  in  past 
times  has  shown  that  the  office  of  Lord 
Chancellor  may  sometimes  be  filled  by 
those  who  have  no  experience  of  the  cir- 
cuits, and  no  special  knowledge  which 
would  make  them  so  well  able  as  some 
other  Judges  might  he  to  determine 
what  are  the  rules  required  for  this  pur- 
pose. Now,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
England  is  the  President  of  that  Division 
of  the  High  Court  which  is  specially  con- 
cerned in  this  matter,  and  from  which 
all  the  Judges  who  go  circuit  are  token  ; 
and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England, 
ns  the  head  of  that  body,  and  in  com- 
munication with  them,  would  be  the 
person  who  naturally  would  collect  their 
opinions  upon  any  matters  specially 
affecting  that  Division,  himself  also 
having  had  experience,  I  may  say,  uni- 
versally, of  circuit  business,  both  origi- 
nally at  the  Bar  and  afterwards  by  going 
the  Assizes.  He,  therefore,  has  the 
knowledge  which  would  be  specially 
necessary  for  this  purpose.  I  do  think 
the  person,  whoever  he  may  be,  who 
fills  that  great  office,  is  specially  pointed 
out  for  the  {lerformance  of  that  duty.  I 
see  no  objection  to  associating  him  in  it 
R  2 
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with  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  as  head  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  may  properly,  I  think,  be  asso- 
ciated with  him.  From  the  experience  I 
have  had  of  cases  in  which  the  co-opera- 
tion of  two  Judges  has  been  necessary, 
I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  they 
will  be  able  perfectly  to  agree  in  the  dis- 
chargeof  this  duty,  and  if  in  any  point  they 
should  differ,  then, as  it  appears  to  me,  the 
very  fact  of  this  difference  would  be  a 
good  reason  why  the  particular  rule  of 
which  one  of  them  might  disapprove 
should  not  be  adopted  I  cannot  but 
think  it  would  be  a  serious  mistake 
to  expose  the  working  of  this  Bill  to  the 
possibility  of  dissatisfaction  on  the  part 
of  the  Judges  by  the  omission  of  the 
person  who  is  naturally  pointed  out  by 
his  position  as  one  who  ought  to  have 
at  least  a  voice  in  this  matter.  What 
reasons  may  operate  in  any  minds 
to  the  conti-ary  I  do  not  know,  but  I 
know  from  my  own  experience  the 
great  importance  of  doing  everything 
which  can  be  done  to  avoid  friction 
among  persons  filling  the  high  offices  of 
which  1  have  spoken.  The  best  way  of 
avoiding  that  friction,  in  my  opinion,  is 
to  place  confidence  where  it  ought  to  be 
|)laced,  and  not  to  appear  to  refuse  to 
one  great  office  a  function  which  the 
propriety  of  things  seem  specially  to  point 
out  for  it.  I  need  not  enlarge  further 
upon  the  matter,  but  I  feel  that  1  sliould 
not  have  been  doing  my  duty  if  I  had 
not  endeavoured  to  impress  these  con- 
siderations upon  your  Lord.ships. 

Amendment  moved  in  Clause  3,  page 
1,  lino  21,  after  ("Lord  Chancellor") 
add  ("  and  the  I/ird  Chief  Justice  of 
England.")  — (7'/«<  Earl  ofSelhoriie.) 

Thr  W)RD CHANCELLOR:  I  heartily 
concur  in  the  Motion  which  ha-s  been 
made.  It  may  perhaps  be  in  your  Lord- 
ships' recollection  that  when  the  subject 
was  discussed  in  this  House,  and  some 
observations  were  made  by  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  on  the  subject,  1  said  that 
I  would  myself  propose  not  indeed  the 
exact  Amendment  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  mentioned,  but  sub- 
stituting the  office  (if  Lord  Chief  Justice 
for  that  of  the  I/ird  Chancellor.  1  was  not 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  to  which 
the  Bill  was  referred,  and,  therefore, 
I  could  not  redeem  my  promise  ;  but  I 
now  desire  to  state  that  I  heartily  recom- 
Tike  Earl  of  Selborne 


mend  it  to  your  Lordships'  acceptano?. 
There  is  only  one  observation  which  I 
should  like  to  make.  The  noblo  Earl 
seemed  to  suggest  that  by  some  possibility 
there  might  be  some  disagreement  be- 
tween those  two  high  officers  on  such  a 
subject.  Now,  I  cannot  imagine  that 
there  could  be  any.  It  is  quite  impossible 
to  supp'ise  that  on  such  a  subject  there 
could  Ik?  any  real  difference  of  opinion. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  either  would  take 
the  opinion  of  the  other  without  the 
least  friction  arising  between  them. 

The  Earl  or  CAMPERDOWN:  I 
have  very  considerable  hesitation  in 
offering  any  opposition  to  this  proposal, 
backed  as  it  has  been  by  both  the  noble 
and  learned  Lords  who  have  spoken, 
whose  opinions  very  rightly  command 
the  confidence  of  the  House  in  any 
matter  which  relates  to  law,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  shall  be  guided  in  the  course 
which  I  shall  take  entirely  by  the 
apparent  sense  of  the  House.  Un- 
fortunately, I  am  bound  to  say  I  do  not 
concur  in  the  opinions  which  have  just 
been  expressed,  and  I  will  give  my 
reasons  very  shortly.  In  the  first 
place,  I  can  assure  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  made  the  Motion, 
that,  like  himself,  I  have  no  idea 
of  pointing  to  any  jiersonal  reference 
at  all  in  any  remarks  which  I  may  make- 
Now,  the  reason  why,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, I  inserted  the  office  of  Lord 
Chancellor  was  because,  in  all  Bills  of  this 
kind,  it  has  been  customary  to  specify 
the  Loril  Chancellor  in  connection  with 
regulations  whenever  they  happen  to  be 
made.  It  has  always  been  understood 
that  when  regulations  are  made  with 
the  approval  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  he 
has  taken  the  steps  which  are  neces.sary 
to  satisfy  himself  that  those  regulations 
are  proper,  and,  presumably,  of  course, 
in  a  case  of  this  kind  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor would  have  consulted  the  Judges. 
This  proposal,  as  has  been  mentioned, 
was  considered  in  Committee, and  hearing 
of  it  when  it  was  first  made,  for  it  was 
made  rather  suddenly,  1  wag  myself 
nither  disposed  to  accept  it ;  and  it  was 
not  until  I  had  considered  it  a  little  fur- 
ther that  I  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  retain  the  Bill  in  the  form  in  which  it 
now  stands.  Of  course,  it  is  quite 
possible,  as  it  has  been  stated,  that  the 
Tjord  Chancellor  and  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  might   not  agree  with  regard  to 
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any  particular  regulation.      In  tlxat  case, 
either  the  Lord  Chancellor  or  the  Lord 
Chief  .lustiee  would  be  able  to  stop  any 
regulation  ;  and  as  to  whether  tliat  would 
or  would  not  be   right,  your  Lordships 
will  1)6   able,  each  of  you,  to  form  your 
own  opinion.      It  may  be  thought  that 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  who,  aa  has  been 
stated,  is  familiar  with  circuits,  and  who 
does  himself  go  circuit,  should  not  make 
the  regulations,  as  it  is   clear   he  would 
be  able  practically  to  make  the  regula- 
tions for  his  own  reception  and  for  the 
reception  of  the  other  .Judges.      I  do  not 
wish  to  make  any  strong  statement  upon 
the  matter  ;  but,  still,  it  was  stated  very 
clearly  to  the  Committee  that  the  arrange- 
ments  which  had   been    made  had   not 
always    been    very  satisfactory   to   the 
High   Sheriffs,  and,  in   some   cases,  had 
been  felt  by  them  to  bear  rather  hardly 
upon  them.      Of  course,  at  the  present 
time,  the  power  which  the  Judges  have 
with    regard   to  {heir   reception    is    an 
absolute  and  a  despotic  power.     If  any- 
thing is  not  done  which  they  think  ought 
to   be   done,  they   have   a  very   strong 
argument  in  their  own  hands,  and   can 
settle  the  matter  in  the  way  which  they 
think    best.     It    is,  I    submit    to  your 
Lordships,     scarcely     desirable,    especi- 
ally   after     the      evidence      that     was 
given    to     the     Committee,  that    that 
practice   should   continue.        That   is  a 
matt'^r   which    the  House   must  decide, 
and  I  would  myself  rather  see  the  Bill 
stand  as  it   is  at  present,     I   think  the 
Lord    Chancellor's    name    is     quite    a 
sufficient  guarantee  that   all  due  regula- 
tions will  be  made  for  the  proper  recep- 
tion of  the  Judges.     If   your   Lonlships 
prefer,   as  the   two   noble   and   learned 
Lords  have  suggested,  that   the  office  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England  should 
be  inserted,  1  must  then  accept  it ;    but, 
for  myself,  if  1  receive  support  from  the 
House,  I  shall  feel  compelled  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  question. 

The  Earl  ok  KIMBEKLEY  :  This 
matter  was  discussed,  as  has  been  men- 
tioned, in  the  Standing  Committee,  and  I 
confess,  with  tlio  greatest  possible  defer- 
ence and  respect  to  the  two  noble  and 
learned  Lords,  I  have  a  very  strong 
opinion  indeed  against  inserting  the 
name  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice.  My 
opinion  is,  that  if  that  be  done,  you  will 
almost  certainly  have  that  veiy  friction 
which  we  all  desire  to  avoid.     You  must 


remember  what  the  nature  of  this  clause 
is.     It  is  not  that   the  Lord   Chancellor 
and  the  Ixird  Chief  Justice  arc  to  moke 
the  necessary  regulations,  but   it  is  the 
County  Council  in  each  county  which  is 
to  make  the   regulations,  subject  to  the 
assent  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  and  while 
I  think  it  is  quite  possible  that  the  matter 
can    be    settled  satisfactorily    with  the 
County  Council  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
after  he  has  ascertained  the  views  of  the 
whole    of     the  Judges,    I   cannot   help 
feeling  that   if  j-on  put   in  tliis  clause, 
however  great  our  resjject  for  those  high 
officers  may    be,   there  will  occur  some 
friction  which  we   would  most  particu- 
larly desire  to  avoid  between  the  County 
Councils  and   those  who  have    to  dctei- 
mine  and  decide  upon   the   regulations. 
It    seems   to   me    upon  principle  to    ho 
wrong  that  any  persons,  however  high 
in    position,    should    themselves    make 
regulations   affecting  themselves,    as  in 
this  case,  for  the  reception  of  the  Judges. 
We    know  that  no  person,    whoever  he 
may  be,    is   a   good    Judge  in  his  own 
cause ;    and    it    is    much    better    in    a 
matter  of   this   kind,  which,  after  all,  is 
not  a  very  serious   one,  but  a  matter  in 
which  we  should  all  desire    that  every 
attention  and  respect  should  be  paid  to 
the  Judges,  that  no  friction  should  occur. 
It  seemstome  that  if  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  has  fall  opportunity  of  consultation 
with  the  Jndges,  should   himself  deter- 
mine whether   the  regulations  as  settled 
by  the  County   Council   are  satisfactory, 
that  would  be  much  more  likely  to  lead 
to  no  further  comment  than  if  the  name 
of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  were  put  in. 

LoKD  HERSCHELL :  I  do  not  think 
this  matter  is  one  of  very  great  import- 
ance, but  I  cannot  altogether  agree  with 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  who  spoke 
just  now,  that  it  is  a  matter  which  con- 
cerns the  Judges  only,  that  is  to  say,  the 
manner  in  which  they  are  to  be  received 
on  circuit.  I  believe  it  is  of  very  great 
importance,  as  regards  the  administration 
of  justice,  that  due  and  projwr  respect 
should  be  paid  to  the  Jndges  us  they  go 
on  their  legal  duties  to  the  various 
counties  of  England.  If  the  spirit  in 
which  this  measure  is  to  be  worked  is, 
that  it  is  intended  that  the  counties  shall 
discbarge  that  obligation  as  cheaply  as 
possible,  or  as  economically  as  they  can, 
which  seems  rather  to  be  the  suggestion 
now  made,  I  think  more  evil  than  good 
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will  result  from  it,  and  the  disadvantages 
will  be  great«r  than  any  advantage  that 
the  Bill  will  bring.     This,  of  course,  1 
may  remind   your   Lordships,    is   not  a 
matter  in  which  I  am,  or  ever  wiuld  be, 
concerned ;   and   I   may.   therefore,    the 
more  be  allowed  to  point  out  that  there 
is    sometimes    a   disposition    to   under- 
estimate   the  effect    which  is  produced 
upon  the  public  mind  by  the  appearance 
of  the  Judges  at  Assizss,  and  the  respect 
with  which  they  are  received  as  they 
make   their   entrance   at   the    different 
towns  on  their  circuits.    There  is,  I  own, 
to  my  mind,  a  considerable  danger  and 
evil  which  may  arise.     Under  this  Bill 
you  are   to   have  regulations   made  by 
each  County  Council  separately.     Now, 
I    quite    agree    that    there    are    many 
County    Councils   which   probably   will 
deal  with  this  matter  in  the  right  spirit 
and  thoroughly  well ;  but  I  do  nnt  know 
that  I    feel   satisfied   it   is   an   absolute 
certainty  that  every  County  Council  will 
deal  with  the  matter  in  the  same  spirit, 
and  with  the  same  degree  of  efficiency 
throughout  the  counties  of  England  and 
Wales.     Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  that 
there  is  a  necessity  for  tliis  matter  lieing 
closely  watched  and  scrutinised  ;  bai  1 
desire  to  enter  my  protest  against  the 
notion  that  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Judges 
from  any  personal  interest  or  to  gratify 
any  desire  for  display  or  vanity  on  their 
part  that  this  attention  should  be  paid  to 
them.     It  is  a  matter  of  the  respect  due 
to  the  administration  of  justice,  and  not 
merely    to    the     individuals    who    ad- 
minister it. 

•The  Marquess  of  BATH:  Surely,  my 
Lords,  the  Lotd  Chancellor  can  be 
trusted  to  consult  in  this  matter  with 
the  Judges,  and  only  to  sanction 
those  arrangements  which  he  thinks 
right  and  proper.  It  is,  I  think,  a 
most  in^^dious  position  in  which  to  pro- 
pose to  place  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  who 
himself  goes  circuit,  that  he  should 
appear  aa  objecting  apparently  in  his 
own  interest  to  any  regulations  or 
arrangements  which  tho  County  Coun- 
oila  may  think  fit  to  make.  It  is 
really  in  his  interest  and  for  his 
dignity  that  any  objections  which  are  to 
be  made  should  come  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  not  from  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  who  himself  goes  circuit.  But, 
my  Lords,  it  is  no  use  to  attempt  in  this 
House  to  iarnnre  things  wliich  are  said 
Lord  JJericMl 


outside  the  House,  and  there  is  no  doubt 
there  have  been  great  complaints  with 
regard  to  the  exactions,  if  I  may  use  the 
word,  which  have  lieen  made  occaisionally 
by  Judges  upon  the  unfortunate  gentle- 
men who  have  had  the  honour  to  fill 
the  office  of  High  Sheriff  ;  and  there  is 
no  doubt  that  if  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
as  representing  the  Judges,  is  placed  in 
the  position  of  I  will  not  say  disputing 
with  the  County  Councils,  but  of 
objecting  to  the  aiTangementS  made  by 
the  County  Councils  with  regard  to  hia 
own  reception,  yim  will  not  find  that  the 
County  Councils  will  bear  with  ns 
much  equanimity  and  silence  what  they 
may  consider  undue  exactions  uimI, 
upon  them  as  the  High  Sheriffs  ii;i\  .■ 
felt  themselves  compelled  to  display  in 
the  past. 

Eari,  GHANVITiLE  :  It  is  quite  cer- 
tain this  matter  is  not  being  argued 
upon  Party  grounds ;  but  I  would  point 
out  ns  rather  i-emarkable  that  the  only 
Peers  who  object  to  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  are  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
two  ex-Lord  Chancellors. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  beg  the  noble 
Lord's  pai-don.  I  took  no  objection  with 
regard  to  the  point  upon  the  Bill  as  it 
stands.  I  only  answered  some  remarks 
which  were  mode  by  my  noble  Friend. 
I  said  nothing  on  the  subject  of  this 
particular  Amendment. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  I  really  think 
there  has  been  too  much  modesty  shown 
in  the  matter  by  my  noble  Friends  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  competence  on 
the  part  of  so  high  an  officer  to  decide 
these  questions,  which  after  all  are  not 
of  the  greatest  importance.  I  am  sure 
all  your  Ijordships  will  agree  that  the 
two  things  to  bo  combined  as  much  as 
possible,  are,  that  on  the  one  hand 
there  should  be  sufficient  respect  and 
dignity  attending  the  circuits  of  the 
Judges,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
there  should  be  no  unnecessary  expenses 
unfairly  bearing  upon  the  High  Sheriffs. 
But  one  thing  I  cannot  assume  with  the 
noble  Lords,  and  that  is  that  there  is  no 
danger  of  a  conflict  of  opinion.  I  think 
wo  have  all  known  lawyers  disagree  ;  wo 
have  often  seen  Judges  of  diSereat 
opinions  ;  and  1  think  it  is  a  much  more 
serious  consideration  that  there  should 
be  no  conflict  between  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  upon 
Buolj  a  point  than  that  thp  Lord  Chan- 
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oellor  should  go  ■wrong,  and  jierhaps 
decide  that  there  should  only  be  two 
horses  instead  of  four  to  the  Judge's 
catrriage.  Therefore,  I  think  if  the  noble 
Earl  presses  the  question  I  shall  feel 
myself  bound  to  support  Loi'd  Camper- 
down, 
•The  Earl  op  SELBORNE:  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  arguments  1  have 
heard  against  the  Motion  would  t«nd 
fully  to  confirm  my  view,  because  they 
seem  to  depend  upon  a  want  of  confi- 
dence in  the  Judges,  as  represented  by 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  for  which  I  am 
perfectly  sure  there  is  no  ground  wlmt 
ever,  and  to  which  I  should  be  very 
sorry  indeed  to  see  this  House  appear  to 
give  ita  countenance. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided  : 
—Contents  18  ;  Not-Contenta  40. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Thb  Eabl  op  CAMPERDOWN  :  I 
have  another  Amendment  in  Clause  3, 
aft«r  the  word  "  Assizes  "  to  omit  all  the 
words  down  to  the  end  of  the  first  sub- 
section, in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  and 
otherwise  ns  to  the  duties  to  be  dis- 
charged with  reference  to  the  Judges  and 
Assizes."  The  proposal  which  I  am 
now  making  is  to  restore  the  Bill 
to  the  same  shape  as  it  was  in  before  it 
entered  Committee.  When  the  Bill  was  in 
the  Standing  Committee,  Lord  Harrowby 
proposed  to  insert  the  words  which  now 
appear  in  the  Bill,  and  his  words  differ 
from  mine, "inasmuch  as  they  limit  the 
regulations  more  than  my  words  do. 
As  the  Bill  now  stands,  the  County 
Council  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  will 
have  power  to  make  regulations  only  as 
to  certain  very  definite  things  in  connec- 
tion with  the  reception  and  accommoda- 
tion of  the  Judges.  My  words  are 
wider,  and  would  empower  them  to  make 
any  regulations  as  to  matters  connected 
with  the  reception  and  accommodation 
of  the  Judges,  and  which  are  not  exactly 
specified.  There  is  one  instance  which 
I  think  is  pertinent  and  which  is  alluded 
to  in  an  Amendment  coming  later,  where 
Lord  Powis  proposes  to  settle  whether 
uniform  is  or  not  to  be  worn  by  the 
Sheriff.  Under  my  words  a  regulation 
of  that  sort,  if  thought  necessary,  might 
be  made  by  the  County  Councils  with  a 
reference  to  the  Lord  Chancellor.  As 
the  clause  stands,  I  think  it  would  be 
hardly  competent  for  that  to  be  done, 


That  is  the  differonce  between  the  two 
cases,  and  I  shall  be  guided  by  the  sense 
of  the  House  whether  the  words  should 
stand  as  they  are  now  or  as  I  would 
prefer  them.  When  the  matter  was 
proposed  in  Standing  Committee  the 
votes  were  equal,  and  though,  owing  to 
the  particular  form  in  which  the  ques- 
tion was  put  according  to  the  forms  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  the  Amendment 
being  carried  by  the  casting  vote  of  the 
Chairman,  it  appears  as  at  present,  I 
think  the  intention  was  that  it  should  be 
I  ejected.  However,  the  words  originally 
in  the  Bill  were  atrack  out  and  new 
woi-ds  inserted. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clause  3,  page 
1,  line  23,  leave  out — 

"And  as  to  the  provision  of  the  nocesMrv 
acoommodatioD,  and  as  to  koepiag  order  within 
the  precinctB  of  the  court  of  assize  ")  and  in* 
aert  ("  and  otherwise  as  to  the  duties  to  be  dLs- 
cbarged  with  reference  to  the  .jud|;es  and 
assizes.")— (TA*  £arl  of  Camptrdown.) 

The  Earl  op  HARROWBY :  -As  I 
inserted  these  words  in  Committee 
perhaps  I  ought  to  explain  why  I 
was  anxious  to  pat  them  iu  instead  of 
the  words  of  the  noble  Earl.  The  first 
thing  to  be  observed  about  this  Bill  is  that 
it  had  really  to  do  with  the  expenses  of 
the  Sheriffs.  Now,  all  matters  connected 
with  expenses  it  is  most  right  and 
jiroper  that  the  County  Councils  should 
make  rules  in  regard  to,  and  those 
matters  are  amply  set  out  in  the  clause 
as  it  stands  now — 

"That  the  County  Councils  shall,  wiih  the 
concurrence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  make 
regulations  as  to  the  mode  in  which  in  their 
respective  countiea  the  Judges  are  to  be  re- 
ceived at  the  Assisea." 

That  would  include  the  expense  of  meet- 
ing them  at  the  station,  providing 
equipages,  the  expenses  of  lodgings,  and 
as  to  the  arrangements  at  the  Courts  of 
Assize,  that  is  to  say,  keeping  order  and 
employing  javelin-men  or  police.  But 
the  noble  Earl  goes  further,  and  wishes 
to  extend  it  generally  as  to  the  duties 
to  be  discharged  with  reference  to  the 
Judges  of  Assize.  It  seems  to  me  a 
strong  thing  to  say  that  the  County 
Councils  should  lay  down  rules  for  the 
procedure  of  this  very  high  officer  the 
High  Sheriff,  as  to  receiving  the  Judges 
of  the  land.  After  all,  the  High  Sheriff 
is  one  of  the  first  officers  in  each  county. 
He  is  supposed  to  ranjc  even  before  the 
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Lord  Lieatenant,  who  is  tlio  Queen's 
Repreaeutative  in  the  county,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  m  consistent  with  the  ])ro- 
prieties  of  county  lifu  thut  the  County 
Councils  should  lay  down  rules  for  the 
High  Sheriff's  guidance  witli  regard  to 
the  Judges.  Indeed,  I  do  not  think  the 
County  Councils  would  in  the  least 
desire  to  interfere  in  that  way  ;  in  fact, 
I  am  sure  mine  would  desire  to  avoid 
laying  down  rules  as  to  the  duties  of  the 
High  Sheriff.  I  think,  by  doing  this, 
we  should  give  offence  in  many  quarters 
in  the  counties.  It  Ls  also  quite  incon- 
(iistent,  I  think,  with  rogui-d  to  the 
Assizes  themselves,  and  if  there  are  any 
rules  to  be  made  for  the  guidance  of  the 
High  Sheriff  in  his  relations  with  the 
higlie.st  authorities  in  the  land,  I  think 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  should  make 
them,  and  that  it  is  quita  inconsisjtent 
that  the  County  Councils  should  do  so. 
I  am  afraid,  therefore,  I  must  oppose  this 
Amendment. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  should 
be  glad  if  the  noble  Earl  would  explain 
what  he  particularly  means  by  the  words 
"  the  duties  referred  to,"  becau.se,  rs  has 
been  pointed  out,  there  may  be  duties 
beyond  the  mere  duties  of  reception  and 
expenses  of  lodgings. 

•rHE  Mabqdisss  ok  bath  :  You  are 
placing  the  expenses  of  receiving  the 
Judges  upon  the  County  Councils,  and 
if  you  place  on  them  the  duty  of 
paying  their  expenses  it  is  fair 
and  right  tliat  the  County  Councils 
should  make  the  regulations,  subject  of 
course  to  the  Lord  Chancellor's  a.s8ent. 
But  supposing  there  are  other  duties,  as 
suggested,  involved  in  regard  to  the 
High  Sheriff,  it  will  be  [lossible  us 
the  clause  now  stands,  without  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl,  for  those 
duties  still  to  be  thrown  upon  the  High 
Sheriff,  involving  exjienses  other  than 
those  involved  in  the  duties  which  are 
provided  for  by  this  Act?  No  gix>d 
whatever  will  have  been  don-;,  and  the 
Bdl  will  be  inoperative  if  the  Judges  can 
impose  duties  involving  expense  on  the 
lligh  Sheriff. 

The  Eakl  of  CA.MPERDOWN:  The 
noble  and  learned  Loid  hns  asked  nie 
what  duties  I  refer  to.  Well,  I  have 
left  the  duties  nndetermined,  and  I 
rntlicr  purposely  left  them  so,  becauso  I 
tliink  then-  arc  miitter«  such  as  I  referred 
tJ,  with  regird  t<>  wearing  uniform  and 
I'fie  Earl  of  Harrmoby 


little  matters  of  that  kind,  which  I 
think  it  may  bo  quite  right  to  make 
regulations  about,  and  which,  if  you 
retain  the  words  in  the  Bill  as  they  now 
stand,  I  think  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  County  Councils  would  be  precluded 
from  considering.  But  as  I  have  said, 
I  shall  not  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  this  proposal,  unless  I  see  very 
evidently  that  the  House  is  with  me, 
and  I  may  say  that  at  the  present 
moment  1  am  rather  inclined  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  I  will 
tell  the  noble  Earl  at  once  that  1  am 
very  apprehensive  of  the  effect  of  the 
words.  The  duty  of  the  Sheriffs  in 
relation  to  the  Judges  at  Assizes  is  In 
carry  out  the  orders  of  the  Court.  Of 
course  the  noble  Earl  did  not  contemplate 
such  a  thing,  but  I  think  the  words  do. 

The  Eabl  oi-  CAMPERDOWN :  No, 
I  did  not.    I  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Viscoi.vi  CR ANBROOK:  The  Amend- 
ments which  I  have  to  move  are  chiefly 
what  are  called  drafting  Amendments. 
There  i.s  some  difficulty  in  dealing  with 
counties  which  are  divided  into  Ridings 
and  Divisions.  Those  matters  have  been 
very  carefully  attended  to  by  the  drafts- 
man, and  also  by  ray  noble  Friend  Lord 
Wenlock,  whom  I  do  not  see  in  his  place, 
but  I  may  inform  the  House  that  be 
assents  to  the  form  in  which  they  are 
put. 

Amendments  moved,  in  Clause  3,  page 
1,  line  28,  leaveout  ("county  ")  and  insert 
("  joint ;  ")  in  page  2,  line  3,  leave  out 
("section  two")  and  insert  ("the  foregoing 
provisions  of  this  Act ;")  in  line  4,  leave 
out  from  ("defrayed,")  to  the  end  of  line 
G,  and  insert — 

("  By  the  aeveml  sdmiDistrative  counties  in 
auch  manner  ai  in  provided  by  the  practice 
heretofore  adopted  or  in  luch  other  manner  aa 
may  )>•)  from  time  to  time  agreed  upon  hy  the 
councils  of  the  several  administrative  counties, 
or  in  default  of  agreement  may,  upon  the  appli- 
cation of  any  of  such  councils,  be  determined 
by  arfiitratioD  in  manner  provided  by  tha 
Local  Government  Act,  18S8,  and  each  county 
council  shall  pay  the  sum  so  apportioned  to 
the  treasurer  of  ihe  joint  committee.") 

CLmae  4,  page  2,  line  18,  at  end  of  line 
insert — 

("  In  the  caae  of  the  countiei  divided  into 
ridings  and  divisions,  and  meotionrd  iu 
■eotioa  forty-six  of  the  Local  Government  Act, 
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1888,  the  neveral  ■tandini;  joint  coaitniltoes  of 
the  liilin^'B  or  division  shnll  act  undor  this 
section  in  anch  rotation  orutmich  asti/.os  aa  thn 
joint  committee  of  the  county  councils  formed 
in  pursuHDcn  |  of  the  said  sectioa  may 
determine.") 

At  end  of  clause  insert  ("section  nine 
of  the  Sheriffs  Act,  1887,  is  liereby 
repealed." — (  Viscount  Crnnbronk.) 

LoRU  MONK  BRKTTON :  In  ragard  to 
tlu'  Amendment  in  line  4, 1  have  a  verbnl 
Amendraent.  Tiint  Amendment  differs 
from  the  one  of  whieli  my  noble  Friend 
liivs  given  notice  before.  He  has  8?t  out, 
or  intended  to  set  out,  I  think,  the  words 
of  Section  46of  the  Lo<'nl  GovernraentAct. 
and,  I  suppose,  periiicuriitm,  some  words 
have  been  omitted  which  nrc  in  that  sec- 
tion of  the  Act.  It  should  bo  "  in  such 
manner  as  provided  by  the  pnvctico 
her.;tofore  adopted  or." 

Viscou.NT  CBANBROOK  :  I  have  no 
objection  to  that. 

TuE  Earl  or  OAMPERDOWNt  1 
think  those  words  were  omitted  on  ]mr- 
pose.  I  believe  it  will  bo  found  tliat 
was  so. 

VI9C00MT  CRANBROOK :  The  objec- 
tion WHS  taken  that  they  wished  to  have 
greater  freedom  than  the  Act  allowed.  I 
was  not  at  the  further  Conference  which 
took  plnce  al)oat  it ;  but  perhaps,  under 
the  circumstances,  my  noble  Friend  will 
allow  it  to  stand  over  until  I  can  com- 
municate. 

•Tub  Eakl  ok  POWIS  :  I  move  to  add  I 
after  Clause  3  the  followin-L'  new  clause  :  ! 
"  A  sheriff  shall  not  be  required  to  attend 
ia  Court  dress  or  in  uniform  during  the 
Assizes."  The  practice  li8.s  greatly  ex- 
tended itself  over  England  of  reijuiring 
the  Sheriffs  to  apjiear  in  Court  dress  or 
in  full  uniform.  Now,  that  is  a  very 
useless  and  unnecessary  burden  to  inflict 
on  a  small  squire  who  may  be  serving 
the  office  of  High  Sheriff,  for  he  is 
thereby  forced  to  spend  £20  or  £25 
upon  a  coat  which  he  will  never  be 
required  to  wear  again.  Bi-fore  I  became 
a  Peer  I  regularly  attended  at  the 
As8iz?s  both  in  Shropshire  and  Mout- 
goineryshire  upon  the  Oxford  and  North 
Wales  Circuits,  and  I  never  saw  in  either 
of  those  counties  the  High  Sheriff 
appearing  in  full  uniform.  He  simply 
bore  a  wand  in  his  hand,  a.s  the  Mayor 
of  a  town  does  on  ceremouint  occa- 
sions, or  like  a  Lord  Chamberlain, 
and  he  appeared  in  his  ordinaiy  dress. 


In  some  of  the  richer  counties  some  of 
the  men  who  took  the  office  of  High 
Sheriff  for  the  sake  of  improving  their 
social  position  thought,  apparently,  it 
would  odd  to  the  display  to  put  on,  quite 
as  a  voluntary  action, a  handsome  uniform. 
Then  the  custom  spread,  and  at  lost  the 
Judges  required  it  as  a  right.  I  have 
several  times  seen  in  the  ].iapers  accounts 
of  the  Judges  insisting  upon  it  ;  and  in 
one  case  a  Judge  threatened  to  tine  an 
unfortunate  Sheriff  who  had  not  done  so 
£500  if  he  did  not  appear  in  uniform  the 
next  day.  The  subject  was  touched  upon 
by  the  Committee  upon  this  Bill,  over 
which  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  who  intro- 
duced this  Bill,  presided,  and  they  re- 
ported that  it  was  a  custom  which  there 
was  no  lawful  jxiwer  of  enforcing.  \n 
that  state  of  things,  I  tliink  it  is  much 
better  that  your  Loi-dshijjs  should  express 
an  opinion  that  this  custom  should  cease 
than  that  it  should  be  left  to  be  a  matter 
of  contention  or  arrangement  in  different 
counties  under  the  approval  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  If  it  were  an  old  custom  I 
should  not  say  that ;  but  as  it  is  a  custom 
which  has  grown  up  within  my  own 
memory  in  counties  where  it  did  not 
originally  exist,  I  think  we  should 
express  an  opinion  consistent  with  that 
expressed  by  Lord  Caniperdown's  Com- 
mittee— that  it  is  not  »  regulation  which 
the  Judges  have  a  right  to  enforce,  and 
that  we  should  simply  say  that  High 
Sheriffs  are  not  tfi  lie  required  to  attend 
in  Court  dress  or  uniform. 

Amendment  moved,  at  end  of  Clause 
3,  to  insert  as  a  new  clause — 

"  A  Sheriff  shall  not  he  required  to  attend 
in  Dourt  dreaa.  or  in  uniform  during  the 
Assiate*."— (  Tht  Earl  of  Potci:) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  hope 
my  noble  Friend  will  not  insist  uptm  this 
Amendment.  It  seems  to  me  we  are 
descending  into  very  small  particulars 
when  the  House  of  Lords  ia  discussing 
what  kind  of  a  coat  a,  High  Sheriff  is 
to  wear.  For  the  sake  of  the  dignity 
of  the  House  I  will  only  repeat  that  I 
hope  the  noble  Ixird  will  not  press  his 
Amendment.  For  myself,  I  am  able  to 
say  that,  although  I  was  25  years  on 
circuit,  I  never  heai-d  of  such  a  con- 
troversy as  my  noble  Friend  refers  to. 
No  doubt  High  Sheriffs  have,  from  time 
to  time,  elected  to  appt<ar  in  Court  dress, 
but  the  notion  of  a  Judge  threatening  to 
fine  a  Sheriff  £500  because   he  did   not 
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appear  in  Court  dress  is  one  of  those 
amiable  fictions  which  the  noble  Lord 
mnst  have  read  in  some  newspaper  or 
other  ;  and  unless  he  tells  me  that  he  is 
himself  cognisant  of  it,  that  it  is  within 
his  own  knowledge,  I  shall  not  believe  it. 

•LOBD  BRAMWELL:  I  quite  concur 
with  my  noble  and  learned  Friend.  I 
trust  the  noble  Lord  will  not  persevere 
in  this  Amendment,  not  that  I  wish 
High  Sheriffs  to  appear  in  Court 
dress  or  uniform  ;  far  from  it ;  but 
becau83  really  there  is  no  necessity  for 
it,  because,  indeed,  there  is  no  law  or 
usage  which  makes  it  requisite  for  them 
to  do  so.  I  claim  to  speak  with  some 
authority  in  this  matter,  for  I  suppose,  in- 
eluding  Winter  Commissions,  I  must  have 
bsen  some  50  circuite,  and  have  seen, 
therefore,  some  50  different  High 
Sheriffs.  When  I  first  went  I  went 
with  Senior  Judges,  and  I  had  the 
advantage  of  their  experience  at 
that  time ;  and  I  will  undertake  to 
say  tliat  T  never  heard  of  such  a 
thing  as  that  a  High  Sheriff  is  bound 
to  present  himself  in  any  other  dress 
than  the  ordinary  dress  of  a  gentleman. 
I  concur  with  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  feeling 
surprise  that  it  should  have  been 
said  that  any  Judge  could  by  any 
possibility  have  so  far  forgotten  himself 
08  to  threaten  to  fine  a  High  Sheriff 
X500  because  he  had  not  appeared  in 
costume  or  got  some  particular  dress  on. 
Really,  my  Lords,  I  do  ask  you  to  look 
upon  mo  as  an  authority  in  this  matter. 
The  Amendment  is  not  required.  In 
addition  to  that,  it  is  rather  beneath 
the  dignity  of  Imperial  legislation,  and  I 
do  trust,  therefore,  that  the  noble  Earl 
will  not  persist  in  his  Motion,  particu- 
larly when  it  is  borne  in  mind  that  if 
the  question  could  by  any  possibility 
arise  I  suppose  the  County  Councils 
could,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
regulate  the  apparel  to  be  worn  by  the 
High  Sheriff. 

*LoBD  MONK  BRETTON:  As  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
called  for  an  instance  I  will  give  him 
one.  The  Lord  Chancellor  asked  whether 
there  was  a  case  within  the  knowledge 
of  my  noble  Friend  of  a  difference  arising 
between  a  Judge  and  a  High  Sheriff.  I 
have  had  in  my  experience  a  case  when 
1  was  Chancellor  of  the  DiMjhy  of  Lancos- 
Th«  I/ord  C'fKincellor 


ter.  I  received  a  letter  from  a  gentleman 
who  was  to  be  High  Sheriff,  stating  thot 
the  Assizes  at  Liverpool  would  not  im- 
probably last  three  weeks,  and  repre- 
senting that  during  that  time  he  would 
have  '■  to  live  in  Court  dress,"  which 
he  thought  a  serious  inconvenience.  He 
wrote  to  me,  as  I  have  stated,  as  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  to  know  whether  he 
could  not  be  relieved  from  that  necessity. 
In  consequence,  I  made  an  application  to 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  who  communi- 
cated with  the  Judge  on  the  Circuit, 
and  an  arrangement  was  made  by 
which  the  High  Sheriff  was  only  to 
appear  in  Court  dress  on  the  first  day  of 
the  Assizes.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear,  what 
I  understand  to  be  the  result  of  this 
discussion,  that  there  is  no  obligation  on 
the  part  of  the  Sheriffs  to  appear  in 
Court  dress  or  in  uniform,  and  that  the 
Judges  have  no  power  to  fine  or  otherwise 
to  molest  them  if  they  appear  in  their 
ordinary  dross.  Certainly  I  do  not  think 
that  is  the  prevailing  impression  on  the 
part  of  the  public  or  of  the  High  Sheriffs, 
and  I  question  if  it  is  that  of  many  of 
the  Judges  themselves.  I  quite  agree 
that  it  is  a  very  small  matter  for  the 
House  of  Lonls  to  legislate  about,  but  if 
it  is  now  distinctly  understood  and  goes 
forth  to  the  public  on  high  authority 
that  there  is  no  obligation  on  High 
Sheriffs  to  wear  Court  dress  or  uniform, 
and  that  if  they  do  so  it  is  entirely 
optional  on  their  part,  I  think  the  whole 
object  which  my  noble  Friend  who 
moved  this  clause  has  in  view  will  be 
answered,  and  that  he  will  see  that  it  is 
unnecessary  for  him  to  further  press  his 
Amendment. 

•The  Eakl  of  POWIS:  I  think  that 
what  has  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  and  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Cross 
Benches  (Lord  Bramwell)  is  as  good  as 
a  clause,  and  I  will,  therefore,  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  4. 
Amendments  made. 

Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
or  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed 
as  amended.     (No.  218.) 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure ; 
and  resumed  by  the  Earl  of  Morley. 
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PAUPER     LUNATIC    ASYLUMS     ([RE- 
LAND)     (OFFICERS'     SUPERANNUA- 
TION)   BILL.- (No.  209.) 
House   in    Committee    (according    to 
order)  ;   Bill   reported  without  Amend- 
ment; and  to  be  read   3"  on  Thursday 
next. 

BIRSTALL  WESLEYAN  CHAPEL  TRUST 

SCHEME  CONFIRMATION  BILL. 

(No.  204.) 

SECO.NI)   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing rdod. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  :  I  have  to  move 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which 
has  oome  up  from  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  merely  confirming  the 
scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
and  as  it  meets  with  no  opposition  from 
any  quarter  I  simply  content  myself 
without  further  remark  by  movini^  the 
Second  Reading. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

METROPOLIS    MANAGEMENT    AND 
BUILDING    ACTS    AMENDMENT    BILL. 
(No.  168.) 
Ordered  that  the  Select  Committee  to 
whom  the  Bill  stands  referred  be  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

COLONIAL    COURTS    OF    ADMIRALTY 
BILL.— (No.  H.) 
Commons  Amendment  considered  (on 
Motion),  and  agreed  to. 

AlDEBSHOr  KOADS   BII-L. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Road  !• ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.    (No.  219.) 

HOUSISO   OV  THE    WORKING    CURSES    BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1-  ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  to  1x3  read  2'  on 
Friday  next.  —  {The  Yiicount  Cross.) 
(No.  220.) 

METROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUILDING  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
That  the  Five  Lorda  appoioted  a  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Liverpool  Corporation  Bill  and 
other  Bills,  do  form  a  Select  Committee  for 
the  coDsideratioQ  of  the  MetropoUi  Manage- 
ment and  Building  Acta  Amendment  Bill;  read, 
Iia4  agreed  to :   AU  petitioDi  already  preseatcd 


referred  to  the  Committee,  with  leave  to  the 
Committ(>e  to  hear  suoh  of  the  petitioner*  as 
they  think  fit  by  their  counsel,  ogents,  and 
witnesses,  as  also  coanael  for  the  Bill. 

HoDso  adjoamed  at  ten  miDutes  before 

Seven   o'clock,  to  Thursday   next, 

a  quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tttesday,  SSnd  Julj/,  1890. 


QUE  ST  10  N  S  . 

THE  NEW  MAGAZINE  RIFLE. 
The  Marquess  of  GRANBY  (Leicester- 
shire, Melton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  a  sufiScient 
number  of  cartridges  for  the  new 
magazine  rifle  are  being  manufactured  to 
form  an  efficient  reserve  of  ammunition, 
or  whether  only  enough  are  being 
turned  out  to  meet  the  present  musketry 
instruction  requirements  of  those  regi- 
ments which  have  had  the  new  rifle 
supplied  to  them  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Sr.\NHOPE,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle):  It  would  not  be  to  the 
benefit  of  the  Public  Service  for  me  to 
state  what  number  of  cartridges  for  the 
new  magazine  rifle  have  been  manu- 
factured, but  1  am  taking  measures  to 
insure  the  supply  being  sufficient  for  all 
purposes. 

LEEWARD  ISLANDS. 
Mk.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon,  Ash. 
burton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  he 
has  received  a  copy  of  the  Report  of 
Colonel  Sir  Arthur  Mnckworth,  of  the 
Royal  Engineers,  appointed  by  the 
Governor  of  the  Leeward  Islands  to 
inquire  into  and  to  report  upon  the 
public  works  in  the  Island  of  Dominica, 
which  Repirt  was  laid  before  the  Island 
Boad  Board,  and  officially  condemns  the 
public  works  upon  which  one-third  of 
the  loan  has  been  already  expended  ; 
if  the  said  public  loan  of  X20,000  was 
raised  npon  the  security  of  the  revenues 
of  the  island,  and  the  Governor  of  the 
Colony,  in  disregard  of  the  protests  of 
the  members  of  the  Road  Board  and  the 
unofficial  ncetnber?  of  the  Tx)C«l  Assembly, 
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continued  witli  the  public  works  now 
condemned  by  the  Iloyal  Engineer  ;  and 
if  he  will  state  to  the  House  in  whiit  way 
ho  intends  ti)  hold  the  Governor  of  the 
Colony  responsible  for  this  expenditure, 
as  stated  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  in  answer  to  a  question  upon,  this 
subject  on  4th  November,  1888  ? 

The  under  SECKETARY  or  STATE 
FOB  THF,  COLONIKS  (Huron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverjiool,  East  Toxtetli) :  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  received  from  the 
Governor  of  the  Leeward  Islands  a  copy 
of  a  Report  mode  by  Sir  Arthur  Mack- 
worth,  at  his  request,  on  certain  bridges 
which  had  been  commenced  in  Dominica, 
%s  part  of  a  scheme  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  ronds  in  that  island,  the 
cost  of  which  is  provided  by  a  publio 
loan.  The  Report  was  unfavourable  aa 
to  some  of  the  works.  It  is  not  known 
whether  the  Report  has  been  laid  liefore 
the  Road  Board,  or  wiiat  proportion  of 
the  loan  has  been  spent  on  tho  works 
condemned  by  Sir  A.  Mackworth.  The 
loan  was  raised  on  the  securitj'  of  the 
revenues  of  the  island.  The  works  were 
designed  by,  and  their  execution  was 
commenced  under,  the  direction  of  an 
experienced  engineer,  specially  engaged 
for  the  work.  Objections  were  made  to 
them  by  members  of  the  Road  Board 
and  of  the  Assembly.  The  Governor  did 
not  at  first  accede  to  their  objections  ; 
but,  after  a  time,  he  put  a  stop  to  the 
works  and  called  in  the  assistance  of  Sir 
A.  Mackworth.  The  Governor  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  application  of  the  loan 
to  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  raised, 
but  the  Secretary  of  State  does  not  hold 
liim  responsible  for  engineering  mis- 
takes. 

•Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  :  Arising  out  of 
tlwt  answer,  moy  I  ask  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  on  the  26th  of 
Jane  last,  the  Governor  of  the  Colony 
used  his  casting  vote  for  the  puqxt.se  of 
overruling  the  opinion  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly,  with  respect  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  a  further  sum  of  XI 0,000  upon 
these  works,  and  whether,  in  his  opinion, 
it  is  proper  that  the  Governor  should 
override  the  opinion  of  the  elected 
Members  of  the  Assembly  on  questions 
involving  taxation) 

Babon  H.  m  WORMS:  I  have 
rec<.'ive<i  no  information  upon  thai  jwint. 
The  hon.  Member  had  better  put  down  a 
question. 

Mr.  Se€d«-Uayne 


Mb.  SEALE-HAYNE:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  he  has  received  from  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bisliop  of  Roseau 
(Colony  of  l.ieeward  Islands)  a  complaint 
touching  the  treatment  of  Rtiman 
Catholic  patients  by  the  Medical  Officer 
of  Institutions  in  the  public  poors  house 
in  Dominica ;  if  he  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  in  1888  the  Lecislative  Assembly 
ill  Dominira  passed  a  resolution  calling 
upon  the  Governor  of  the  Colony — 

"  To  remove  Ihe  Medical  Officer  of  Public 
InstilulioDS  from  the  anomalous  pooition  of 
Ix'inR  Cbnirmao  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  aad 
Medical  OlEcer  to  Public  Institutions;" 

and  further,  that  since  1888  the  Mem- 
bers of  Assembly  have  several  times 
asked  the  Governor  to  carry  said  resolu- 
tion into  effect ;  if  he  has  received  a 
copy  of  the  inquiry  by  the  Poor  Ijaw 
Board  into  the  conduct  of  the  medical 
officer,  and  of  a  resolution  passed  by  the 
Slid  Board  on  21st  March,  1890,  praying 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  practice  of  making  the  Medical 
Officer  of  Institutions  im  fx  officio  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  ;  and  if  he  will  instruct 
the  Governor  of  the  Colony  to  remove 
the  said  medical  officer  from  the  Board 
of  Management,  and  thus  give  effect  to 
the  resolutions  of  these  two  important 
Public  Bodies  ? 

Baro.n  H.  de  WORMS:  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  received  through  the 
Governor  of  the  Leeward  Islands  a  com- 
plaint from  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishop 
of  Roseau  against  tht-  action  of  the 
Medical  Officer  of  the  Public  Institutions 
with  respect  to  a  Roman  Catholic  inmate 
of  the  pf)or  house ;  but  after  being 
furnished  with  the  Governor's  explana- 
tion of  the  circumstances,  he  saw  no 
reason  to  blame  the  officer.  In  18S9 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Dominica 
passed  a  resolution  to  the  effect  stated  in 
the  question,  but  tho  Secretary  of  State 
does  not  know  whether  the  members  of 
the  As.sembly  have  subsequently  asked 
the  Governor  to  carry  it  into  effect. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  received  a 
Report  of  an  inquiry  by  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  and  a  resolution  recommending 
the  repeal  of  the  Statute  under  which 
the  medical  officer  is  ex  officio  a  member 
of  the  Board.  The  Secretary  of  State 
hnfi  considered  the  question,  but  does 
not  projKise  to  instruct  tho  Governor  to 
give  effect  to  these  resolutionc. 


J 


493 


Tubercidoeis 


{Jott  22,  1890} 


in  CatUe, 


494 


Mr.  sexton  (Bclfiist,  W.):  H  tlie 
Government  disputes  the  accuracy  of 
the  Report,  m  there  auy  objection  to 
lay  on  the  Table  the  Report  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Bishop  of  Roseau  7 

Baros  H.  de  WORMS  :  I  will  com- 
municate to  the  Poor  Law  Board  the 
desire  of  the  Hon.  Grentleman. 

PRISON  LABODR— MAT  MAKING. 
Mr.  QLTILTKR  (Suffolk,  Sudbury)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whetlier  he  is  in  a 
position  t<i  state  what  is  the  daily  aver- 
ago  number  of  prisoners  employed  in 
mat  making  ;  how  many  of  tliat  iinniber 
are  working  for  the  Prison  Department ; 
how  many  have  their  labour  let  out  to 
the  trade  ;  and  what  proportion  of  the 
last-named  are  working  on  boiialf  of  the 
firm  of  Goodncre  it  Company,  of  West 
Ham  and  Gtcmsfortl  t 

•Thk  under  SP)CRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  THK  HOME  DEPARTMENT  ("Mr. 
Stuart  Wobtley,  Sheffield,  Hallam) :  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  informed  by  the 
Prison  Coramissionera  that  the  daily 
average  for  the  last  year  was  1,218,  and 
that  this  number  has  since  been  reduced. 
Of  these,  as  far  as  can  be  estimated,  288 
were  working  for  the  Prison  De|)artment, 
and  930  had  their  labour  let  out  to  the 
trade.  Of  these  latter  532  workt-d  for 
Messrs.  Goodoere. 

•Mr.  QUILTER:  Does  not  the  hon. 
Gentleman  think  that  930  out  of  1,218 
is  a  very  liirge  proportion  uf  prison 
labour  to  Iiire  out  in  cnmpetition  with 
free  labonrin  a  limited  tratle?, 

•Ml!.  STUART  WORTLEY:  That  is 
a  matter  for  Debate. 

CENSUS  CLERKS. 

Sib  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretarj-  to 
the  Treasury  whether  the  census  clerks, 
selected  for  employment  under  the 
Registrar  General  will  "be  chosen  by 
open  competition  within  suitable  limits 
of  age,"  as  specially  recommended  by 
the  Census  Committee  in  its  Report ; 
and,  if  not,  why  not  1 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  The 
arrangements  for  appointing  census 
clerks  are  not  yet  concluded,  but  steps 
■will  be  taken  by  examination  to 
secure  that  none  but  efficient  clerks  are 
appointed.     It  will  be  necessary  to  make 


clear  that  the  jippointments  are  only 
temporary,  and  do  not  set  up  any  right  or 
title  to  the  permanent  Civil  Service. 

THE  WOMEN'S  UNION. 
Mtt.  WALTER  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
Stat*  for  the  Home  Department  if  he 
will  explain  why  he  refused  to  receive 
a  deputation  of  women,  mainly  represent- 
ing the  Women's  Union,  who  wished  to 
lay  before  him  ceitain  complaints 
respecting  the  conduct  of  the  police,  who 
were  stated  to  have  behaved  with  great 
harshness  to  working  women  during 
their  agitation  for  lietter  wages ;  and 
whether  he  will  re-consider  his  refusal 
and  receive  the  deputation  1 

♦Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY  :  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  the  exercise  of  his  dis 
cretion  did  not  consider  then,  and  does 
not  consider  now,  that  auy  public 
advantage  would  be  gained  by  his  con- 
senting to  rt'ceive  this  deputation. 
Complaints  as  to  assault  should  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  Courts  of  Law,  and  not  to 
the  Secretary  of  Stite,  who  has  no  power 
to  determine  whether  or  no  assaults 
were  committed  on  particular  occasions. 
The  allegations  as  to  the  harsh  conduct 
of  the  police  were  duly  referred  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Police,  and  his  Report 
shows  that  every  care  was  taken  by  the 
police  to  avoid  rough  usage,  and  that 
they  in  no  way  exceeded  their  duty. 

TUBERCULOSIS  IN  CATTLE. 
Mb.  LEES  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  if  ho  will 
state  the  names  of  the  Commissioners 
to  be  np{)ointed  to  inquire  into  the 
subject  of  tul)ercnlo8i8  in  cattle,  and 
the  nature  of  their  inquiry? 

•Thk  PRESIDENT  ok  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RrrcHiE, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  The  Com- 
missioners are  Lord  Bfising,  Profes-sor 
Brown,  Dr.  George  Buchanan,  Mr.  Frank 
Payne,  and  Professor  Burden  Sandersou. 
They    are  appointed 

"  To  inquiru  and  report  wh>t  is  the  effect,  if 
any,  of  food  derived  from  tuberciiluua  auimuU 
on  biimaa  health,  and,  if  prejudicial,  «)iulHtH 
the  circumstHni'cs  and  conditions  with  regard 
to  the  tuherculosia  in  theauiinal  which  produce 
that  effect  upon  man." 

Mb.  SEXTON :  May  I  ask  why  no 
person  connected  with  Ireland  has  been 
appointed  on  the  Commission  1 
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•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  fact  that  Ireland 
might  desire  to  be  represented  did  not 
occur  to  me.  The  Commissioners  chosen 
are  men  of  great  professional  ability,  in 
wliom  I  am  sure  the  three  countries  will 
have  contidence. 

Mr.  sexton  :  If  tlie  Irish  Members 
desire  to  have  a  representative,  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the 
point? 

•Mb.  RITCHIE:  I  am  afraid  it  is  too 
lato  now,  because  the  names  have 
received  the  Roynl  Assent,  and  the 
Warrant  has  been  made  uut.  I  will, 
however,  inquire  aud  let  the  lion,  Mem- 
ber know  the  result. 

THE  GRENADIER  OUARDS. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAMK  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  if  he  has  yet  con- 
sidered the  sentence  on  the  men  of  the 
Greuadier  Guards  ;  if  the  men  sentenced 
were  old  or  young  ;  if  they  will  remain  in 
England  to  undergo  their  sentence,  or 
whether  they  will  accompany  the  regi- 
ment to  Bermuda ;  and  if  he  will 
recommend  the  reduction  of  the  sen- 
tence ? 

•Mk.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  have  not  con- 
sidered the  sentences.  The  men  of  the 
Grenadier  Guards  wlio  have  been  con- 
victed by.Court  Martial  are  aged  27  yejirs 
and  nine  months,  26  years  aud  two 
months,  28  years  and  one  month,  25 
years  and  seven  months,  25  years  and 
10  mouths,  and  29  years  and  six  months. 
They  will  remain  in  England  to  undergo 
their  imprisonment. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  :  May 
I  ask  on  what  principle  the  six  men,  and 
six  men  only,  were  selected  for  trial, 
and  whether  any  punishment,  except, 
being  sent  abroad,  is  to  be  awarded  to 
the  other  insubordinates?  I  will  also 
ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
complete  copy  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Court  Martial  ? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  My  reply  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
question  is  entirely  in  the  negative.  The 
reason  why  six  men  were  selected  for 
trial  was  that,  according  to  the  custom  in 
such  cases,  tlie  men  tried  were  the  senior 
soldiers  in  the  respective  companies. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  .te.) :  May 
I  ask  whethfr  the  sending  of  the  troops 
abivad  is  to  be  considered  a  punishment  ? 


•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  can  only,  as  I 
have  already  said,  lay  the  facts  before 
the  House.  The  House  must  draw  its 
own  conclusions. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  feel  the  difficulty  of  Parliamentary 
interference  where  discipline  is  con- 
cerned, but  having  been  myself  a 
private  soldier  I  venture  on  an  appeal. 
As  the  sentences  passed  on  the  convicted 
men  were  consideretl  excessive,  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  mercy,  consider  whether  part  of 
those  sentences  may  not  be  remitted^! 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  have  not  yet 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  a  copy  of 
the  proceedings  in  question,  or  forming 
any  opinion  upon  them,  but  I  deprecate 
Parliament»»ry  interference  in  such  cases. 
Of  course,  I  take  full  responsibility  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERI'SON  :  Is  there  any 
special  reason  why  the  Reports  of  theao 
proceedings  should  not  be  laid  on  the 
Table,  as  is  usual  in  such  cases? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  It  is  not  usual 
to  lay  the  proceedings  of  Courts  of 
Inquiry  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  Tl<is  is  not  a 
Court  of  Inquiry,  but  a  Court  Martial ; 
and  I  must  press  for  a  reply  to  the 
question. 

•ilii.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  am  afraid  I 
must  decline  to  lay  the  proceedings  on 
the  Table. 

•Mb.  CUNINQHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  order  an  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  the  officers? 

Mk.  CONYBEARE:  Is  there  any 
precedent  for  sending  a  regiment  abroad 
as  a  punishment  for  insubordination  ? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  have  not  pur- 
sued my  historic  inquiries  far  enough  to 
be  able  to  answer  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

An  hon.  Me.mher:  Has  Colonel  Mait- 
land  applied  to  be  tried  by  Court 
Martial  1 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  have  not 
beard  so. 

PRIZE  FIGHTS  AT  TUE  PELICAN 
CLUB. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  any  Reports  have 
reached  him  as  to  alleged  prize  fights 
having  taken  place  at  the  Pelican  Club 
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and  other  places  ;  if  the  fact  of  the  men 
■wearing  a  small  hand  glove  places  them 
beyond  tlie  restrictions  of  the  law  ;  if  he 
is  aware  that  at  u  recent  exhibition  of 
this  natnre  at  tlie  Pelican  Club  one  man 
was  seriously  hurt ;  and  if  in  future  the 
police  will  be  instructed  to  stop  all  prize 
fights,  whether  with  or  without  gloves  ? 

Mb.  STUAJIT  WORTLEY  :  The  Secre- 
tary of  St4ite  has  received  representations 
on  the  subject  of  glove  fights.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  State  the 
wearing  of  a  small  glove  does  not  by 
itself  affect  tlio  cliaracter  of  a  contest 
which  may,  or  may  not,  be  illegal  by 
virtue  of  the  attendant  circumstances, 
and  irrespectively  of  the  fiict  whether 
gloves  are  worn  or  not.  I  have  no 
information  as  to  a  man  having  been 
recently  hurt  at  the  Pelican  Club.  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  advised  that  exhibi- 
tions of  skill  in  boxing,  as  distinguished 
from  prize  fights,  are  not  in  themselves 
illegal.  It  would  be  impossible,  there- 
fore, to  give  any  such  general  instructions 
to  the  police  as  arc  suggested. 

•Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  If 
information  reached  the  police  that  one 
of  the  combatants  had  been  severely 
punished,  would  it  not  be  within  the 
province  of  the  police  to  interfere,  or  is 
the  fact  that  gloves  are  used,  although  a 
man  may  be  knocked  senseless,  to  debar 
the  interference  of  the  police  ? 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  :  I  have  no 
doubt  that  every  case  would  be  con- 
sidered on  its  merits. 

OVEBLOADINO     OF     CATFLE    SHIPS. 

Mk.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  :  I 
lieg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
several  instances  of  alleged  overloading 
of  cattle  ships  from  New  York  to  Liver- 
pool ;  if  the  death-rate  among  the  cattle 
is  very  high  on  these  pa-ssages ;  and  if 
reports  of  great  cruelties  to  cattle  on 
bcwird  these  ships  have  reached  him  1 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  fear  the  death-rate  in  some  of 
these  cases  has  been  extremely  high, 
but  I  have  no  information  that  would 
justify  a  charge  of  cruelty.  I  have 
directed  inquiries  to  be  made  on  the 
whole  sabject. 


NEWFOUNDLAND. 
Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
cnn  rnnfirm  the  rcjwrt  that  Sir  Baldwin 
Wiilker  has  paid  the  damages  claimed 
liy  Mr.  Baird  for  illegal  seizure  of  his 
lobster  factory  on  the  coast  of  Newfound- 
land ;  and  whether,  as  the  litigation  is 
apparently  now  ended,  he  will  now  state 
under  what  law  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, or  the  Newfoundland  Legislation, 
or  in  virtue  of  what  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  the  instructions  to  commanding 
officers  were  issued  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 

•The  UNDERSECRETARY  ov STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  I  know 
nothing  more  than  the  telegrams  in  the 
newspapere  ;  and  as  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  confirm  the  rejwrt,  I  must 
refrain  from  answering  the  second  ^nrt 
of  the  question. 

THE  LOCAL  TAXATION  BILL. 

Mr.  BARBOUR  (Paisley):  I  beg  to 
a.sk  tlio  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if 
the  £40,000  he  purposes  to  give  to  Scot- 
land is  to  bo  divided  proportionately 
between  the  Burgh  and  County  Councils 
or  given  to  County  Councils  only  ;  if  to 
County  Councils  only,  can  he  state  on 
what  principle  this  decision  has  been 
arrived  at? 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEX,  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square) :  The  sum  in  question, 
which  amounts  to  £50,000,  and  not  to 
£10,000,  as  stated  by  the  hun.  Member. 
will  bo  divided  proportionately  between 
Burgh  and  County  Councils. 

RATE  OF  KXCHANGE  IN  INDIA. 
Mr.  KING  (Hull,  Central)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of'  State  for 
India  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
since  March  last,  when  the  official  rate 
of  exchange  between  the  Indian  and 
Imperial  Governments  was  fixed  at 
Is.  5d.  to  the  rupee,  the  rupee  has  risen 
in  value  to  over  Is.  7d.,  whereas  the 
Indian  Government  is,  to  its  great  profit, 
now  j)aying  its  servants  their  family 
remittances,  fnrlough,  and  pensions  at 
Is.  5d.,  the  Secretary  of  Stutu  will  now 
arrange,  since  it  is  practically  certain 
that  the  rupee   will   not   fall   in   value 
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during  the  current  financial  }'ear,  to  give 
tlio  boni'fit  of  the  rise  in  exchuuge  to  ita 
servants  by  settliug  with  them  at  the 
current  rate  ? 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGB  (Ken- 
gington,  N.) :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  replies  to  the  question,  I 
wisii  to  ask  a  further  question  on  the 
same  subject,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice.  I  wish  to  know  whether 
he  is  aware  that  more  than  one-half  of 
tiie  Indian  Uncovenanted  Civil  servunts 
pensioned  in  England  receive  (lensions 
of  less  than  £200  a  year ;  and  is  he 
Bwure  that  a  nominal  pension  of  £200  a 
year  is  reduced  by  the  loss  of  the 
exchange  to  about  £1 35,  although  the 
Government  get  about  £160  for  the 
same  sum  at  the  current  rate  ? 

•The  under  SFICRETARV  ok  STATE 
roB  INlllA  (Sir  J.  Gokst,  Chatham)  ;  Iti 
reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Memlier 
f  ir  Hull  (Mr.  King),  I  have  to  say  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  cannot  alter  the 
official  rate  uf  exchange  after  it  hns  beeu 
once  lixe<l.  It  is  applied  to  very 
large  transactions,  amounting  nearly  to 
£1,000,000.  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kensington  (Sir 
Roj)er  Lethbridge),  I  have  no  doubt 
tliat  the  figures  he  gives  are  correct,  but 
such  considerations  cannot  affect  the 
current  rate. 

•Mr.  king  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
since  the  nlDcial  ratj  was  fixe<l  a  SiU'er 
Bill  has  been  passed  in  America,  which 
practically  ensures  what  I  state  in  my 
question,  that  the  rupee  will  not  fall  in 
value  during  the  cutrent  financial  year? 

•Sir  J.  GORST:  I  am  sorry  to  state 
that  the  Secretary  has  no  information  of 
what  passes  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  If  I 
put  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  for  a  Return 
of  the  amount  of  profit  which  the 
Government  make  under  this  head,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppose  it  ? 

•.Sin  J.  GORST:  I  must  have  notice 
of  that  question. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL:  Then  I  will  repeat 
it  to-morrow. 

THE  INDIAN  BUDGET. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  asK  tliu-  Undersecretary  cf  State 
for  India  when  the  Paper  which  ha  last 
year  described  08  an  explanatory  Memo- 
randum on  the  Indian  Financial  State- 
ment will  be  circulated ;  and  if  he  can 
Mr.  King 


say  on  what  date  the  Indian  Budget  State- 
ment will  be  ninde? 

•Sir  J.  GOiUsT  :  The  Paper  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  refers  will  be  circulated 
a  few  days  before  the  Indian  Budget  waa 
taken.  In  regard  to  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  question  of  the  hon  Member,  I  have 
to  say  that  I  can  neither  foretell  nor  fix 
the  day  upon  which  it  will  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  to  discuss  the 
Indian  Finances. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Perhaps  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  will  remember  that 
last  year  he  gave  us  two  months  to  con- 
sider this  Paper. 

•Sir  J.  GORST :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  in  error.  I  did  not  give  two  months 
to  consider  the  Pajier.  I  circulated  the 
Paper  when  I  thought  the  Indian 
Budget  wa.s  coming  on,  but  the  House 
postponed  the  oonsiileration  of  it. 

Mr.  CON^BEARE  (Cornwall.  Cam- 
borne) :  May  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  if  ho  cau  give  the  House  any 
infi>rniatiou  as  to  the  diiy  U[)on  which 
the  Indian  Budget  is  likely  to  be  taken  7 

•Thk  FlRSr  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  am  ofi-uid  that  further  pri>. 
gross  must  be  miide  with  the  Bills  now 
before  the  House  and  with  Supply  before 
the  Indian  Budget  can  bo  taken. 

THE  AMIR  OF  AFGHANISTAN. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  any  and  what  communication 
has  been  recently  addressed  by  the 
Viceroy  of  India  to  the  Amir  of  Afghan- 
istan relating  to  the  treatment  of  some 
of  the  Amir's  subjects ;  if  he  can  state 
what  reply  has  been  received  from  the 
Amir  ;  and  whether  he  will  lay  Papjra 
upon  ttie  Table  r' 
•Sib  .1.  GORST:  Yes. Sir;  c.?rta:ncom- 
inuniciitions  have  taken  (ilaoe,  but  it 
would  nut  ha  to  the  public  interest  tu 
produce  them. 

THE  SHIRfi  DISTRICT. 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can 
assure  the  House  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  not  accept  any  arrange- 
ment with  the  Government  of  Portugal 
by  which  the  British  Settlements  in  the 
Shire  district  and  the  Shirt!  Highlands 
are  placed  under  Portuguese  rule  ? 
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•SiE  J.  FKRGDSSON :  No  such  pro- 
pos)il  lias  been  at  any  time  entertained 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

AnsiENIA. 
Me.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  (isk  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his  attention 
lias  been  drawn  to  the  report  in  the 
Daily  i\'ffK'»  of  19th  July,  that  General 
Hassan  Hniri  Piuilia  has  bpen  ap|)oint«J 
Governor  of  Kracmum  and  Geneml 
Osman  Nowie  Pasha  (Jovernor  of  Van, 
in  the  places  of  Samih  Pasha  and  Halied 
Hey  dismissed  ;  whether  lie  knows  any- 
thing as  to  the  prt-vious  history  and 
character  of  the  two  former  ;  and  whether 
it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the  Daily  News 
of  the  2Ist  instant,  that 

"  OHniMD  Gha7.i  Piiaha  has  been  appointed  to 
command  in  Armeiiin  to  citrry  nul  a  puliuy  of 
wholeaule  persecuiiua  nnd  supprcsaion  in 
Armenia  " 

which  is  said  to  have  been  decided  upon 
by  the  Porte  ? 

•Slit  J.  FKRGUSSON  :  We  have  no 
official  knowledge  of  these  appointments. 
Mil.  LPJVESON  GOWEU(Sti)ke-uiHi.i- 
Tront)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  wliether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  reason  to  believe  that 
it  is  the  present  intention  of  the  Porte 
shortly  to  proclaim  a  state  of  Martial 
Law  in  Armenia;  whether  such  a  pro- 
clamation would  hi  in  distinct  violation 
of  the  landertaking  of  the  Turkish 
Government  in  the  Anglo-Turkish  Con- 
vention of  liS78,  tt)  introduce  reforms 
into  the  administration  of  tliat  country  ; 
and  whether,  in  the  event  of  sueh 
a  pi-iiolamatii'n  Ijeiug  issued,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  notify  to  the  Porte  that 
they  hold  themselves  fully  absolved  from 
all  obligations  imposed  upon  England  by 
this  Cijuventioii  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Under 
Si-cretflry  of  Sbite  for  Foreign  Affairs 
will  answer  the  question. 

•SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  We  have  re- 
ceived no  information  of  any  such 
intention  on  the  piirt  of  the  Porte,  and  it 
is,  therefore,  unnecessary  that  I  should 
reply  to  the  hypothetical  questions  sug- 
gested by  the  bun.  ilember. 

CYrilUS. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Seci-etai-y  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  lie  can  explain  what  were  the 
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grounds  for  the  opposition  of  the  official 
members  of  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Cyprjas  to  a  Bill,  brought  forward  by  Mr. 
Pascal  Constantinides,  having  for  its 
object  the  formation  of  au  Agricultural 
Bank  in  Cyprus,  which  was  one  of  the 
foremost  remedial  measures  urged  by  the 
Cypriot  Dcputiition  that  waited  on  the 
Colonial  Office  in  the  autumn  of  1889, 
and  which  was  recently  passed  by  the 
niaj<irity  of  the  members,  seeing  that 
rt'peated  promises  have  lueu  made  by 
the  Colonial  OtliLf  to  attiiin  that  object  ; 
whether  the  Colonial  Office  intend,  in 
the  case  of  tlie  Bill  in  (|ue8tion,  to  allow 
the  views  of  the  elected  representative* 
of  the  people  to  be  carried  out ;  whether 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  recommenda- 
tions adojited  by  the  re]iresentivtivo 
section  of  the  Legislative  Council  have 
been  frequently  disregarded,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  fjike  any  steps  to  give  better 
effect  to  the  wishes  of  the  majority ; 
whether  any  and  what  action  has  been 
tiken  to  mitigate  the  heavy  pressure  of 
taxation  obtaining  in  C3'pru8,  and  which 
was  also  a  matter  of  urgent  appeal  in  the 
Memorial  submitted  by  the  Deputation 
referred  to  ;  and  whether  it  is  trne  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  refu.sed 
appreciably  to  curtail  the  expenditure  of 
which  complaint  was  also  made  % 

Baros  H.  pk  WORMS:  The  answer 
to  the  first  and  soconil  panigmphs  of  the 
hou.  Member's  question  is  that  the  High 
Commissioner  has  not  yet  reported 
officially  as  to  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill,  or  the  proceedings  which  took  place 
u[K)n  it.  It  is  not  the  case  that  the 
Colonial  Office  bus  made  rejieated 
promises  to  attivin  the  object  of  establish- 
ing an  agricultural  bank.  A.l  the 
promises  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  made  upon  the  subjeut  have  been 
conditional  on  a  praetiealile  scheme  hi-iiig 
brought  before  him.  The  third  iiaragrajih 
of  the  hon.  Member's  question  contains 
such  controversial  assumptions  that  it  is 
impossible  to  give  it  an  answer.  If  be 
will  refer  to  the  Colonial  Office  Letter,  to 
the  Cyprus  Deputation  of  the  4th  of 
August,  1889,  at  page  10  of  the  Bine 
Book  C  6003,  he  will  sae  that  those 
assumptions  are  not  admitted  U>  lie  accu- 
nite  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  As 
regai-da  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  the  question  whether 
the  taxation  is  oppressive,  and  whether 
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both  the  taxation  and  expenditure  can, 
and  ought  to  be  reduced,  I  would  J-efer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  views  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  expressed  in 
the  Secretary  of  State's  Despatch  of  the 
22ad  of  March  on  pages  33  and  34  of 
the  Blue  Book  C  4003,  to  which  I  have 
nothing  to  add. 

BRAZIL. 
Me.  p.  stanhope  (Wednesbury) : 
I  beg  to  aak  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  been  called  to  the  action  of  fhe 
Provisional  Government  of  Brazil,  in 
arbitrarilyconfiscfttingconcessionsgranted 
to  British  Railway  Companies  in  that 
country  ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  steps  to  point  out 
to  the  Brazilian  Government  the  serious 
injury  thereby  inflicted  upon  its  credit? 
•Sir  J.  FKRGUSSON  :  The  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been 
called  to  the  action  of  the  Provisional 
Government  of  Brazil  in  cancelling  two 
concessions  granted  to  a  British  Railway 
Compaty  in  that  country,  on  the  ground 
that  the  company  had  failed  to  fulfil  the 
conditions  of  the  contract.  The  company 
state  in  their  defence  tliat  this  failure  is 
due  to  circumstances  beyond  their 
control.  Her  Majesty's  Minister  has 
been  instructed  to  make  friepdly  repre- 
sentations on  the  subject,  as  it  is  be- 
lieved that  the  action  of  the  Provisional 
Government  was  founded  on  erroneous 
information  as  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
comjiany. 

RAILWAY  RATES. 
Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire 
S.W.,  Ince)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  when  the  Report 
of  tlie  Board  of  Trade  inquiry  into  Rail- 
way Rates,  of  which  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh  was  President,  will  be  issmd, 
us  the  Midland,  London  and  North- 
western, Great  Western,  and  North 
Staffordshire  Railway  Companies  have 
announced  an  increase  of  9d.  per  ton 
upon  coal  and  coke  to  Hastings  and  St. 
Leonards,  such  increase  to  bike  effect 
from  Ist  August  ? 
•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  do  not  aeo 
the  precise  connection  between  the  first 
and  second  parts  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
question.  As  provided  by  the  Railway 
and  Canal  Tratiie  Act,  1888,  a  Report 
Jfaran  I/,  de  Worms 


will  be  presented  to  Parliament  when  it 
i.s  seen  whether  the  companies  do  or  do 
not  come  to  an  agreement  with  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  the  maximum  rates 
proposed. 

MORTALITY    AMONG    CORNISH 

MINERS. 
Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Dei»rtment  when 
Mr.  Pinching,  the  Inspector  of  Mines  in 
Cornwall,  was  instructed  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  inquire  into  the  excessive  rate 
of  mortality  among  the  miners  of  Corn- 
wall ;  whether  he  can  state  what  step* 
Mr.  Pinching  took  to  acquaint  himself 
with  the  facta  as  to  the  prevalence  of 
the  disease,  its  causes,  its  results,  and  the 
best  remedies  ;  whether  he  has  received 
from  Mr.  Pinching  any  evidence  upon 
the  subject,  or  any  written  Report  in 
addition  to  the  opinion  telegraphed  on 
the  1 4th  instant ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  no  notice  whatever  of  any  such  in- 
tended inquiry  was  given  in  the  county 
nnd  among  those  princi[>ally  interested 
in  the  subject,  namely,  the  miners  them- 
selves, and  that,  consequently,  no  evidence 
on  the  part  of  the  miners  can  possibly 
have  been  placed  before  the  Inspector ; 
and  whether,  as  no  inquiry  will  be  satis- 
factory or  command  the  confidence  of  the 
mining  popiilation  which  is  not  thorough 
and  public,  he  will  cause  such  an  inquiry 
to  be  held  in  the  locality  ? 

•Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  :  The  hon. 
Member  seems  to  be  under  some  mis- 
apprehension as  to  what  has  taken  place. 
No  special  inquiry  has  been  ordered,  or 
is  being  held.  In  the  ordinary  course, 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member,  when 
it  first  appeared  on  the  Paper,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Inspector  for  his  Report  and 
observations.  It  may  be  assumed  that 
the  Inspector  had  made  himself  ac- 
quainted, in  the  ordinary  discharge  of  his 
duties,  with  the  neces-sary  facts,  without 
taking  special  steps  to  investigate  a 
matter  which  had  for  many  years  post 
been  engaging  the  attention  of  the  De- 
partment, and  which  was  specially  re- 
ported upon  in  1888,  with  a  view  to  the 
amendment  of  the  existing  law.  The 
Inspector's  written  Report  has  not  yet 
been  received.  The  Government  are 
already  in  possession  of  what  information 
they  require  to  enable  them  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  impr6ving  the  conditions 
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of  work  in  Cornish  and  other  metalli- 
ferous mines,  so  far  as  they  can  be  im- 
proved by  legislation,  and  a  further 
inquiry  of  the  nature  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Memlier  does  not  seem  to  be  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  Is  it  the  fact 
that  the  Home  Office  have  received  a 
telegraphic  opinion,  from  Mr.  Pinching, 
and  do  they  intend  to  act  upon  that 
telegraphic  opinion  ? 

•Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  :  The  Bill 
has  been  drafted  which  is  to  deal  with 
the  question. 

Mr.  CONYBEARR  :  Will  the  Bill  be 
introduced  this  Session,  so  that  *he 
Representatives  of  the  miners  may  have 
au  opportunity  of  considering  it  before 
the  Winter  Session  ? 

•Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY:  I  am 
unable  to  saj-. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  Do  the  Govern- 
raent  share  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Pinching 
that  everything  that  is  necessary  is  done 
for  the  miners,  and  that  they  are  in  no 
danger  ? 

•Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY :  That  is 
a  matter  of  opinion  upon  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able  to  form 
hia  own  judgment  when  he  sees  the  Btlt. 

CUSTOMS  HOUSE  MESSENCrERS. 

Mr.  J.  R.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  any  Memorial  has  been 
recently  received  by  the  Treasury  from 
the  messengers  at  tlie  Custom  House 
praying  for  the  redress  of  certain 
grievances ;  and  whether,  if  so,  he  will 
state  when  a  reply  to  it  may  be  expected  ; 
whether  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Customs  have  recently  decided 
to  fill  only  each  alternate  vacancy  to  the 
first-class  messengerships,  and  whether 
he  will  state  the  reason  for  which  two 
vacancies  iu  such  class  have  remained 
unfilled ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  whole  of  the  second-class 
mesflcngertk  entered  the  service  under 
the  conditions  set  forth  in  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  Ist  April,  1873,  giving  them 
the  right  of  rising  to  the  maximum  of 
£90  per  annum,  he  will  take  the 
necessary  steps  for  the  carrying  out  of 
such  Treasury  Minute  1 

Mr.  JACKSON:  A  Memorial  from 
the  Customs  Messengers  was  received  on 
the  16th  inst.,  and  is  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Treasury.     It  will 


be  answered  in  due  course  ;  but,  pending 
the  answer,  1  am  not  in  a  position  to 
answer  other  questions. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITEns. 

Mr.  J.  R.  KELLY  :  I  bog  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  Civil 
Service  writers  who  may  be  recommended 
by  the  heads  of  their  Departments  for 
appointments  as  statistical  abstractors, 
but  who  previously  to  becoming  writers 
may  have  been  clerks  in  Government 
offices  and  have  commuted  their  pensions, 
would  be  ineligible  for  such  apjwiut- 
ments  under  the  provisions  of  the  Super- 
annuation Acta  or  otherwise  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  do  not  know  who 
the  officers  are  described  by  the  hon. 
Member  as  statistical  abstractiors,  and  I, 
therefore,  can  give  no  reply  as  to  the 
particular  instance;  which  he  cites.  The 
Superannuation  Act  requires  the  Govern- 
ment to  recall  pensioners  t(j  the  Service 
when  practicable.  That  and  the  Com- 
mutation Act  prescribe  the  reductions  to 
be  made  in  receipts  of  pensioned  men 
K;-ap|x>inted  to  the  Public  Service, 
whether  they  are  drawing  or  whether 
they  liave  commuted  their  pensions. 

QUINQUENNIAL  VALUATION  OF  THE 
MKTR0P0LI8. 

Mr.  J.  R.  KELLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  great 
difficulty  which  has  been  experienced  in 
obtaining  proper  information  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Quinquennial  Valuation 
for  the  Metropolis,  more  especially  with 
reference  to  the  value  of  tenement 
houses,  of  which  the  weekly  rentals 
have  in  the  first  instance  been  given  in 
but  very  few  cases  ;  and  whether,  with  a 
view  of  obviating  such  difficulty  in  the 
future,  he  will  C(jnsider  the  question  of 
the  desirability  of  so  altering  the  forms 
(9  B)  as  to  include  a  question  specially 
applicable  to  tenement  houses,  and  also 
a  notice  to  the  owners  of  snch  liouses 
that  they  are  required  to  state  the  full 
weekly  rentals  received  by  them  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Inland  Revenue  Doiartraent  that 
they  have  not  heard  of  any  such  difficulty 
as  that  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 
All  the  Returns  for  the  Viilnation  now 
being  made  for  the  current  year  have 
already  been  received  and  laid  before  the 
Assessment  Committees  for  the  purpise 
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of  hearing  objections.  The  question  of 
altoring  the  form  of  the  notice  for  return 
in  the  manner  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  will  be  considered  before  the 
next  Quinquennial  Valuation. 

MACEDONIA. 
Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  attention  of 
the  Foreign  Office  has  been  called  to  a 
letter  which  appeared  in  the  Times  of 
Saturday  last,  describing  in  detail  the 
deplorable  condition  of  anarchy  which 
prevails  in  North-Western  Macedonia, 
the  frequent  acts  of  robliery  and  murder 
perptitrated  on  the  Christian  population 
there  by  Allxinians  and  other  Mussul- 
man tribes,  and  the  virtual  connivance 
of  the  Turkish  Authorities  in  these 
outrages  ;  whether  he  can  now  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  massacre 
uf  Christian  refugees  near  Kossovo,  re- 
garding which  he  was  questioned  three 
weeks  ago,  and  an  account  of  which 
appeared  a  month  ago  in  a  semi-official 
journal  at  Vienna  as  well  ns  in  other 
German  newspapers  ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  tu  take 
any  sleps  to  inform  themselves  regarding 
the  condition  of  this  pirt  of  Eurupeun 
Turkey,  where  elements  of  disonler 
exist  which  seriously  threaten  the  peace 
of  the  East  ? 

*s\M  .1.  FERGUSSON:  The  Reports 
from  Her  Miiji-sty'a  Consular  Officers 
tend  til  show  that  there  is  considerable 
agitation  and  insecurity  to  life  on  the 
Turco-Servian  frontier,  and  in  North 
Albania.  Troo|i8  have  been  sent  to  the 
disturljed  dustricts  to  restore  order. 
VVitli  regard  to  the  alleged  massacre  of 
Christians  at  Kossovo,  the  Porte  knows 
nothing  of  it,  but  promises  to  make 
inquiries.  The  truth  seems  diflicnit  to 
arrive  at.  The  Vice  Consul  at  Scutari 
lias  been  requested  to  make  further 
inquiries. 

JIALTA. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  b.-g  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretjiry  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  with  referencj  to  the  following 
jiassages  respecting  the  Maltese  clergy, 
which  occur  in  a  Despateh  from  Sir 
Lint«m  Simmons  to  Lord  Salisbury, 
dated  l'2th  December,  1889,  describing 
his  interview  with  the  Papal  Secretary 
of  State  :— 

Mr.  Goachen 


"  The  Cnrainal  seem  ed  aiirprisod  at  the  state 
of  ignorance  of  the  prie^lLooil,  and  expretned 
an  opiaion  that  meaaurek  inuat  be  taken  lo  im- 
prove thtir  education," 

and  to  the  following,  which  occurs  in 
the  Despatch  of  ■23rd  December  : — 

"  In  diacuBaing  the  luliject  of  tho  education 
in  tho  Kogli^h  language  of  those  whu  will 
officiate  na  clergy  in  Malta,  and  of  their  in- 
struction as  to  the  condition  under  which  the 
island  is  governed,  I  informed  Cardinul  Ram- 
poUu,  generally,  of  the  sadly  ignorant  slate  of 
the  priesthood  in  the  inland  ;  " 

whether  Sir  Lintorn  Simmons  has  benn 
requested  to  give  the  grounds  for  these 
statements  reflecting  on  the  education 
of  tho  Catholic  priesthood  ;  and  whether 
the  letter,  dated  20th  ,Iune,  from  Car- 
dinal Rampolla  to  Monsignor  Pace, 
Bishop  of  Alftlta,  in  which  the  following 
passage  occurs : — 

"  His  Holiness  is  well  satisfied  at  reeeiTiog 

the  information  which  you  furnish  relative  to 
the  education  of  your  clergy," 

has  been  communicated  to  Sir  Lintora 
Simmons  or  Her  Majesty's  Government  t 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  understjind 
that  .Sir  Lintorn  Simmons's  statement  was 
founded  on  the  Report  of  the  Director 
of  E<lucation,  an  extract  from  which 
hud  boen  placed  in  the  hands  of  Car- 
dinal Rumpolln.  Cardinal  Rampolla'a 
letter  to  Monsignor  Pace  has  not  been 
communicated  either  to  the  Foreign 
Office  or  Colonial  Office. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  any  aivjlopy 
be  sent  to  the  Maltese  priesthood  for  this 
accusation  of  ignorance  brought  against 
them  ? 

•Stit  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  have  already 
referred  the  hon.  Member  to  the  autho- 
rity for  tlie  statement  of  the  special 
Ambassador. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  1  am  very  re- 
luctatit  to  forestall  a  discussion  by 
moving  the  adjournment  in  consequence 
of  the  very  curt  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretai^'  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman can  assure  the  House  that  some 
endeavour  will  be  made  to  rectify  the 
matter  by  making  an  attempt  t<i  procure 
the  letter  of  Rampolla,  I  will  certainly 
defer  the  Motion.  I  would  suggest  that 
the  Cardinal's  letter  ought  to  be  obtained 
by  the  Government. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sure  it 
would  be  very  far,  indeed,  fmm  the 
wishes  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemn  ent  to 
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cast  any  reflection  npon  any  section  of 
Her  Mnjesty's  subjects,  and  I  will  endea- 
vour to  pet  information  npon  the  subject 
by  next  Thursday. 

Mb.  summers  (Huddersfield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  is  aware  that  Section 
29  of  tlie  Letters  Patent  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  Malta  (12th  December  18K7) 
provide.s  that 

"All  votes  of  public  money  shall,  if 
ohnllenKed.  bedBlermined  by  »  innjority  of  the 
votrs  of  the  elected  members  preiK'nt,  and  the 
votes  of  the  official  members  shuU  not  be 
recorded  on  such  (lueslions  :  " 

and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
a  majority  of  the  elected  members  of  the 
Council  of  GovernmentinMftltais opposed 
to  the  payment  of  the  exjienses  con- 
nected with  the  Mission  of  Sir  Lintorn 
Simmons  to  the  Vatican  out  of  the 
revenues  of  Malta,  he  will  consent  to 
place  upon  the  Estimates  a  Vote  for  the 
Mission  in  question  ? 

•Mb.  W.  U.  SMITH:  The  hon.  Mem- 
lier  is  correct  in  his  statement  as  to 
Section  29  of  the  Letters  Patent.  It  will 
not  h.-i  neoessiirj'  to  place  a  Vote  upon  the 
Estimates;  for  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
refer  to  Section  39  of  the  Letters  PaU.'nt 
and  the  Schedule,  he  will  see  that  £1,000 
a  year  is  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  special  services  under  the  title 
"  Civil  Contingencies." 

IRISU  CIVIL  I>EP.\.RTMEST.S-THE 
SEVEN'  llOUkS  SYSTEM. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  seven  hours  system, 
recommended  by  the  recent  Royal  Com- 
mission, is  being  applied  in  Dublin 
offices ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  would  be 
a  ready  and  economical  method  of  supply- 
ing the  deficiency  in  the  staff  of  the 
Registry  of  Deeds,  and  whether  it  would 
jjermit  of  the  daily  work  being  ready  for 
public  inspection  on  the  following 
morning  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  Government  is 
in  fiivour  of  the  extension  of  the  seven 
houre  system  to  the  Civil  Dejiartmenta  in 
Dublin  wherever  practicable  and  econo- 
mical. It  is  already  in  force  in  the 
following  Departments  :— Chief  Secre- 
tary's Office,  Prisons  Office,  Fisheries 
Office,  Local  Government  Board,  Office  of 
Works,    and    R.-gistrsr  General's   Office. 


It  has  been  sanctioned  for  the  Registry 
of  Deeds,  and  will,  no  doubt,  facilitate 
and  hasten  the  process  of  registration, 

THE  NATIONAL  LEAGUE. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that,  at 
the  Glin  Branch  of  the  National  League, 
the  following  resoluti<m  was  proposed 
mid  passed  unanimously,  on  Sunday,  29th 
June : — 

"That  the  bmnch  condemnH  the  continued 
nrhitmry  nctton  of  the  Kni;;ht  of  Ulin  in 
Hguin  refusing  the  oO°or  of  a  fuir  rent  from  Mr. 
John  (>.  Fitzgerald,  one  of  his  oldest  iind  most 
respectable  tenants,  and  ho]jes,  even  now, 
he  will  see  the  fully  of  cnrryin;;  out  another 
denth  sentence  on  his  property;" 

and  whether,  a  week  afterwards,  certain 
horses  were  killed  and  barbarously 
mutilated  on  this  evicted  farm  of  the 
Knight  of  Glin? 

The  ArrORNEY  ftENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madde.v,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  According  to  a  report  in  the 
Limei-ick  L«<ule>;  it  is  the  case  that  a 
resohition  was  unanimously  possed  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Glin  Branch  of  the 
National  League  in  the  terms  stated  in 
the  question.  I  am  informed  that  on  the 
morning  of  July  8  a  colt  was  found 
killed,  and  two  other  colts  stabbed  in 
several  places,  apparently  witha  hay-fork, 
on  the  farm  of  the  Knight  of  Glin,  from 
which  a  man  of  the  name  of  Uayns  hiid 
been  evicted  in  1882. 

CHARGE  AGAINST  IRISH  CONSTABLES. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) :  I  beg  t<i 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  the  Government  intend  to  pay 
the  cxpenss  of  defending  the  constables 
against  whom  Mr.  Fahy  and  Morrissey 
obtained  decrees  for  £5  and  £i  at  last 
Quarter  Sessions  held  at  Gort  for  false 
arrest ;  also  the  cost  of  appeal  which  was 
lieard  before  Judge  O'Brien  at  Galway 
Assizes,  he  confirming  the  County  Court 
Judge's  decree,  with  costs  ;  and  whether 
he  will  state  what  course  he  will  adopt 
in  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the 
constjibles  1 

Mii.  MADDEN :  I  must  ask  the  bon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question. 
I  have  not  received  the  information 
that  will  enable  me  to  answer  it. 

Me.  SEXTON:  As  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary is  in  his  place,  I  will  ask  him  if  he 
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is  awai-c  that  the  appeal  has  been  dis- 
missed. Tlie  fact  is,  that  two  constables 
arrested  these  two  men,  dragged  them 
through  the  streets,  kept  them  all  night 
in  custody,  and  then  brought  them 
before  the  Magistrates,  who  dismissed 
the  case.  An  appt^al  against  the  decision 
of  the  County  Court  Judges  decree  has 
now  been  dismissed  by  the  Judge  of 
Aabize,  and,  as  these  men  have  acted  on 
the  advice  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
and  brought  their  case  before  a  legal 
tribunal,  I  wish  to  know  what  steps  be 
proposes  to  take  in  the  matter  1 

The  chief  SKCRETARY  kor  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  will  telegraph  for  information. 

PDBUO  BUSINESS. 
Mr.  W.  K,  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  :  I  wish  to  inquire  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
Heligoland  Bill  will  Ix;  taken  on  Thurs- 
day, and  also  whether  he  is  now  able  to 
indicate  the  time,  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  refers,  when  the 
Foreign  Vote  may  be  taken,  and  when 
the  various  questions  connected  with  the 
island  of  Malta  may  be  considered  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Oovemmont 
propose  that  the  Heligoland  Bill  shall  be 
taken  on  Thursday.  I  am  not  able  to 
say  when  it  will  be  possible  to  put  the 
Foreign  Office  Vote  on  the  Paper,  but 
I  hope  it  will  be  in  the  course  of  next 
week. 

•Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Isle  of 
Thanet)  :  Will  the  Heligoland  Bill  be  the 
first  Order  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Yes. 
AlR.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  would 
remind  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  that 
there  is  a  strong  feeling,  at  all  events  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  that  the  matter 
requires  early  attention. 

•JtfR.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  the  desire 
ol  the  Government  to  consult  the  con- 
venience of  hon.  Members  as  much  as 
possible  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  very  well  awuiv  that  there  is  a  great 
pressure  on  the  Government. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  :  Will  it  be  possible 
to  discuss  the  whole  question  of  the 
Anglo-German  Agreement  on  the  Heligo- 
land Bill  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  was  understood  t<j 
say  that  the  Speaker  woiUd  decido  that 
question. 

J^r.  S&xtoii 


Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  The  Government 
will  make  no  objectioa  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir. 

Mit.  H.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham) :  When  will  the 
Naval  Estimates  be  completed  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :    I  am  not  able  to 
state  when  they  will  bo  completed. 

RAILWAY   BATES. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  TOMLINSON 
(Preston), 
•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  said:  The 
Board  of  Trade  do  not  propose  at  present 
to  issue  any  further  Paj)ers  in  reference 
to  railway  rates. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON:  Where  can  the 
Papers  be  got  ? 

•Sir   M.    hicks   BEACH:     At    the 
Stfttionerv  Office. 


INTESTATES  ESTATES  BILL.— (No.  69.) 
Lords  Amendment    to   be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

CODNTY  COURTS  (PLAINTS). 
Address  for — 

"  lieturaa,  from  every  County  Court  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  of  the  Total  Number  of 
Plainta,  &c.,  entered  in  each  Court,  from  the 
lat  day  of  January  to  the  Slat  day  of  December 
18^9,  both  days  inclusive,  distinguishing 
those  not  exceeding  £'20,  those  above  £20  and 
not  exceeding  £50,  and  those  by  agreement 
ovur  £50 ; " 

"And,  of  the  Sittings  of  the  County  Courts 
in  England  and  Wales  holden  before  the 
Judges  of  such  Courts  in  the  year  1889  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  303, 
of  Session  1889}." — (Sir  Qtargt  Jtu—ell.) 

BOARDS  OF  GUARDIANS  (PEKSONS^  IN 
RECEIPT  OF  RELIEF). 
Return  ordered— 

"Showing  in  respect  of  each  Union  and 
Parish  under  a  separate  Board  of  Guardians  in 
England  and  Wales,  the  number  of  persons  of 
each  SRX  in  receipt  from  lioards  of  Guardiaos 
(a)  of  in-door  relief  or  (hi  of  out-door  relief  on 
the  lat  day  uf  August  1890,  who  were  over  60 
years  of  age,  dlstinguinhing  those  who  wer? 
over  60  and  under  65,  65  and  under  70,  70  and 
under  75,  75  and  under  80,  and  80  rears  of  age 
and  upwards :  lunatics  in  asylums,  licensed 
bouses,  and  registered  hospitals  ;  vagrants  and 
persons  who  were  only  in  receipt  of  relief  con- 
structively by  reason  of  relief  being  given  to 
wives  or  children  not  being  included," -(,Vr. 
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BRITISH  AND  FOREIGN  SPIRITS. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with.  MinutcB  of  Evidence,  brought  up 
and  read  [Inquiry  not  completed]. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  316.] 

POLICE  BILL.-(No.  338.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law,  iStc. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  317.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed- 
[No.  317.] 

Bill,  88  amended  by  the  Standing 
Committee,  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion upon  Friday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  392,] 

ANGLO  - GERMAN    AGREEMENT    BILL 
[LORDS]. 
Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  393.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  theyhave  agreed  to, — Amendment 
to  Amendment  to  Registration  of  Voters 
(Borough  of  Belfast)  Bill,  without  Amend- 
ment. 

MOTIONS. 


PUBLIC    HBia>TH   (SCOTLAMD)    ACT    (1867) 

AMENDMENT  (NO.  2)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Rinloch,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Public  Health  (Scotlnnd)  Act, 
I«67,"in  relation  to  rating  in  special  drainage 
and  water  lupply  districts,  ordered  to  be 
brooght  in  by  Sir  John  Kinloch,  Mr.  Shiress 
Will,  and  Mr.  Thorburn. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  394.] 

FOOTPATHS    AND  MAIS  KOADS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Doriogton,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  lo  Footpaths  and 
Main  Roads,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
John  Dorington,  Sir  Richard  Paget,  Mr. 
Charles  Acland,  lilr,  liobhouse,  and  Mr, 
Wli»rton. 

pill  pre««oted,  ^adread  Qrs^tjiue,  [Bill  ^SS.] 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

CENSUS  [EXPENSES]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(4.10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed, 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  yt^^y- 
ment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  providod  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  all  expenses  that  may  be  incurred  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Census  under  any  Acts  of 
the  present  Session  for  taking  the  Census  of 
England  uud  Wales,  Scotland  and  Ireland." 

Me.  sexton  :  I  presume  that  the 
Treasury  have  arrived  at  an  estimate  of 
the  expenditure.  I  should,  therefore, 
liko  to  know  what  will  be  the  proportion 
for  each  of  the  three  Kingdoms. 

(4.11.)  Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  am  afraid 
that  I  cannot  give  the  infopmntiou  with- 
out notice.  I  am  not  sure  whether  an 
estimate  has  yet  been  made  of  the  full 
cost.  The  amount  likely  to  be  required 
in  the  course  of  the  present  year  haa  at 
present  only  been  estimated. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  will  put  a  question 
down  for  Thursday. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

(4.11.)    PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS 
[REMISSION]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  remission  of  a  loan,  made  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Wurka  in  Ireland  in  respect 
of  Killeany  Pier,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of 
the  present  Session  relating  to  Local  Loans. 

Resolntion  tn  be  reported  To-morrow. 

CENSUS  (ENGLAND  AND   WALES) 

BILL  (No.  386.) 

COMMHTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mb.  ATKINSON  (Boston):  Will  the 
perHons  enumerated  have  an  opportunity 
of  declaring  their  religion  under  the 
head  "  Protestant,"  or  "  Catholic  ?  " 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  That  question  can 
be  raised  on  Clause  5. 

Clau^eii  1  to  4  iuclnsive,  agreed  to. 
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(4.16.) 

•Mr.  W 
Co.,  Ossory) :  1  beg  to  move,  in  page  2, 
line  11,  after  "age,"  to  insert  "Opacity 
t<i  read  luid  write."  I  think  the  Amend- 
ment is  one  of  very  great  importanse.  If 
it  is  necessary  to  ai«k  the  ago  and  sex  of 
the  jjopulation,  I  think  it  is  far  more 
necessary  and  expedient  that  the  stnlefif 
their  education  should  be  nscertained. 
There  is  no  itcquisition  more  importiint 
than  the  power  to  read  and  write,  and  I 
do  not  tliink  it  will  lie  said  that  it  can  be 
difiicnit  to  obtain  the  information. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  5. 
page  2  line  11,  after  the  word  "age," 
to  insert  the  words  "  capacity  to  read  and 
write." — {Mr.   W.  A.  }fttcdonald.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(4.18.)  Thb  PRF^SIDENT  of  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
RrrcHiE,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  : 
It  might  be  interesting  if  we  were  able 
to  get  a  lieturii  of  thase  in  this  country 
who  arc*  unable  to  read  nr  write. 

•Mu.  W.  A.  MACDONALD:  Who 
are  able. 

•Mb.  RITCHIE  :  It  is  the  same  thing. 

•Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD:  With 
deference,  I  submit  that  it  is  not. 

•Me.  RITCHIE;  I  will  not  enter  into 
a  dispute  with  the  hon.  Memlier.  I  am 
afraid  tliat  no  piTSon  would  be  willing 
to  return  himself  as  incapiibtc  of  reading 
and  writing,  and  as  the  information  would 
undoubtedly  be  inaccurate  it  is  not 
desirable  to  endeavour  to  obtain  it. 

•(4.20.)  Mu.  W.  A.  MACDONALD: 
I  do  not  think  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon  Gentleman  should  have  any  weight 
at  all.  At  the  piT-sent  moment  you  ask 
for  a  j)ergon's  age,  and  thert'  can  be  no 
doubt  that  many  inaccurate  Returns  are 
made  as  to  ladies'  ages.  In  many  in- 
stances false  Returns  are  miide,  but, 
nevertheless,  the  information  is  asked 
for.  I  do  not  see  that  there  ought  to 
be  the  least  difficulty  in  getting  a  satis- 
fu-'tory  answer  to  such  a  simple  question 
lis  whether  a  pei-son  can  read  or  write. 

(4.22.)  Mil.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall, 
Ciraliorne)  :  Tlie  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
.Mi-mber  is  one  that  is  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, and  I  think  there  are  other 
inquiries  that  wonld  be  exceedingly  use- 
ful, in  order  that  wo  might  obtain  soma 


idea  of  the  condition  of  the  population- 
In  foreign  countries,  especially  in  the 
colonies  and  in  America,  the  Census 
Returns  are  much  fuller  than  those  of 
this  country.  It  is,  therefore,  of  impor- 
tance that  the  Government  should  see 
their  way  to  extending  the  scope  of  this 
clause. 

•(4.25.)  Mb.  RITCHIE :  We  are  quite 
willing  t«  learn  everything  we  can  from 
the  ex{ierience  of  foreign  countries,  but 
I  must  point  out  that  the  methods  by 
which  the  Returns  are  checked  in  fon-ign 
countries  are  such  as  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  adopt  here.  It  is  perfectly 
clear  that  the  Return  asked  for  would  he 
altogether  unreliable,  and,  therefore,  it  is 
not  desinible  to  enforce  it.  As  to  the 
age,  no  Return  would  be  of  any  value 
unless  the  age  was  given. 

•(4.27.)  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposes  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  that  the 
information,  because  people  would  be 
unwilling  to  render  it,  and  resent  its 
being  asked  for,  wonld,  when  procured, 
bo  unreliable  and  misleading.  Now, 
there  are  no  countries  in  the  world 
wherj  the  people  wonld  more  strongly 
ru'sist  any  attempt  to  force  information 
from  them  at  the  point  of  the  sword  than 
America  and  the  British  colonies,  and 
there  could  be  no  difficulty  experienced 
here  that  would  not  be  experienced 
there.  Nevertheless,  this  information  is 
asked  for  and  is  suppliefl  in  the  United 
States,  and  in  son\e  colonies,  and  I  submit 
that  in  this  country  it  wonld,  if  obtained, 
be  of  more  value  iind  utility  than  many 
of  the  Returns  which  are  actually  made. 

•(4.29.)  Mr.RITCHIK:  The  hon.Gentle- 
min  must  not  forget  thiit  the  whole  matter 
has  already  been  inquirer!  into  by  a  strong 
Committee;  but  they  did  not  recommend 
that  this  information  should  be  obtained. 

l^nestion  put,  and  negatived. 

(4.30.)  Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central) :  I  beg  to  move, 
in  page  2,  line  5,  after  "age,"  to 
insert  "nationality  of  father."  The 
Committee  rejiorted  in  favour  of  an 
improvement  in  the  means  of  ascertain- 
ing the  number  of  foreigners  here.  I 
think  it  is  exceedingly  desirable  that  we 
should  pissess  some  better  dula,  and  the 
best  means  of  ascertaining  the  number 
would  be  if  the  uationality  of  the  father 
were  given 
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Amendment  propuscd,  in  pnge  2,  lino 
5,  after  the  word  "age,"  to  insert  the 
words  "nationality  of  father." — (Mr. 
iluivard  Vincent.) 

Question  profxjsod,  "  That  tliose  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(4.31.)  Mr.  RITCHIIO:  My  hon. 
Friend  is  mistaken  if  he  thinks  that  tho 
nationality  of  the  father  would  he  of  any 
real  jiractical  value.  It  will  be  suftioient 
to  know  where  the  individual  is  burn 
and  whether  or  not  he  is  a  British 
subject. 

•(4.32.)  Mb.  BRAULAUGH  (North- 
ampton I :  I  speak  only  from  memory, 
but  I  believe  tliat  no  one  in  the  Com- 
mittse  but  the  hon.  Member  himself 
was  desinnis  that  the  nationality  of  tho 
fatlier  should  be  given.  There  certainly 
is  ndthing  in  the  Ri^port  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  justify  the  Amendment  of  tho 
hon,  and  gallant  Member. 

Question  put,  ami  negatived. 

(4.34.)  Baron  DIMSDALE  (Herts, 
Hitchin)  :  I  beg  to  propose,  after  tho 
word  "age,"  to  insert  "and  religion." 
In  moving  this,  I  wish  to  remind  hon. 
Members  that  this  was  one  of  the  ques- 
tions inf.o  which  tho  Committee  in- 
quired, and  on  which  they  took  evidence, 
but  as  to  which  they  pronounced  no 
definite  opinion.  I  have  now  endeavoured 
to  raise  the  question  in  a  way  m<38t  likely 
to  commend  itself  to  the  attention  of  the 
Committee.  The  two  Amendmenta  of 
which  I  have  given  notice  have  been  taken 
bodily  from  the  Irish  Census  Bill.  In  tht  se 
days,  when  the  great  question  of  the  day 
is  union  or  separation,  it  is  not  desimble 
to  have  different  laws  for  the  two  conn- 
tries.  I  cannot  conceive  anything  which 
would  tend  more  to  tho  re|)eal  of  the 
Union.  Here  it  is  proposed  to  have  one 
law  for  England  and  another  for  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  on  the 
Second  Reading  said  that  he  did  not 
know  any  Irish  Roman  Catholic  who 
would  not  be  glad  to  make  a  declaration 
of  his  ivligion,  and  from  what  I  know  of 
Irish  Pi-otestanta  tiic  same  remark  ap- 
plies to  them.  But  I  know  that  objection 
is  entertained  to  the  jiroposal  by  the  Non- 
conformists, who  do  not  like  being  what 
they  call  ticketed.  By  a  subsequent 
Amendment  I  intend  to  provide  that 
nobody  shall  be  subject  to  jienaltics  for 
refusing  to  state  his  religious  profession. 


It  is  very  remarkable  that  the  leading 
Members  of  Administrations,  whether 
Libei-al  orConservative,have  always  been 
in  favour  of  this  proposal,  and  they  have 
yielded  only  in  deference  to  the  opinion 
of  Nonconformists.  One  reason  why 
this  census  is  wanted  is  on  account  of 
the  important  effect  it  would  have  in  any 
discussion  on  disestablishment.  A  res- 
pected clergyman  in  my  own  neighbour- 
hodd  the  other  day  said  the  Government 
had  not  done  much  for  the  Chnrch  this 
Se.s.sion,  for  they  had  not  given  them  a 
Tithe  Bill,  nor  had  they  consented  to  a 
religious  census.  It  is  evident  there  is 
a  strong  feeling  among  the  clergy  in 
favour  of  this  census. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
11,  after  the  word  "  age,"  to  insert  the 
word  "  religion." — (liartm  Dimadale.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tho  word 
'  religion  '  be  there  inserted." 

(4.42.)  Mb.  H.  J.  ATKINSON 
(■Boston)  :  I  am  not  aware  where  the 
hon.  Member  has  obtained  his  informa- 
tion as  to  tho  wishes  of  Nonconformists 
in  this  matter.  I  have  sat  on  Conferences 
and  Committees  of  Nonconformists  for 
the  last  35  years,  and  I  never  heard  any 
of  them  object  to  being  "ticketed." 
Perbonally,  I  have  no  objection  to  being 
ticketed  myself,  for  either  my  political 
or  my  religious  opinions.  I  have  gixid 
grounds  for  holding  them,  and  1  am 
quite  prepared  to  stand  up  and  give  my 
rcn.soiis  for  those  opinions.  I  hope  my 
bon.  Friend  wll  di.sabu.se  his  mind  alto- 
gether of  thfit  idea.  The  Amendment 
includes  one  which  I  was  going  to  move, 
but  1  am  willing  to  accept  the  larger 
propisal.  [  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  l>e  merciful,  and  give  ns 
whnt  we  ask  ;  if  not,  1  will  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Ix>thiBn,  in 
whose  society  I  should  be  most  happy  to 
find  myself  so  far  as  this  question  is  con- 
cerned. It  is  said  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemnn  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
in  a  certain  publication  advised  how  the 
names  of  those  should  be  arranged  who 
hiid  gone  over  from  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land to  the  Church  of  Rome.  They 
were  people  of  position.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  interest 
enough  in  the  mnk  and  file  to  give  his 
8up)K)rtto  this  proposal.  I  am  aware  that 
it  would   be  a  shoc-k  to  some  right  hon. 
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Gentlemen  opposite  to  liavo  their 
opinions  on  political  or  religions  subjects 
recorded  at  stated  intervals,  because  so 
many  changes  would  have  to  be  regis- 
tered. I  do  plead  that  the  number  of 
Roman  Catholics  and  Protestante,  at  all 
events,  shall  be  given.  As  to  whether 
the  numbor  of  members  of  the  Church 
of  England,  and  the  number  of  Dis- 
senters and  Nonconformists,  should  also 
be  given  I  do  not  very  much  care  ;  but 
if  the  numbers  are  given  hon.  Members 
opposite  must  clearly  understand 
that  there  is  a  difference  between 
a  Dissenter  and  a  Nonconformist. 
It  will  not  do  to  mix  up  Dissenters  with 
Nonconformists.  I  cannot  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Baron  that  the 
census  should  show  how  many  of  the 
people  are  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  and  how  many  are  Noncon- 
formists, because  by  law  every  man  who 
baa  no  religion  belongs  to  the  Church  of 
England.  Put  it  in  this  way.  Suppose 
that  a  man  dies,  declaring  himself  to  be 
neither  a  member  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, nor  a  Nonconformist,  nor  a  Dissen- 
ter, his  relatives  would  call  in  a  Church 
of  England  clergyman  to  bury  him,  and 
the  man  would  be  treated  as  a  member 
of  the  Church  of  England.  I  do  not 
desire  to  know  how  many  people  are 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
how  many  are  Wesieyan  Methodists.  If 
my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment  is  defeated 
I  suppose  I  shall  be  in  order  in  moving 
mine? 

The  chairman  :  No. 

Me.  ATKINSON :  Then,  Sir,  I  think 
there  is  a  great  want  of  business  arrange- 
ment in  this  House,  wliich  is  supposed  to 
be  a  model  of  Parliamentary  conduct. 
Surely  if  we  cannot  succeed  in  getting 
the  larger  demand  conceded,  we  ought 
not  thereby  to  be  precluded  from  trying 
to  get  a  smaller  concession.  I  should 
have  thought  that  common  sense  would 
have  dictated  the  adoption  of  such  a 
course.  I  do  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whom  I  have  supported  for  40 
years  as  Chairman,  candidate,  and  Mem- 
ber, to  consent  to  this  Amendment  or  to 
a  modification  of  it 

(5.51.)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  The 
hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  taunted  his 
fellow  Dissenters. 

Mb.  ATKINSON ;    I  am  not  a  Die- 
lenter  ;  I  am  a  Nonconformist. 
Mr.  H.  J.  Alkiruon 


Mk.  PICTON;  I  am  sorry  I  do  not 
appreciate  the  hon.  MembtTH  (wsition. 
I  will  say,  however,  he  lias  taunted 
his  fellow  Nonconformists  with  hav- 
ing a  distaste  to  be  ticketed ;  bat 
there  is  another  difficulty  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  realised. 
A  great  many  persons  do  not  know 
how  to  describe  themselves  in  the 
matter  of  religions  belief.  Personally,  I 
should  not  know  how  to  fill  up  the 
Return,  or  how  to  describe  myself  in  this 
respect ;  and  there  are  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands in  this  country  who  ai-e  in  a  similar 
position.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Hitchin  Division  of  Hertfordshire  has 
k"t  the  cat  out  of  the  bug.  The  religious 
census  is  to  be  a  kind  of  pISigcile  in 
favour  of  the  Established  Church ;  but 
this  pUbiscite  is  a  matter  which  ought  to 
be  decided  at  the  polling  booths.  As  to 
the  principle  of  equality  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  hon.  Members  ought 
to  remember  that  the  circumstances  in 
the  two  countries  are  very  different 
indeed.  In  Ireland  religious  differences 
are  clearly  marked,  and  are  compara- 
tively few  in  number.  The  vast  bulk  of 
the  population  is  divided  into  the  three 
groat  denominations  of  Catholics, 
Anglicans,  and  Presbyterians.  Other 
classes  are  exceedingly  few.  It  is,  there- 
fore, of  considerable  importance  to  know 
what  proportion  the  Catholic  population 
in  Ireland  forms  of  the  whole  people. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  may  be  said  that 
there  are  about  365  denominations  in 
this  countrj' — one  for  everj-  day  in  the 
year.  If  the  Irish  people  desire  it,  by 
all  means  let  them  have  a  religions 
census  in  Ireland,  but  we  do  not  want 
one  in  England. 

•(4.56.)  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rusholiffe):  I  hope,  in  the  interests  of 
accuracy,  that  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  stand  by  the 
Bill.  The  whole  question  has  been  care- 
fully considered  by  a  Committee,  and  the 
evidence  tended  to  show  that  in  propor- 
tion as  the  number  of  questions  to  the 
householder  were  multiplied,  the  chances 
increased  of  diminishing  the  accuracy  of 
the  replies  received.  Quite  apart  from 
the  merits  of  questioning  people  as  to 
their  religious  views,  as  we  all  know, 
there  are  sufficient  persons  not  distinctly 
attached  to  nny  n?ligioHS  denomination 
to  destroy  the  value  of  any  ce^tsos 
records  on  the  subject. 
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•(4.58.)  Mr.  WHITMORK  (Chelsea)  : 
As  a  member  of  the  Census  Committee, 
let  me  say  it  is  not  accurate  to  say  that 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  had  any 
definite  bearing  on  the  merits  of  a 
relipicius  census. 

•Mu.  J.  E.  KLLTS :  I  have  no  wish  to 
conve)'  an  erroneous  impression.  I 
gather  the  Report  amounts  to  this,  tliat 
the  Committee  did  not  find  themselves 
in  a  position  to  make  any  recommenda- 
tion. 

•Mb.  WHITMORE:  The  Committee- 
have  not  thought  it  right  to  ■weiy;h  the 
relative  merits  nnd  demeritsfrom  the  poli- 
tical point  of  view  of  a  religious  census. 
Prom  the  statisticnl  point  of  view  the 
Return  would  be  valuable  ;  but  when  the 
Committee  came  to  consider  the  jjolitieal 
difficulties  which  surrounded  a  Return 
of  this  kind,  they  felt  that  they  were  not 
the  proper  body  to  go  into  those  ques- 
tions. The  evidence  we  hod  before  us 
strengthened  my  own  opinion  in 
favour  of  a  religious  census.  It  is,  un- 
doubtedly, a  strong  fact  that  in  Ireland 
there  has  not  been  any  difficulty  en- 
countered in  making  a  Return  as  to 
religious  belief.  Out  of  the  whole  popu- 
lation only  3,000  neglected  to  make  the 
return.  In  our  Colonies  this  Return 
is  cheerfully  made.  I  confess  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  balance  of  argument  is 
in  favour  of  a  religious  census.  The 
lion.  Member  for  Leicester,  whose  mind 
on  religious  subjects  is  exceptionally 
flabby,  need  make  no  return  of  his 
religious  belief.  I  believe  the  vast 
majority  of  the  population  would 
have  no  difficulty,  and  would  in  no 
way  object  to  making  the  Return.  The 
main  objection  to  a  religious  census  is 
that  an  exaggerated  importance  may  be 
attached  to  the  figures.  It  is  said  that 
great  numbers  would  return  themselves 
as  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
when,  in  reality,  they  had  no  very 
definite  opinions.  I  quite  feel  the  force 
of  that  objection,  but  it  is  an  objection 
which  will  apply  to  nearly  all  the  Re- 
turns under  the  census.  No  one  pre- 
tands  for  a  moment  that  the  Return  in 
any  one  of  the  columns  of  the  census  is 
absolutely  and  mathematically  correct. 
The  Return  is  made  subject  to 
all  the  inferences  and  deductions 
which  an  observer  of  human  nature  has 
a  right  to  put  ujMn  a  Return.  Everyone 
kuowEi  the  value  of  a  Rfltunj  of  age  ;  uo 


one  thinks  that  it  is  absolutely  accurate, 
especially  in  the  case  of  one  sex.  So, 
undoubtedly,  it  would  be  the  case  with 
respect  to  a  religious  census.  The  Return 
would  not  be  absolutely  and  mathema- 
tically accurate,  but  it  would  be  a  far 
more  triistworthj-  Return  than  any  we 
have  at  present.  It  would  be  properly 
open  to  criticisms  and  inferences,  but 
1  think  it  would  be  an  importa.nt  and 
interesting  addition  to  our  statistical 
information,  and,  therefori?,  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment proposed. 
•(5.2.)  Mb.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire) :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Boston,  taunted  us  with  having  changed 
riur  opinions.  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  man  who  never  changes 
opinions  is  a  fool.  YLaugltter.^^  I  do 
not  use  that  word  to  convey  any  personal 
disrespect.  It  is  an  old  and  true 
saying.  1  do  not  know  where  the 
hon.  Member  for  Boston  got  his 
his  knowledge  of  Nonconformist  opinion. 
I  certainly  should  not  have  guessed  from 
his  Votes  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  Dissenter  or  Nonconformist.  But, 
speaking  for  myself,  I  have  represented 
a  constituency  of  Nonconforraista  for 
something  like  22  years,  nnd  I  can  state 
that  a  great  many  Nonconformists  look 
upon  a  religious  census  as  a  means  of 
inviting  a  man  to  say  he  is  a  member  of 
the  Church  of  England.  In  the  eye  of 
the  law  I  believe  wo  are  all  members  of 
the  Church  of  England,  and  the  conse- 
quence is  you  would  got  all  the 
persons  whom  the  late  Mr.  Miall 
used  to  call  "  absenters  "  credited  to  the 
Chui-nh  of  England.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Chelsea  candidly  avowed  that 
a  religious  census  would  not  be  at 
all  satisfactory,  or  represent  the  real 
religious  opinion  of  the  country  with 
perfect  truth.  He  said  that  an  observer 
of  human  nature  would  be  sure  to  draw 
his  own  conclusions,  and  to  make 
allowances.  But  I  am  afraid  those  who 
looked  at  the  Returns  are  not  observers 
of  human  nature,  and  they  would  at  once 
conclude  that  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  were  enormously  in 
excess  of  the  members  of  other  denomi- 
nations, and  they  would,  therefore,  be 
led  to  a  false  conclusion.  In  Wales  there 
is  deep  religioug  feeling,  and  I  am  per- 
fectly certain  that  there  the  people  would 
have   no   hesitation    in    stating   their 
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religious  faitli.  But  when  you  come  to 
the  '•  ftbsenters  "  in  Englntid  ynu  have  iv 
very  different  state  nf  things.  I  hod 
hoped  that  tin's  matter  was  settled. 
Witli  regard  to  the  Committee,  tliey 
certainly  came  to  no  conclusion  (pn  the 
point.  But  I  understand  from  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  settled  the  matter,  and  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemaji  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  will 
bring  some  pressure  to  bear  on  his 
supporters  to  resist  this  Amendment, 
which  was  being  quite  unexpectedly 
sprung  upcm  us. 

•Mr!  RITCHIE  :  The  right  hon.  Geiitle- 
nian  must  know  that  the  Government 
are  bound  to  the  Eiill  which  they  lay  he- 
fore  the  Couimittee.  At  the  same  time  1 
am  bound  to  confess  that,  when  the  right 
hem.  Gentleman  appeals  to  me  to  control 
our  followers  on  tliis  particular  matter, 
this  is  one  of  thoss  ]K>ints  in  respect  of 
which  we  do  not  feel  at  all  inclined  to 
put  pressure  upon  our  supporters  or  the 
friends  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
are  with  us.  The  Bill  i.s  the  Bill  of  the 
Government,  and  Ui  that  Bill  the  Go- 
vernment, of  course,  will  adhere.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
think  tliere  is  a  very  great  deal  to  he 
said  in  favour  of  the  suggestion 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  am 
not  in  the  leist  astonished  that 
he  has  brought  forward  his  proposal. 
There  is  great  force  in  the  arguments 
used  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  in 
the  arguments  used  on  the  other  side  ; 
at  the  same  time  I  do  not  share  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down.  If  the  Return 
proved  unsatisfiictory,  I  take  it  that  it 
would  be  because  of  the  failure 
of  thos.;  who  are  not  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  to 
make  the  Return  they  were  asked 
to  make.  To  them  would  attach  the 
biunie  if  any  preponderance  of  the  Chur.'h 

Lof  England  were  sho\vn.  But  though 
there  is  something  to  Ix;  said  in  favour 
of  the  pro|«>snl,  it  is  not  one  which  the 
Government,  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  at  presaut  are  prepared  to 
accept.  We  should  he  very  sorry  indeed 
if  any  very  sharp  differences  of  opinion 
were  to  be  raised  Eiimughout  the  country 
by  a  demand  for  such  a  Return.  Wo 
should  be  sorry  indeed  to  Riise  religious 
or  political  feeling  in  the  various  com- 
Mr.  G.  Osborne  Morgan 


munities,  and  the  effect  of  which  would 
he  felt  in  other  matters  in  respect  of 
which  we  desire  to  obtain  information. 
We  have  adopted  mainly  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  with 
regard  to  the  information  to  be  obtained, 
and,  Kx)king  to  the  sharp  differences  of 
opinion  which  exist,  we  see  that  it  will 
he  well  to  adhere  to  these  recommenda- 
tions, and  not  .■isk  the  House  to  assent  to 
a  religious  census. 
•(5.12.)  Mb.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset, 
E.):  T  intend  to  vote  fur  the  Amend- 
ment, for  I  do  not  think  that  this 
question  is  at  all  one  to  be  regarded  from 
a  Party  or  sectjirian  point  of  view,  and 
I  am  sorry  those  considerations  have 
been  so  far  introduced.  No  one  dis- 
putes that  if  this  item  were  included 
in  the  Census  Returns  it  would  be  of 
very  great  statistical  advantage.  I  believe 
in  Canada  and  the  United  States  the 
Religious  Return  is  always  included,  and 
no  serious  difficulty  has  lieen  experiencd, 
in  spite  of  the  great  number  of 
denominations  in  those  countries.  I 
cannot  believe  that  there  is  a  very 
large  number  of  people  of  the  opinions  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  who 
would  return  themselves  to  the  enumera- 
tors as  members  of  the  Church  of 
England.  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  ray 
right  hon.  Friend  say  that  the  Welsh 
people  had  no  objection  to  the  Return, 
and  I  believe  there  would  be  very  little 
objection  in  the  rest  of  the  country. 

(5.1.3.)  Mr.  CAMPBELL  BANNER- 
MAN  (Stirling,  ifcc.)  :  1  confess  I  listened 
with  considerable  lustonishmcnt  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  (ientlemen  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
1  remember  distinctly  the  First  Lord  of 
ihe  Treasury  said  that  the  Census  Bill 
Would  bu  precisely  the  same  ns  on 
previous  occasions.  Yet  the  President 
of  the  Liical  Government  Bf)aitl  gets  np 
and  encourages  his  ftillowers  to  suppf»rt 
the  Amendment,  which  he  knows  will  be 
bitterly  opposed  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  do  not  say  it  is  a  Vireiu;h  of  understand- 
ing or  of  faith,  but  certainly  it  is  not 
«hnt  wo  ex{>ec.t<.'d  from  the  .statements 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  this  business  in  particular.  1 
speak  for  a  good  many  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  Hou.so  when  I  say  that  we 
are  not  afraid  of  a  religious  census  beca.use 
of  the  result  it  may  bring  about.  We 
object  to  it  on    princijile.     I  object    to 
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beinff  asked  of  what  religion  I  am.  If 
a  religious  census  is  put  in  practice  in 
other  countries,  all  I  ciin  say  is,  I  ivra  glad 
I  do  not  bjlong  to  those  other  countries. 
It  is  on  ttii-s  principle,  and  not  because 
the  result  might  be  deceiving  owing  to 
■weak  paople  representing  themselves  as 
being  what  they  are  not,  that  many  on 
this  side  of  the  Uousu  are  strongly 
opposed  to  this  Amendment.  We  have 
befn  led  tn  believe  tlmtnosuch  proposal 
would  be  cnermraged  by  the  Government, 
and  tieconlin'^'  to  whiit  fell  from  the 
mouth  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
these  Bills  were  to  be  really  the  same  as 
those  that  have  been  jiasseil  on  previous 
occasions.  Consequently,  1  was  amazed 
beyond  expression  to  find  that  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  the  President  of  tlie 
Local  Government  Board,  praetiwilly  on 
the  jiart  of  the  Government,  although 
he  said  the  Government  did  not  sup|)ort 
the  Amendment,  giving  a  sort  of  biick- 
handed  supjiort  to  the  Amendment. 

•(5.16.)  Mit.  RITCHIE:  I  do  not  think 
that  a  single  word  of  what  I  stated  could 
possibly  have  suggested  the  tone  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ha.s  adopted.  I 
stited  most  distinctly  that  the  policy  of 
t\\i  Government  was  the  policy  of  the 
Bill  ;  that  the  (Jovernraent  intended  to 
adhere  to  the  Hill,  and  to  oppose  the 
Amendment;  but  it  seems  to  Imve  given 
the  right  lion.  Cientleman  much  astonish- 
ment, that  at  the  same  time  I  could 
acknowledge  there  were  some  good  argu- 
ments ill  favour  of  the  Amendment,  and 
that  wo  did  not  projwse  to  put  that 
pressure  which  was  «ug<;ested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ujnbiglishiro  upon  the  supporters  of  the 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  truly  that  this  ought  not  to  be 
treated  as  a  Party  question,  and  we, 
liaving  stated  our  views  m  regard  to  the 
matter  and  that  we  adhere  to  the  Bill, 
propose  to  leave  it  to  those  who  generally 
support  the  Government  to  act  acc<>i*ding 
(u  their  own  views  on  the  subject. 

•(5.18.)  Mr.  ES.SLEMOXT  (Alierdeen, 
E.)  :  I  must  remind  the  Committee  of 
what  took  place  in  regard  to  this  Bill 
yesterday,  the  result  of  which  w.is  that 
there  was  no  discussion  on  the  S..'Cond 
Reading  of  the  Scotch  Bill.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  that  was 
not  the  result  of  the  acceptance  by  the 
Scotch  Members  in  good  faith  of  the 
statement  tliat  the  Bill  as  it  stood  was 


to  be  adopted  by  the  Government  and 
their  supporters  ?  I  say,  nnhesitJitingly, 
that  had  we  supposed  that  such  an 
Amendment  as  this,  involving  a  principle 
on  which,  as  regards  Scotland  there  exists 
the  widest  divergencies  of  opinion,  these 
Bills  would  not  have  been  allowed  to 
pass  the  Second  R'jading  as  ea^ily  a« 
thej-  did.  We  were,  in  point  of  fact, 
led  to  understand  that  this  discussion 
Mould  not  arise,  and  one  of  the  supporters 
of  thi>  Governmi-nt  actually  stilted  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  press  for  and 
did  not  know  whether  a  Division  would 
be  taken.  It  certainly  is  a  most  unusual 
thing  to  hoar  a  Minister  say  that, 
although  the  Government  themselves 
intend  to  vote  for  a  Bill,  all  those  who 
support  the  Government  are  at  liberty  to 
vote  as  they  wish.  If  that  is  the  sort  of 
nndorsL-inding  we  are  to  have  in  regard 
to  [Miblic  measures  let  us  be  told  thiit  it 
is  80  ;  but  at  any  i-ate  it  is  not  the  sort 
of  understanding  we  have  l>een  accus- 
tomed to  in  this  House. 

(5.20.)  Mu.  M.  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  1  only  wish  to  say  a  won!  in 
reply  to  what  has  just  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  Are  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  to  lie  expected  in- 
variably to  vote  for  every  propijsal  which 
comes  from  the  Front  Bench,  without  any 
regard  to  the  views  we  ourselves  enter- 
tain, or  to  the  views  our  constituents 
wish  to  express?  This  is  a  question  on 
which,  in  Scotland,  there  hns  been  greater 
division  of  opinion  than  on  almast  any 
other  subject,  and  I  intend  to  vote  accord- 
ing to  what  I  believe  to  bo  ray  con- 
scii'ntions  duty.  In  the  discharge  of 
that  duty  I  shall  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  may  add 
that  1  think  the  Government  arc  per- 
fdctly  right  in  the  course  they  are  taking 
on  this  question.  I  am  glad  they  have 
left  it  as  an  open  question,  and  that 
they  do  not  regard  their  supporters  ns 
bound  to  follow  them  in  their  action  on 
this  Amendment. 

(5.21.)  MR.S,REN^DEL(Montgomery- 
shire):  We  are  oilled  on  to  divide  up<m 
this  question  under  somewhat  peculiar 
circumstances,  and  I  think  it  important 
that  there  should  be  no  misapprehension, 
such  as  would  appear  to  have  been 
created  in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Somerset  (Mr.  Hobhonse)  as  to 
the  attitude  of  the  Welsh  Members.  It 
is  quite  true  that  the  Welsh  people  are 
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not  at  all  afraid,  and  have  nothing  to 
fear  from  the  results  of  a  religions 
censas  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  a 
great  mistake  to  suppose  that  they  are 
favourable  to  this  proposal,  or  at  all 
approve  of  a  religious  census.  On  the 
croiitrary,  they  strongly  object  to  it  on 
principle.  But,  without  delaying  the 
House  by  going  over  the  obvious  argu- 
ments from  a  Welsii  point  of  view,  I 
would  point  out  that  the  effect  of  adopt- 
ing this  Amendment  would  be  to  create 
a  religious  iigitation  as  to  the  character 
of  the  machinery  to  bu  employed  and  to 
what  extent  it  would  affect  the  inHiience 
of  the  Church.  I  think,  under  the 
circumstances,  it  would  be  the  most 
hamssiiig  and  unwihe  proposal  the  House 
could  pass,  and  I  do  Lope  it  is  clearly 
understood  that  coming,  as  this  proposi- 
tion does,  at  tlie  last  moment  of  the 
Session  and  by  surprise,  when,  to  our 
amazement,  we  hear  from  the  Govern- 
ment tliat  this  is  to  be  left  as  an  open 
question,  the  Welsli  Members  as  a  body 
join  in  a  vigorous  protest  against  the 
Amendment. 
•(5.23.)  «IR  R.  'FOWLER  (London)  : 
I  feel  bound  to  enter  my  jirotest  against 
the  assumption  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  Member  for  Aljerdeen  (Mr. 
Esslemont),  that  because  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  was  piussed  with- 
out a  Division  certain  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House  have  no 
right  to  dissent  from  this  jHtrtion 
of  tlie  measure.  I  protest  against  the 
dictum  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  we 
are  bound  to  vot«  against  an  Amend- 
ment the  object  of  which  is  to  carry  out 
the  views  wo  have  long  entertained  on 
this  subject.  We  who  are  independent 
supporters  of  the  Government  ought  not 
to  bo  called  upon  to  go  with  them  into  the 
Division  Labbj'  when  they  are  taking  a 
course  of  which  we  do  not  approve, 
although,  of  course,  the  thirty  gentle- 
men who  are  members  of  the  Ministry 
are  bound  to  vote  for  the  Bill  as  it 
stands. 

j.;^(5.24.)  SiE  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lanca. 
.shire)  :  I  am  sure  that  no  one  can  object 
to  the  right  hon.  Brtronetand  other  sup- 
jjorters  of  the  Government  expressing 
their  views  on  this  subject,  but,  to  my 
mind, the  question  is  of  far  too  much  im- 
portance U)  be  left  t-o  run  loose  witliout 
^eb^^1usibility  on  the  part  of  those  who 
introduced  the  measure.  No  one  objects 
JTr.  S.  Jiendel 


to  an  estimate  being  formed  of  the 
religions  opinions  of  the  population ; 
what  is  objected  to  is  an  attempt  to  insist 
on  a  man's  making  public  his  religious 
views.  ["  No,  no  !"]  Hon.  Members  say 
"  No,"  but  if  this  Amendment  be  carried 
every  man  will  be  bijund  to  make  this 
Return.  I  know  that  the  refusal  will  not 
be  subject  to  a  penalty,  and  that,  legally, 
he  need  not  make  the  Return  unless  he 
hkes ;  but  if  he  is  asked  to  give 
his  religious  opinion,  and  be  does 
not  clioosc  to  do  so,  he  leaves  it 
open  to  the  public  to  express  doubts 
as  to  whether  ho  really  holds  the 
religious  views  he  professes  in  his  private 
life,  or  to  say  he  has  no  religious  views 
to  declare.  This  Amendment  involves  a 
change  in  our  system  of  dealing  with 
this  question  in  England  and  Wales, 
which  has  never  Ijeen  adopted  before, 
and  to  which  I  have  always  been 
o|>posed.  It  involves  an  inquisition  as 
to  men's  religious  opinions  which  ought 
to  bi'  most  private,  and  ought  certjiinly 
nut  to  lie  made  a  matter  of  public  discus- 
sion. I  would  much  rather  insist  on 
asking  a  man  what  are  his  political 
opinions,  and  how  he  has  voted  ;  for  it 
seems  to  me  that  from  such  a  declaration 
many  considenitions  ai'e  absent  that 
must  necessarily  affect  the  question  as  to 
what  are  a  man's  religious  opinions. 

(5.26.)  Vi.scoUNi  CRANBORNE  (Lan- 
cashire, Darwen)  ;  I  am  wholly  at  a  loss 
to  understand  the  indignation  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  because  he 
himself  was  responsible  as  a  Member  of 
the  Government  which  brought  in  the  last 
Census  Bills,  one  of  which  contained  a 
provision  imposing  on  Ireland  the  neces- 
sity of  making  a  religious  Return. 
Why  did  not  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  exhibit  on  that  occasion  all 
the  energy  and  eloquence  which  he  has 
evidenced  on  this  ?  He  has  spoken  of 
people  being  compelled  to  state  their 
religious  belief,  but  he  knows  there  is 
nothing  in  this  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  compelling  anyone  to  make  astate- 
ment  on  this  point.  It  simply  allows  the 
people  of  this  country,  if  they  please,  to 
state  the  religious  opiifions  they  hold,  and 
they  may  either  say  what  those  opinions 
are,  or  that  they  have  no  religions 
opinions  at  all,  or  to  decline  to  answer 
the  question  altogether.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  has  stated  that  he  would 
have  a  difliculty  in  making  such  a  Return. 
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I  do  not  (hink  the  hon.  Member  would 
find  that  he  would  have  any  diflBculty,  as 
he  need  not  put  any  statement  in  that 
particular  column  of  the  Return  ;  but  I 
am  sure  the  hon.  Member  does  not  belong 
to  that  class  who  would  be  afraid  to 
state  what  religious  views  they  hold,  and 
I  am  equally  certain  that  he  would  not 
state  religious  views  which  he  does  not 
entertain, 

Mr.  PICTON  :  My  statement  was  that 
if  I  were  to  refuse  to  state  my  religious 
views  I  might  be  put  down  as  a  member 
of  the  Church  of  England. 

Vlscount  GRA>fBORNE:  The  hon, 
Gentleman  sits  among  the  Members 
for  Ireland,  and  probably  that  may  have 
influenced  him  in  forming  fi<i  rash  a  con- 
clusion. Dues  he  not  know  that  after  the 
census  is  taken  no  man  will  be  one  whit 
the  wiser  as  to  the  religious  belief  of  any 
of  his  neighbours.  I  should  be  inclined  to 
say  that  Returns  such  as  are  asked  for  by 
this  Amendmentwould  furnish  almost  the 
most  interesting  statistics  we  could  have. 
Thei-e  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
follow  the  example  of  all  our  colonies  and 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  namely, 
Ireland,  as  well  as  the  advice  of  many  of 
our  fellow  subjects  in  this  House — I 
refer  to  the  Scotch  Members.  For  these 
reasons  I  think  hon.  Members  should 
feel  no  scruple  in  voting  for  the  Amend- 
ment. 

(5.30.)  StR  W.  H ARCOURT  (Derby)  : 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  in  his  address  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Burj'  (Sir  H.  James) 
forgets  at  which  end  of  the  Bench  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sits.  The  noble 
liord,  in  the  language  he  used  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  almost  as 
vehement  as  he  would  have  been  if  he 
had  been  attacking  us.  But,  with  the 
consent  tif  the  noble  Lord,  1  will  say  a 
word  as  to  the  courst?  the  Government 
are  taking.  We  had  hoped  that  we  had 
got  into  smooth  waters,  and  that  we  were 
going  to  conclude  the  Session.  The 
Government,  on  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill,  made  it  distinctly  understood 
yesterday  that  their  policy  was  to  exclude 
the  religions  question  from  this  Bill. 
[Minwterial  n-ifs  of  "  No."]  "  No  "  ! 
Well,  we  BO  understood  it.  It  was  in  the 
spirit  and  upon  the  faith  of  that  state- 
ment that  the  Second  Reading  was 
agreed  to.  I  have  never  known  a 
Government    depart     from    an    under- 


standing made  in  this  Uonse  without 
being  justly  condemned  and  pmperly 
punished  for  it.  What  is  the  position  of 
the  Government  now  ?  At  an  earlier 
part  of  the  Session  they  introduced  un- 
necessarily a  liquor  question,  and  now  it 
appears  as  if  ihey  want  to  introduce  a 
religious  question.  If  they  do  introduce 
it  there  will  be  no  question  of  Parliament 
meeting  in  November,  for  we  shall  sit 
till  then.  From  the  observations  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  I  should  say  that  the  Govei-nment 
are  playing  fast  and  louse  with  the 
House.  When  the  Government  say, 
"  We  are  bonnd  to  take  one  course  our- 
selves, but  our  followers  may  do  as  they 
like,"  we  know  very  well  what  it  means. 
We  know  that  it  is  an  instruction  to 
those  who  sit  behind  them,  and  who  are 
a  majority  in  the  House,  to  defeat  them 
on  a  joint  on  which  they  want  to  be 
defeated.  I  hope  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  will  at  once  rercove  the  im- 
pression pro<luced  by  the  remarks  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  by  assuring  the  House  that  the 
Government  stand  by  the  declaration 
made  yesterday  that  this  is  not  to  be 
a  religious  census — a  declaration  which 
certainly  prevailed  np  to  half  an  hour 
ago. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  No.  no  ! 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  There  is  an 
hon.  Gentleman  behind  the  Government 
who  undertakes  to  say  that  there  was  no 
understanding  arrived  at. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  I  do  not  say  "  no  " 
for  them  ;  I  say  it  for  myself. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  do  not  at  all 
care  about  the  hon.  Member's  saying  it 
for  himself. 

Mb.  ATKINSON  :  I  do. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  quite  recog- 
nise that.  It  is  quite  right  that  he 
should;  but  what  I  want  to  know  is,  what 
more  responsible  people  than  the  hon. 
Member  think  alxiut  the  matter.  I 
think  we  have  a  right  to  claim  a  specific 
declaration  from  the  Government.  We 
have  a  right  to  expect  tliat  the  Govern- 
ment will  abide  by  what  they  have  said, 
and  that  they  will  use  their  legitimate 
inHuence  with  their  supporters  to  induce 
them  to  reject  the  Amendment. 

•(5.35.)  The  FIRST  LORD  ov  the 
TREASURY  (Mr,  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) ;     I     have    no    hesitation 
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ia  responding  to  the  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Govern- 
ment undoubtedly  stand  by  what  they 
have  said.  They  are  responsible  for  the 
Bill  they  have  presented  to  the  House, 
and,  in  their  opinion,  it  is  not  desirable  to 
introduce  into  the  measure  the  [irovision 
under  consideration.  All  that  my  right 
hou.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  said  was  that  the 
Government  are  not  able  to  exert  such 
pressure  upm  some  of  their  followers  as 
18  necessary  to  prevent  them  from 
voting  for  the  Amendment.  Have  not 
the  followers  of  the  Government  alreiwiy 
voted  against  them  in  the  course  of  this 
Session  ?  I  wish  the  House  to  under- 
stand distinctly  that  the  Government 
have  presented  this  Bill  in  perfect  good 
faith,  believing  that,  on  the  whole,  it 
ia  far  better  to  proceed  on  the 
lines  settled  in  the  [last  than  to  make 
the  census  a  religious  one.  Personally, 
I  should  have  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  introduction  of  the  ruliijious 
question,  but  I  respect  the  objections 
that  are  entertained  against  that  course 
by  a  very  large  number  of  my  fellow- 
subjecta.  I  therefore  deprecate  strongly 
the  attempt  to  introduce  into  a  measure 
of  this  kind  a  subject  which  must  cause 
heat,  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  ill-feeling, 
and  certainly  a  vast  amount  of  misrepre- 
sentiition.  It  is  a  misfortune  that  this 
should  be  the  case  ;  a  very  great 
misfortune,  for  the  statistics  in  regard 
to  religion,  if  they  could  bo  obtained, 
would  be  very  valuable.  But  if  there 
is  a  very  strong  objectiim  on  the  part  of 
a  large  number  of  j)er80U8  to  give  this 
information,  I  am  not  one  of  those  who 
would  insist  upon  its  being  furnished, 
nor  do  1  think  it  would  \>e  sound  policy 
to  insist  on  its  Ijeing  given.  The  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  stand  by  the  Bill, 
and  will  vote  against  the  Amendment, 
and  I  should  regret  the  fact  very  much 
indeed  if  this  provision  were  agreed  tf) 
I  tru.st  I  liave  satisfied  the  House  tbit 
the  Government  have  iveted  in  complete 
good  faith,  and  that  they  desire  that  the 
measure  shall  jkuw  in  its  presc-nt  form. 

(5.39.)  Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  (North- 
ampton) :  [Cri>«  of  '■  Divide  !"]  I  take 
it  that  hou.  Memliers  who  cried  "  Di>nde  '' 
are  in  favour  of  the  -Amendment.  I  can 
quite  understand  their  anxiety  for  a 
Division.  They  fancy  they  have  a 
majority — 1  do  not  think  so,  but  they 
Mr.  W.  ff.  Smith 


do — and  they  are  anxious  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  circumstances.  The 
course  the  Government  have  adopted 
hiis  been  somewhat  curious.  The  right 
hou.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  went  out  of 
his  way  to  say  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
exert  any  pressure  on  hon.  Gentlemen 
behind  him,  and  that  they  might  vote  as 
they  liked. 

•Mh.  RITCHIE  :  That  observation  wns 
called  forth  by  a  remark  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Denbighshire,  who 
appealed  to  me  to  put  all  the  pressure-  I 
could  upon  Membei-s  who  differed  from 
me  with  regiird  to  this  question,  so  that 
they  might  vote  against  the  Amendment. 
It  was  to  that  that  my  observation  was 
directed. 

Mr.  LABOL'CHERE:  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  in  respimse  to 
the  appeal  of  my  right  hon.  Kriend,  who 
urged  that  the  Government  should  put 
that  ordinary  pressure  on  their  followers 
which  is  usual  when  a  pledge  has  lieen 
given  to  the  Opposition?  The  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  .said  he  could  not  do  so. 
He  turned  round  with  a  sort  of  nail-his- 
ears-to-ihe-pump  look  and  said,  "  Di>  as 
you  like  ;  1  will  not  exercise  any  pres- 
sure." I  say  that  when  the  Second 
Rjwling  was  pas.sed.  it  was  passed  on  the 
distinct  undersUmding  tluit  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  going  to  allow  the 
introduction  of  this  religious  question. 
It  is  a  curious  fact  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  has  avoided  using  any 
words  of  exhiirtation  to  his  followers. 
In  fact,  he  went  out  of  his  way  to  say 
that,  personally,  he  had  no  objection  to  a 
religions  wnsus.  What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  do  is  this:  he  oni^ht 
t4i  say  that  the  Government  pledged 
themselves  to  pass  the  Bill  as  it  stands, 
and  that  if  they  are  thwart::-d  they  will 
drop  it.  If  the  right  hon.  G.,-ntleinan 
were  to  say,  "  If  this  Amendment  is 
forced  up:>n  us,  we  will  withdraw  the 
Bill,''  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Meuil)er  for 
the  City  of  London  and  other  iudepen 
dent  B^ironets  and  Members  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  would  shrink 
into  their  shells  at  once  and  follow  the 
Government  humbly  into  the  Libby. 

•  .5.45.)  Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM 
(Gloucester,  Cirencester)  :  [Cri^tg  of 
"Divide  1"]  Hon.  Menilicrs  who  object 
to  further  discussion  have  apparently 
come  down  to  the  Houbo  to  spring  this 
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AruoiiJiiioit  upon  it.  Until  an  luiur 
or  less  ago  we  hatl  no  idea  on  this  side 
of  the  House  that  a  Religions  Census 
Bill  was  contemplated.  We  came  down 
to  dtHcuBS  a  non-contentious — a  Census 
Bill  merely.  If  the  Amendment  is 
passed,  the  feeling  of  the  country,  which 
is  that  a  man's  religious  belief  is  a 
matter  purely  for  his  own  conscience 
and  not  for  the  State,  will  be  even  more 
intense  than  the  feeling  evoked  by 
the  Ministerial  Liquor  Bill.  Hon. 
Members  in  tliia  House  may  not  in 
the  loast  object  to  state  their 
religious  views,  but  many  of  the  people 
whom  they  represent  ciinnot  afford  to  do 
BO.  'there  are  tens  of  thousands  of 
domestic  servants  in  this  country, 
and  not  a  few  of  them  are  en- 
gaged on  the  conditions  that  they 
go  to  church  and  communicate,  and  in 
the  villagt'g  of  England  wliat  amounts 
in  result  to  religious  persecution 
prevails  to  a  larg^  extent.  I  mean 
that  for  a  labourer  to  declare  him- 
self and  his  family  to  bo  Dissenters  or 
Roman  CatlioUcs,  would  mean  giving  up 
all  share  in  coal  and  blanket  funds, 
and  getting  the  cold  slioulder  in 
many  ways.  This  Division  List  wiD  be 
■canned  everywhere  throughout  the 
land,  for  it  will  tell  the  jxjople  who  the 
men  are  who  wish  to  revive  the  olil 
methods  and  touchstones  of  religious 
bigotry  and  intolerance.  If  the  Amend- 
ment is  carried,  there  are  many 
of  us  who  will    exhaust    every   means 

I  at  our  disposal  to  prevent  the  Bill  from 
passing. 

(5.47.)  Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington. 
N.)  :  As  Independent  Members  have 
been  spoken  of,  I  wish  to  say  that  it 
would  be  very  interesting  to  have  these 
statistics  as  to  religion,  if  they  could  bo 
obtained;  but  the  collection  of  them 
would  cause  too  much  heart-buniing, 
annoyance,  and  irritation.  I  shall, 
therefore,  vote  for  the  Bill  in  its  present 
form. 
•(5.47.)     Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York, 

I  W.R.,  Holmfirth) :  I  desire  to  enter  a 
protest  against  the  proposed  alteration 
of  the  measure.  I  had  to  leave  the 
House  shortly  after  the  Debate  com- 
menced, and  only  heard  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  in  reply  to  some  earlier  Amend- 
ments. In  those  observations,  however, 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.     [th»d  skwes.] 


the  right  hnn.  Gentleman  look  his  stand 
on  the  reoommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee,  and  did  not  tell  his  followers 
that  they  could  vote  as  they  liked,  and  I 
naturally  inferred  that  the  Government 
intended  to  stand  by  the  Bill.  When  I 
returned  to  the  House,  however,  I  found 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  set 
his  followers  at  liberty  in  this  particular 
matter.  If  this  Amendment  is  accepted,  it 
will  load  to  very  great  difficulty  and  in- 
convenience. The  enumerators  will  find 
it  difficult  to  carry  out  their  work, 
C'SjKjcially  in  cases  where  they  have  to 
instruct  the  people  how  to  fill  up  the 
Returns;  and,further,the  selection  of  the 
enumemtors  will  be  a  more  serious,  and 
perhaps  contentious,  matter  than  it  need 
otherwise  bo.  Then  I  would  ask  how 
long  or  wide  is  it  proposed  to  make  the 
religion  column  in  the  census  paper — 
for  there  are  a  good  many  forms  and 
shades  of  religious  belief  in  this  country, 
and  some  people  may  find  it  diliicult  to  de- 
scribe themselves  iu  the  ordinary  spaoe 
of  a  census  paper. 

(5.49.)  Mk.  ILLINGWORTH  (Brad- 
ford, W.)  :  It  is  impossible  for  anyone  to 
imagine  that  the  object  of  the  proposal 
is  merely  to  ascertain  the  religions 
belief  of  the  people  of  the  country. 
I  contend  that  the  proposal  has  an 
ecclesiastical  and  political  object  in 
view.  Nobody  will  be  infiuenoed 
in  the  slightest  degree  by  figures 
collected  in  such  a  way  or  be  influenced 
by  them  in  any  degree  in  considering 
the  question  of  Disestablishment,  either 
in  England  or  Scotland.  The  feeling  of 
the  country  on  that  important  question 
will  have  to  be  tested  in  a  very  different 
way — at  the  polls.  1  trust  the  House 
will  not  allow  any  form  of  religious 
plAiiscite  to  bo  taken,  and  I  hope  the 
Government  will  make  it  clear  to  their 
followers  that  they  do  not  approve  of 
the  Amendment. 

•(5.60.)  Mb.  RITCHIE;  Both  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  I  have 
declared  that  the  Government  think  it 
would  be  most  impolitic  to  introduce  this 
Amendment  into  the  Bill. 

(5.50.)  The  House  divided  i — Ayes 
69  ;  Noes  288.— (Di v.  List,  No.  196.) 

•(6.5.)     Mb.  S.  T.  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 

Mid)  :  I  beg  to  propose  to  insert,  after 

"day,"     in     line     14,     "and    whether 

any  such    person    speaks    Welsh    only 
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or  both  Welsh  and  English."  I 
understand  that  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  line  1 4,  after 
the  word  "  day,"'  to  insert  the  words 
"  and  whether  any  snch  persona  8|>eak 
Welsh  only  or  both  Welsh  and  Eui^lish." 
—{Mr.  S.  T.  Emn^i.) 

Question  propoaod,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  " 

•Mil.  RITCHIE:  I  have  considered 
the  nifitter  since  last  night,  and  as  I 
gather  it  is  the  universal  wish  of  the 
Memljers  for  Wales  that  these  words 
should  be  inserted,  I  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Qaeatiou  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•(6.8.)  Mb.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  :  I 
beg  to  move  the  insertion,  after 
"  Innatio,"  in  line  16,  of  the  words 
"  and  if  a  child,  whether  he  or  she,  is 
attending  school."  I  do  not  wish  to 
press  the  Amendment  strongly  ;  but  it 
does  appear  to  me  that  if  you  do  not 
accept  this  Amendment,  you  will  have 
no  cfimplete  classification  of  the  number 
of  children  attending  school.  We  can 
get  details  as  to  the  number  of  boys 
attending  the  great  public  schools  and 
you  may  obtain  the  number  of  childr^in 
attending  Board  Scho<il8,  but  there  are 
very  many  children  who  attend  schools 
of  a  different  character.  Many  childn-n 
attend  private  adventure  schools,  where 
they  get  a  very  gofnl  education,  but 
there  are  no  means  at  present  of  ascer- 
taining the  numlxjr  of  these  children. 
I  am  anxious  to  know  how  many 
children,  both  boys  and  girls,  attend 
school,  and  it  appears  to  me  that,  unless 
yon  adopt  this  Amendment  or  some 
Amendment  going  in  the  same  direction, 
you  will  not  obtain  what  is  a  most 
elementary  piece  of  information. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  Tr, 
page  16,  after  the  word  "lunatic,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  and  if  a  cliild,  whether 
he  or  she,  is  attending  school." — {Mr. 
W.  A.  Macdoiiald.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
l>e  there  inserted." 

(6.10.)  Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  quit©  appre- 
ciate the  motive  that  promj.ts  the 
Hon.  Gentleman  in  moving  this  Amend- 
ment, and,  if  I  thought  that  the 
householder  could  be  fairly  asked 
J/r.  S.  T.  Evam 


under  all  the  circumstances  to  give 
such  information,  I  should  be  glad  to 
do  what  I  could  to  meet  his  views. 
But  I  am  sore  he  will  agree 
with  mo  that  it  is  extremely  probable 
that  what  he  desires  will  not  be  obtained, 
namely,  correct  information.  There  are 
some  classes  who  will,  no  doubt,  imagine 
that  the  information  may  be  used 
against  them  for  the  School  Board 
officers,  and,  however  desirable  it  is  that 
wo  should  do  everything  we  can  to 
induce  people  to  act  according  to  law 
and  to  obey  the  law,  it  would  be  un- 
fortunate if  any  impression  were  created 
in  the  minds  of  anybody  that  we  desire 
to  put  the  pressure  of  the  law  upon 
them. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

(6.12.)  Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  :  I 
desire  to  ask  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  if, 
in  dealing  with  the  deaf  and  dumb  and  the 
blind,  he  has  given  his  attention  to  the 
recommendation  in  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  which  Report  was 
presented  to  the  House  a  few  months 
ago,  and  in  which  the  importance  of  a 
specific  and  uniform  classification  was  set 
forth  ?  May  we  hope  that  in  the  method 
to  be  adopted  for  collecting  information, 
there  will  be  statistics  distinguishing,  for 
example,  between  those  who  are  bom 
blind,  deaf,  or  dumb,  and  those  who  have 
sabsequentiy  become  thus  atflicted  ? 

•Mb.  RITCHIE:  My  attention  has  been 
directi'd  to  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
missio'i  and  to  tiiat  portion  of  it  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred.  If  we 
were  to  obtain  the  information  in  an 
elaborate  way,  it  would  add  considerably 
to  the  size  of  the  .Schedule.  At  the  same 
time,  I  will  undertake  that  the  question 
shall  be  carefully  looked  into,  and  if 
there  can  be  any  alteration  made  in  the 
Pajier  with  regard  to  these  persons,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consider  the  particular  form 
of  the  question  on  the  subject  ?  Will  he 
see,  for  instance,  that  the  different 
classes  of  imbeciles  are  specified  ? 

•(6.14.)  Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  person 
filling  up  the  Paper  is  to  make  a  Return 
whether  the  persons  in  the  house  is 
afflicted  in  any  of  the  modes  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded.  If  we  were 
to  subdivide   the  class  in  question  the 


Census 


(Jtn,T22,  1890} 


■ 


Paper   might  possibly  be    unwieldy,  but 
T  will  consider  the  point. 

Mu.  WOODALL  :  I  take  it  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  recoffnises  the  import- 
ance of  the  question  I  have  put,  and 
that  possibly  by  some  supplementary 
process  he  may  meet  the  desire  1  have 
expressed. 

(6.16.)  Me.  CONrBIiARE  (Cornwall, 
Camborne)  :  I  desire  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment which  I  have  not  Ix^en  able  to  ])ut 
on  the  Paper.  This  clause  provides  that 
every  occupier  shall  fill  in  the  schedule 
and  sign  his  or  her  name.  I  can  con- 
ceive there  may  be  eases  in  which  the 
occupier  or  householder  may  be  nimble 
to  read  or  write,  and  I  have  not  been 
able  'to  discover  within  the  limits  of  the 
Bill  that  any  provision  is  made  for  a  case 
(if  that  kind.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  whether  provision 
is  made  for  such  a  ease  by  instrueting 
the  enumerator  to  fill  in  the  paper  for 
the  occupier,  and  whether,  in  that  case, 
tlie  occupier  is  required  to  affix  his  or 
her  mark  to  the  paper  so  as  to  authenti- 
cate it.  I  think  it  is  desirable  my 
Amendment  should  be  moved  fur  the 
purpose  of  elitiiting  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  information  I  desire. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  fi, 
page  2,  line  32,  to  insert — 

"  If  such  occupier  he  unable  to  read  and  write, 
then  such  iwhcdulB  Hhiill  be  filled  up  by  such 
other  person  he  may  appoint  to  do  bo,  and  aball 
be  authenticated  by  the  mark  of  lach  occu- 
pier."—(Jfr.  Conybenrt.) 

Question  projiosed,  "  Tliat  those  w^ords 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mb.  RITCHIE:  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  really  not  neces- 
sary, because  in  Clause  6  full  power  is 
taken  by  which,  if  the  schedules  ap- 
pear to  be  defective  or  erroneous,  or 
the  information  is  not  complete,  the 
enumerators  may  make  them  complete. 
Instructions  are  printed  at  the  back  of 
the  jiiiper  to  the  effect  that  if  house- 
holders are  unable  themselves  to  fill  nji 
the  jmper  properly  the  enumerators  arc- 
charged  with  the  duty  of  filling  up  the 
Return. 

Mk,  CONYBEARB:  Is  the  enumera- 
tor required  in  that  case  to  make  any 
statement  on  the  ]>aper  to  the  effect  that 
he  has  filled  up  the  paper  on  behalf  of 
the  occupier  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  have  not  had  time 
to  liiok  into  the  matter,  but  I  do  not  think 


it  is  one  of  importance.  If  the  house- 
holder is  unable,  from  any  cause  what- 
ever, to  fill  up  the  paper  he  has  a  right 
to  call  on  the  enumerator  to  fill  up  the 
paper. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clauses  6  to  17  inclusive  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  deferred. 

Clauses  19  to  23  agreed  to. 

Committee    report    Progress ;    to   sit 
again  to-morrow. 

CENSUS-  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.-(No.  387.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  6. 

(6.24.)  Mr.  SOMERVELL  (Ayr,  .fee.): 
I  beg  to  move,  in  page  2,  line  22,  after 
"  age,''  to  insert  ''  religious  profession.'' 
I  have  no  intention  of  reitei-ating  the 
arguments  which  have  been  used  in  the 
discussion  on  a  similar  Amendment  to 
the  English  Bill,  but  I  desire  to  point 
out  that  the  question  of  taking  a 
religious  census  occupies  totally  different 
ground  in  Scotland  from  what  it  does  in 
England.  The  numbers  belonging  to  the 
various  denominations  in  Scotland  is  a 
subject  of  discussion  both  inside  and  out- 
side the  House,  particularly  since  the 
relation  of  the  Established  Church  to  the 
State  has  been  brought  into  prominence 
by  the  right  hou.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone).  If  this  oppor- 
tunity of  discovering  with  some  degree 
of  accuracy  the  numbers  of  the  different 
denominations  is  lost,  there  will  he  no 
certainty  upon  the  subject  when  the 
momentous  question  of  Disestablishment 
may  be  submitted  to  the  country,  and 
statistics  of  a  misleading  character  may 
influence  the  House  in  coming  to  u 
decision.  The  House  has  received 
Petitiuns  from  the  Kirk  Sessions  of 
almost  every  parish  in  Scotland  in  favour 
of  inserting  a  column  of  this  kind.  Tliere 
is  a  very  strong  feeling  indeed  among 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  Scotland  on 
the  .subject,  and  Scottish  Members  un- 
trammelled by  office  on  this  side  are 
unanimous  in  its  support.  If  the  Govern- 
ment accept  the  Amendment  they  will 
be  ^-iving  effect  to  a  strong  j>opulur 
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desire,  and  will  ohtnin  valuable  informa- 
tion on  a  question  which  is  most  keenly 
interesting  to  the  people  of  Scotland,  and 
which  they  consider  of  vital  importance 
to  them.  I  can  hardly  hope  that  the 
Government  will  on  this  question  be  in- 
duced to  give  an  absolutely  free  hand  to 
thoBs  who  sit  behind  tbem,  and  also  to 
the  Members  who  occupy  tlio  Treasury 
Bench.  If,  however,  the  Government  C4m 
see  their  way  to  recognising  this  claim  I 
would  press  the  matter  to  a  Division, 
but  I  have  no  intention  of  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House  either  by  prolonging 
my  remarks,  or  by  forcing  a  Division,  if 
the  Gk>vemment  do  not  see  their  way 
to  refrain  from  making  this  a  Govern- 
ment question, 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  6, 
page  2,  line  22,  after  "  age,"  insert 
'•  religious  profession."—  ( J/r.  Som^rveH.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(6.29.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr. 
J.  P.  B.  RoBBRTSON,  Bute)  :  I  am  sure 
my  hon.  Friend  has  stated  his  views 
with  great  clearness  and  moderation,  biit 
I  most  say  at  once  that  we  must  assume, 
on  this  question,  the  attitude  the  Govern- 
ment took  upon  the  English  Bill ;  we  are 
unable  to  assent  to  the  Amendment.  It 
ia  superfluous  for  me  to  dwell  on  tbe 
reasons ;  they  have  been  adequately 
stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  I 
think  they,  in  an  eqnal  degree,  apply  to 
Scotland.  I  do  not  deny  the  value  that 
such  statistics  would  have,  but  thoy 
could  only  be  obtained  by  a  census  car- 
ried out  with  the  assent  of  the  country, 
and  it  is  quite  obvious,  from  what  has 
passed  here  to-night,  that  that  assent  is 
not  likely  to  he  obtained.  I  must  say, 
with  reluctance,  but  quite  distinctly, 
that  we  cannot  accept  the  Amendment. 

•(6.31.)  Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire, 
S.)  :  I  trust  that  everyone  wifl  clearly 
understand  that  those  who  are  in  favour 
of  disestablishment,  and  actually  claim 
to  have  the  people  of  Scotland  at  their 
back,  are  those  who  are  afniid  of  the 
results  this  census  might  disclose.  For 
our  part,  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  keenly  anxious  to  have  the  informa- 
tion, so  that  we  may  know  exactly  where 
we  are. 

•(6.31.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.) :  I  am  very  unwilling  to  continue 
this  discussion,  for  I  think  the  answer 
^r,  Somervell 


of  the  Lord  Advocate  ought  to  be  satis- 
factory to  every  Scotch  Member.  I  am 
really  surprised  that  the  two  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  spoken  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House  should  not  be  satisfied 
with  the  statistics  their  Party  have 
gathered  up  in  regard  to  the  denomina- 
tion to  which  they  adhere.  We  have 
licen  told  that  these  statistics  have  been 
proved  and  tested  by  ministers  and  elders, 
and  are  vouched  for  on  the  faith  of  their 
church  and  religion,  and  yet  now  they 
come  here  upon  this  Bill  and  say  these 
statistics  cannot  be  relied  on  and  that 
they  must  have  State  Authority  for 
them.  ["  No,  no  !"]  Well,  I  think  the 
statement  of  the  Lord  Advocate  is  con- 
clusive that  a  large  number  of  people 
will  not  furnish  these  religious  statistics. 
This  is  really  a  manoeuvre  of  the  Church 
Defence  Association,  with  a  political  and 
ecclesiatical  purpose,  and  I  think  the 
Government  act  wisely  in  not  giving 
countenance  to  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  up  to  19  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  ait 
again  to-morrow. 

CENSUS  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  386.) 
COmOTTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 
•(6.34.)  Tfk  PRESIDENT  o»  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  : 
I  believe  an  understanding  has  been 
arrived  at  between  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  hon.  Members 
op|iosite  that,  with  a  view  to  the  further 
considoration  of  points  raised,  the  Bill 
shall  not  be  proceeded  with  to-night.  I, 
therefore,  move  that  you  do  now  report 
Progress. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  ait 
again  upon  Thursday. 

SAVINGS   BANKS  BILL.- (No.  240.) 
SECOND   BEADING.      [ADJOVRNEP   DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question  [2l8t 
July],  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
Bucond  time," 
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And  which  Amendment  was — 

To  leiiTe  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  th« 
end  of  the  Cluealion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inconvemont 
I  to  asaent  to  the  Second  Heading  of  this  Bill 
before  ihe  termi  of  the  First  Schedule  of  the 
Bill  have  iMjen  filled  in." — .[Mr.  Moicetl.) 

Qnestion  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

(6.35.)  Dr.  CLiUlK  (Caithness):  1 
understand  that  my  hon.  Friund  the 
Member  for  Sunderland  is  anxious  to 
say  something  on  beiialf  of  the  Banks 
whom  he  thinks  hare  not  yet  had  the 
opijortunity  of  stating  thoir  case.  I 
tliiak  myself  the  case  has  been  fully  gone 
into,  and  notliing  remains  that  cannot  be 
dealt  with  in  Comiaittee.  With  the 
I  modifications  the  Chancellor  of  the 
'  Exchequer  suggests,  I  think  the  Bill 
ought  to  go  through. 

•(6.36.)  Mk.  LENG  (Dundee)  ;  I  will 
only  say  a  few  words  in  support  of  that 
view.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  met  a  very  large  deputation 
representing  banks  in  England,  Scotland 
and  Ireland,  and  has  made  concessions  to 
that  deputation  which  have  almost 
entirely  satisfied  them.  Some  remarks 
were  mode  last  night  as  to  the  serious 
condition  which  it  waa  alleged  some  of 
the  banks  presented,  but  that  seems  to 
me  an  argument  not  for  delaying  but 
for  proceeding  with  the  measure.  I  do 
not  think  it  necessary  to  detain  the 
House,  but  on  the  part  of  the  Scutch 
banks  I  may  say  that  they  are  exceed- 
ingly well  satisfied  at  the  way  in  which 
they  have  been  met  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  there  is  every  antici- 
pation tliat  the  Amendments  he  ha8 
placed  on  the  Paper  will  meet  with 
general  acceptance. 

(6.37.)  Mk.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Central) :  I  have  no  intention  to 
continue  the  Debate,  because  all  that 
remains  to  be  said  may  be  reserved  for 
the  Committee  stage.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  can  be  shown  that  the  concessions 
made  are  altogether  satisfactory  ;  so  far 
as  I  understand  they  are  somewhat  a 
whittling  down  of  the  suggestions  of  the 
Committee  •  last  year,  suggestions  which, 
i  believe,  are  of  a  very  moderate  charac- 
ter in  themselves.  From  the  draft  of 
the  proposed  Amendments,  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  been  good 


enough  to  supply  me,  some  of  them 
seem  to  destroy  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee.  But  the  main  project  is 
the  constitution  of  the  Comiaittee  of 
supervision,  and  that  can  be  more 
practically  discussed  on  the  2nd 
clause. 

(6.38.)  Me.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  : 
I  am  just  a  little  anxious  to  submit  a  few 
questions. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  ITie  hon.  Member 
having  already  spoken,  and  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  Debate,  has  exhausted 
his  right  to  speak. 

Me.  storey  :  That,  Sir,  waa  on  the 
adjournment  of  the  Debate  on  the 
Amendment. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  That  Amendment 
the  hon.  Member  for  Betlinal  Green 
asked  leave  to  withdraw. 

Mb.  STOREY:  And  the  House  ob- 
jeoted  to  that. 

•Me.  speaker  :  Yes  ;  and  upon  that 
the  hon.  Member  spoke,  and  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Mb.  STOREY:  What  I  understand 
took  place,  Sir,  is  tluit  there  was  a  Divi- 
sion upon  the  adjournment  of  the  Debate 
upim  the  Amendment.  The  Division 
decided  against  the  adjournment,  and 
afterwards  the  hon.  Member  asked  to  be 
permitted  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 
1  am  quite  clear  u{x)n  that.  After  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
consented  to  an  adjournment. 

•Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  the  record  of 
the  proceedings  here.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bothnal  Green  moved  an  Amend- 
ment. Upon  that  the  hon.  Member 
moved  the  adjournment,  and  conse- 
quently, under  the  Rules  of  Debate,  ho 
has  8{)oken  and  cannot  speak  again. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
May  I  ask,  Sir,  is  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  I3ethnal  Green  still 
before  the  House  ? 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  interposed  on  the  question 
before  the  House  with  a  Motion  for 
adjournment.  That  conatitute«  a  speech. 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  :  But  will  you 
inform  us,  Sir,  what  is  the  question 
before  the  House  now  1  Is  it  the  Amend- 
ment 7 

•Mu.  SI>EAKER :  The  original  Question 
wiia  that  the  Bill  be  rood  a  second  time, 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bcthnal 
Green  moved  an  Amendment.  The  hon. 
Mwniber  will  find  the  position  set  out  in 
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a  note  ut  the  foot  of  the  Orders  of  the 
Day- 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) : 
Witli  the  pertnisaion  of  the  House,  I  will 
withdraw  my  Amendmunt  after  the  ex- 
planation given. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Qaestiou  again  proposed. 

(6.40.)  Mil.  STOREY  :  I  will  tres- 
[iHss  on  the  time  of  the  House  but  a  few 
minuti-8,  for  I  have  no  disposition  by 
long  speeches  to  retard  the  progress  of 
the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
agree  tlrnt  1  had  some  re&sou  to  complain 
last  night.  The  fault  is  no  more  that  of 
the  Government  than  my  own.  I  had 
serious  objection  to  the  measure,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  good  enough 
to  promise  that  before  the  Second  B«ad- 
ing  he  would  put  before  us  the  Amend- 
ments to  which  he  was  willing  to  agree, 
so  that  I  might  ascertain  if  my  strong 
objection  to  the  original  scheme  wa.s 
assuaged.  Owing  to  misadventure  a 
copy  of  these  Amendments  did  not  come 
into  my  hands  until  after  the  Division 
last  night,  and  had  not  reached  me 
when  1  miule  my  objection.  Sine*  then 
I  have  availed  myself  of  the  courtesy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  have 
examined  the  Amendments,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,  while  the  Bill  as 
originally  drawn  was  in  my  judgment 
an  exceedingly  reprehensible  and  un- 
necsssary  Bill,  tlie  Amendments  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  consented 
have,  to  a  considerable  degree,  moditicd 
the  objections  wliich  I  and  many  per- 
sons connected  with  Savings  Banks  have 
felt.  After  saying  that,  I  will  occupy  a 
few  minutes  in  stating  the  views  of  the 
Savings  Banks,  and  perhaps  1  shall  not 
bo  thought  at  all  impertinent  in  express- 
ing those  views  when  I  say  that  person- 
ally I  have  filled  every  position  in  con- 
nection >vith  the  management  of  a 
Savings  Bank.  I  have  been  auditor, 
secretary,  manager,  and,  at  the  present 
time,  I  am  Trustee  of  a  thriving  and 
very  considerable  Savings  Bank  in  my 
own  town  of  Sunderland.  For  20  years 
I  have  studied  the  law  dealing  with 
these  banks,  and  the  method  of  their 
operations.  1  know  the  position  to  which 
they  have  attained,  and  the  points  upon 
which  they  have  reason  to  complain.  I 
think  the  object  with  which  the  Bill 
J^r.  iS/ieaJcer 


wasoriginally  drawn  entirely  unnecessary. 
I  think  that  the  statements  made  regard- 
ing Savings  Banks  have  been  grossly 
exaggerated,  and  in  some  particulars 
they  have  been  most  unfair  and  unjust 
to  those  most  valuable  institutions.  These 
institutions  existed  long  before  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank,  and  were  started 
and  have  been  carried  on  by  a  number  "f 
gentlemen  from  philanthrophic  and 
humanitarian  motives,  t<j  assist  the  people 
in  acquiring  habits  of  thrift.  I  whs 
grieved  and  astonished  to  hear  the 
charge  made  last  night  that  politics 
entered  into  the  management  of  these 
banks.  My  experience  is  that  they  are 
managed  by  persons  of  all  religious 
ereeds  and  political  opinions,  who  work 
t<igetheron  broad  humanitarian  principles. 
We  have  Church  of  England  clergy- 
men. Catholic  priests,  Nonconformist 
ministers,  all  acting  together  on  broad 
humanitarian  grounds  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  thrift.  The  remark  was  an  un- 
fortunate one.  I  do  not  agree  with  it,  or 
in  the  fear  entertained  that  the  pn^posed 
Committee  will  have  a  political  aspect. 
While  I  say  this,  I  say  that  Savings 
Bimks,  established  and  carried  on  as  I 
have  said,  have  been  hardly  treated  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  by  officials,  and 
by  private  Members.  Wliat  are  the 
facts  ?  I  am  credibly  informed,  on  the 
authority  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
that  there  are  300  or  400  of  these 
Trustee  Savings  Banks  in  existence,  and 
in  the  course  of  50,  60,  or  70  years,  for 
many  of  them  have  been  in  existence 
so  long,  there  have  been  a  few  instances 
only  in  which  there  have  been  defalca- 
tions, and  some  slight  loss  to  depositors. 
I  do  not  think  tliat  any  business  trans- 
actions can  show  a  much  better  record. 
During  their  existence  these  banks  must 
have  turned  over  capital  to  the  amount 
of  £1,000,000,000,  and  in  the  course  of 
these  transactions  there  have  been  very 
few  departures  from  rectitude  in  the 
management  and  losses  to  depositors.  Is 
there  any  public  department  or  private 
business  of  which  more  can  be  said  than 
of  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks  as  a  whole  ? 
I  appreciate  the  public  spirit  and 
honesty  of  purpose  actuating  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Howell),  but  1  think  he  is 
not  altogether  isealous  with  knowledgei 
He  made  some  notable  admissions.  He 
said  the  law  at  present,  if  properly  ad- 
ministered,    is    amply      sufficient      for 
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securing  proper  government  of  the  baukfi. 
But  what  more  can  be  said  of  any  law  ? 
It  18  admitted  that  the  managers  or 
Trustees  have  not  been  the  jH.'ople  who 
have  made  a  profit  out  of  the  smali 
amount  of  defivlcations  which  have  taken 
place,  and  if  this  is  all  the  iudictmant 
that  can  be  brought  against  them,  it  will 
not  be  possible  for  any  change  in  the  law 
tu  guard  ul>solutely  against  dishoaesty 
on  the  part  of  paid  officials.  By 
no  system  uf  public  audit  can  you 
absolutely  guard  against  tliat.  Li 
my  judgment,  and  in  that  of 
many  connected  with  Trustee  Savings 
Banks,  no  such  legislation  as  is  now  pro- 
posed is  necessary  at  all.  But  the 
Government  having  determined  to  taku 
up  this  legislation  thu  managers  of  these 
banks,  taking  a  common-sense  view,  said, 
"  We  will  get  the  Bill  amended  as  far  as 
we  can,  and  make  the  best  of  a  biid 
business,"  but  let  mo  say  in  regard  to 
opinions  exjiressed  by  managers  of 
banks  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  that  though 
they  have  expressed  satisfaction  at  tlif 
changes  made  in  the  original  Bill,  there 
are  a  considerable  number  of  them  who 
think  there  was  no  necessity  to  Lavtr 
moved  in  the  matter  at  all.  Looking  at 
the  Bill,  as  amended,  I  may  venture  to 
point  out  that  there  are  even  yet  syme 
clianges  that  ought  to  be  made  in  Com- 
mittee. 1  do  not  know  whether  hon. 
Members  have  noticed  what  the  hrst 
clause  originally  was.  Of  oiurse,  as 
it  has  been  revised,  I  will  not  discuss 
it,  but  I  may  mention  that  it  absolutely 
provided  that  Savings  Banks  should 
stump  on  the  face  of  every  pass-book  the 
fact  that  the  Government  are  not 
responsible  for  the  security  of  the  funds 
of  the  Savings  Btiuk.  A  more  unjust,  a 
more  unfair  slur  to  "cast  upon  a  great 
institution,  or  a  set  of  great  institutions, 
which  have  done  untold  good,  I  cannot 
conceive.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche 
quer  smiles  when  I  speak  of  a  slur  being 
thus  cast,  but  w  hat  would  he  say,  if  in 
any  business  with  which  he  happened  to 
be  connected,  an  Act  should  specially 
provide  that  every  invoice  should  bear 
the  statement  that  the  Government  had 
no  responsibility  for  money  concerned  'I 
Why,  it  would  not  be  true.  S;ivinga 
Banks  have  between  £40,000,000  and 
i;50,000,000  capital,  and  every  ixjiiny 
of  the  money,  except  about  ^£2,000,000, 
is  invested  with  the  Government,  so  tliat 


for  38-40tli8  the  Government  muat  bo 
responsible. 

Thk  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  jioint  is  not 
whether  the  Government  are  res|X)nsible 
for  the  funds  invested,  but  whether  the 
Government  are  responsible  to  the  deposi- 
tors. It  was  to  prevent  depositors  having 
the  belief  that  the  Government  are 
responsible  for  disasters  that  may  occur. 
There  was  no  desire  to  cast  any  slur 
upon  Trustee  Sivviugs  Banks,  but  simply 
a  desire  to  state  the  fact  that  the 
Government  are  not  responsible  for 
deposits. 

Mb.  STOREY :  Well,  I  need  not  dis- 
cuss it,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
accepted  an  Amendment  at  the  hands  of 
the  managers  of  the  bunks  that  the  state- 
ment on  the  pass  Ixioks  shall  be  that  the 
Government  are  only  responsible  for  the 
funds  invested  with  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners.  It  is  a  concession  for 
which  we  are  not  ungrateful.  If  in  Com- 
mittee ho  will  accept  a  further  and 
consequential  Amendment,  setting  forth 
Lliat  the  books  shall  also  bear  on  the  face 
of  each  the  amount  of  money  the  bonk 
has  so  invested,  that  will  bo  an  additional 
advantage  to  the  banks.  I  will  not 
trouble  the  House  with  the  observations 
I  intended  to  tauke  on  other  clauses, 
because  I  admit  they  aro  points  of  detail 
I  ain  raise  in  Committee,  but  there  is 
one  point  to  wliich  I  invite  serious 
attention.  I  ask  the  attention  of  every 
hou.  Member  connected  with  Savings 
Blinks  to  the  proposed  omission  from  the 
Bill  of  Clause  11.  As  the  House  is 
aware,  at  the  present  time  a  depositor 
IS  only  allowed  to  have  ill 50  altogether 
in  a  Savings  Bunk,  which  may  accumu- 
late by  the  addition  of  interest  to  £200. 
Clause  1 1  proposes  that  in  future  a 
depositor  may  have  £200  in  the  bank, 
and  may  draw  out  the  interest  every 
year.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
now  proposes  to  withdraw  that  clause. 
I  listened  to  the  observations  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  only  with  regret  but 
with  positive  anger  at  the  way  he  and 
his  predecessors  have  treated  Trustee 
Savings  Banks  in  this  matter.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  the  old  limit  was 
adopted  at  a  time  when  £150  woa  a 
Very  large  sum  for  a  working  man.  As 
working  men  have  grown  in  means,  and 
in   the  present  prosperous   state  of   tho 
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coantry,  £150  by  no  meuns  re  presents 
the  same  proportion  to  wages  as  it  did 
in  old  days  ;  it  is  easier  now  to  save  £300 
than  50  years  ago  it  was  to  save  £150. 
It  was   recognising   this   fact   that   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian — 1  wish  he  were  present 
now,  for  he  and  liis  Grovernment  deserve 
blame,  though  perhaps  those   right  hon. 
Members    who    were    Members    of  his 
GoTernment,  and  are  now  on  the  Front 
Bench,    will   take  the   blame    on   their 
shonlders — the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    brought    in    a   Bill   in 
1 880,  and  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  shares  the  responsibility,  for 
he  was  a  Member  of  that  Government. 
Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  not  in  1880. 
Mr. STOREY:  I  thought  the  departure 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from  among 
us  was  of  more  recent  date,  but  I  find  I 
am  wrong.      The   Government    of   the 
riglit  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid    Lothian   brought   in   the  Savings 
Banks    Bill,    and    that    was  a  duubk'- 
barrelled    Bill ;     it     contained    clauses 
reducing   the    interest  payable   by    the 
Government  to  Trustee  Savings   Bank, 
and  for  increasing  the  amount  that  work- 
men could  deposit.      What  was  the  fate 
of  that  Bill  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
came  down   to  the  House  one  day  and 
told  OS  that  he  proposed  to  ask  the  House 
to  pass  the  first  part  of  the  Bill,  but  in 
deference     to     opposition     in     certain 
quarters,  ho  would  not  press  the  seosnd 
part;   but  he  gave   a   distinct   promise 
that  it  should  be  brought  on  in  the  next 
year.     The  House  accepted  his  propt)sal, 
as  the  House  was  in  the  habit  of  doing 
in  those  days.     Wo  were  anxious  to  have 
the  limit  of  deposits  increased,  though 
we  did  not   wish   to  have    the    rate  of 
interest    diminished.      But    next    year 
came,  and  the  Bill  was  never   re-intro- 
duced, or,  if  it  was,  it  was  not  passed.     I 
am  told  it  was  never  re-introduced.     So 
die  engagement  made  with  the  Savings 
Banks  has  never  been  kept  to  this  day. 
It  was  a  fair  engagement,  taking  account 
of  the  new  state  of  things  arising  out  of 
the  different  character  of  the   time.     It 
recognised  that  working  men  could  well 
afford  to   save   more   money,   and   that 
there  ought  to  be   no  absurd  limilutions 
placed  by  Parliament  on  their  williuguoss 
to  save.     I  did  hope  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  brought  in  tliia  Bill  he 
would  have  carried  out  the  engagement 
J/r.  Storey 


entered  into  by  the  Libei-al  Government, 
and  have  increased  this  limit.  Bat  what 
has  the  Ohnucellor  of  the  Exchequer 
now  done?  Why,  he  has  withdrawn 
Clause  11,  out  of  deference  to  opposition 
from  certain  quarters.  No  doubt  the 
House  well  understands  what  are  those 
quarters.  The  House  well  knows  that  it  is 
the  Joint  Stock  and  other  Deposit  Banks 
which  forced  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to  give  up 
his  proposal,  which  was  similar  to  this, 
and  it  is  the  same  opposition  which  is 
preventing  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer from  pressing  this  matter  .at  the 
present  time.  Workiaen  now  have  be- 
come more  prosperous,  they  have  more 
menus  and  Ijetter  wages,  and  are  able  to 
save  larger  snms  than  formerly,  and, 
therefore,  it  is  a  just  thing  that  the 
amount  they  can  deposit  should  be  en- 
larged. I  submit  that  it  is  to  the  public 
interest  tliat  these  liniita  should  be 
increased.  The  proposal  made  was,  in 
all  conscienee,  moderate  eiMugh  ;  to  my 
mind,  it  was  entirely  inadequate,  and  I 
think  the  limit  should  have  been  at 
least  £300.  I  hoi)e  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  realise  that  his  chance 
of  carrying  this  Bill  through  is  by  no 
means  enhanced  by  his  withdrawal  of 
this  clause.  I  traat  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  sucha  frame  of  mind  that  they 
will  willingly  concede  anything  in  order 
to  secure  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and  I, 
therefore,  give  notice  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  I  shall  put  down 
Amendments  which,  if  adequately  sup- 
ported, will  enable  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  disregard  the  opposition,  the 
interested  as  against  the  public  opposi- 
tion, of  these  Joint  Stock  and  Deposit 
Banks,  and  which  also  will  enable  him 
to  fix  the  limit  at  £200. 

(7.7.)  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  It 
was  my  intention  to  postpone  the 
remarks  I  hod  to  make  on  this 
question,  but  I  hope  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  say  a  few  words.  Having  been 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  to  which 
the  Bill  was  referred,  and  recognising 
that  it  is  founded  mainly  on  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee,  it  is  my 
intention  to  give  tho  Government  what- 
ever atjoistance  I  can  iii  tho  passing  of 
the  Bill.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  commenced  his  obeerviv- 
tions  by  saying  that  the  Bill  was  un- 
nueesbui'y,  oud    that    the    evil    it    was 
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intended  to  cure  waa  greatly  exaggerated. 
I  must  protest  agftinut  that  statement. 
The  Committed  wtiicli  sat  on  this  Bubject 
last  year,  and  which  gave  the  greatest 
possible  atteutiou  to  the  subject,  unani- 
mously agreed  that  considerable  changes 
in  the  law  were  necessary.  I  may,  at 
this  point,  thank  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  for  hivving  raised  this 
question,  for  I  tliiuk  the  Restilution  of 
the  Committee  abundantly  justified  the 
action  he  took,  and  although,  perhaps, 
the  BUI  does  not  go  bo  far  as  he  desired, 
yet  I  think  a  jjublic  service  has  lieen 
done  in  calling  attention  to  the  matter. 
The  Committee,  I  may  say,  felt  that 
they  would  not  be  justified  in 
going  into  minute  inquiries  in 
the  cases  of  individual  banks,  because 
tliey  might  periodically  aSect  the 
interests  of  really  sound  banks.  I  agree 
that,  as  the  Report  sets  out,  if  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law  are  i-eally  carried  out  by 
Trustees,  managers,  aud  officers,  there  is 
ample  security  for  depositors,  but  there 
is  reason  to  think  that  there  are  cases, 
though  I  believe  not  many,  in  which  the 
law  is  not  observed,  and  that  is  really  the 
danger  of  the  position.  In  some  oases 
the  Trustees  or  managers  have  negli- 
gently allowed  the  officers  to  make 
entries  or  receive  money  without  that 
supervision  over  them  which  the  Act 
contemplates.  What  is,  therefore,  neces- 
sary is  that  there  should  be  something  in 
the  nature  of  au  audit,  or  indepen- 
dent inspection.  In  saying  that  I 
do  not  wish  to  throw  discredit  on  the 
Savings  Banks  generuUy.  I  know  that 
the  large  majority  of  them  in  the  great 
towns,  such  as  those  at  Liverpool,  Man- 
chester, Bradford,  and  Glasgow,  are 
conducted  with  a  degree  of  security  and 
care  which  could  not  be  excelled,  but 
there  are  a  number  of  smaller  banks 
where  the  Trustees  do  not  pay  attention 
to  the  every-day  business  which  is 
desirable.  Now,  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  is  that  there  should  be 
some  audit,  so  as  to  secure  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law  are  adequately  carried 
out  The  real  crux  of  the  thing  is  this 
— that  if  the  audit  is  to  be  a  Govern- 
ment audit  then  there  cannot  be  a  doubt 
the  Government  will  Ijecomo  responsible. 
If  the  audit  is  fu  bo  u  Government 
audit  it  would  be  better  that  the  busi- 
ness of  the  bunks  should  be  handed 
over  uulirely  tu  the  Goverumeut.     But 


nil  the  Memljers  of  the  Committee  depre- 
cated this,  and  I  presume  this  is  in 
iiccord.mce  with  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment themselves.  The  point,  then,  is 
how  to  arrange  the  audit  independent  of 
the  Government,  and  yet  for  the 
Government  to  participate  in  it.  The 
snggestion  of  the  Committee  is  that  the 
Board  of  Inspection  or  Audit  should  be 
of  a  thoroughly  representative  character, 
ci  imposed  of  members  representing  the 
Trustees,  the  depositors,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, and  I  understand  the  Government 
Imve  adopUid  this  view.  On  the  whole, 
I  concur  with  the  general  lines  of  the 
Bill,  which  ia  framed  on  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee,  and,  so  far 
IIS  I  am  concerned,  I  regret  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  given 
way  as  much  as  he  has  done  to  the 
Trustees  of  the  Savings  Banks.  I 
believe  the  Bill  has  thus  been 
weakened,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  not  be  surprised  if  efforts  are 
made  in  Committee  to  induce  liim 
to  strengthen  the  Bill  on  those  very 
jioiuts. 
•(7.20.)  Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) : 
As  representing  the  views  of  some  of  the 
assenting  parties  to  the  concessions  pro- 
posed by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer at  the  meeting  in  the  Conference 
Room,  I  desire  to  say  that  they  only 
wish  to  have  those  concessions,  as  they 
understand  them,  embodied  in  the  Bill. 
So  far  as  I  gathered  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  modifications,  as  explained  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  they 
appeared  to  me  to  effect  the  objects  of 
the  proposals  made  in  the  Conference 
Room,  except  with  reference  to  Clause  1, 
as  to  which  I  did  not  distinctly  catch  the 
words  of  the  proposed  Amendment.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  best  course  that 
can  now  be  taken  wll  be  to  have  the 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  then  com- 
mitted jn-o  Jhnnd,  in  order  to  introduce 
the  proposed  Amendments,  the  re-com- 
mittal being  postponed,  so  as  to  allow 
of  the  Amendments  being  considered  by 
those  connected  with  the  Trustee  Banks. 
With  regard  to  the  last  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  I  wish  to  say  that  those  who  are 
interested  in  Trustee  Banks  expect  to 
have  the  whole  of  the  Amendments  em- 
bodied  in  the  Bill,  and  will  be  satiflfied 
with  uothiftg  less. 
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•(7.22.)  Sib  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S. ) : 
I  confess  that  at  first  the  Bill  prepared  by 
the  Government  was  not  very  acceptable 
to  Savings  Banks,  but,  taking  a  somewhat 
different  view  to  tlrnt  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opj)08ite,  1  am 
bound,  on  behalf  of  the  great  majority  of 
Savings  Banks,  to  thank  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  receiving  the  deputa- 
tion which  a  short  time  since  I  liad  the 
honour  to  introduce  to  him,  and  for 
framing  the  Bill  in  a  way  which,  I 
believe,  is  acceptable  to  them*.  I  have 
just  received  a  message  expressing  the 
hope  that  no  obstacle  will  be  placed  in 
the  way  of  the  Bill,  which  protectA  alike 
tlie  public  and  the  banks. 

Mb.  storey  :  That  is  from  Hull  7 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  Yes,  thoy  believe  it 
to  be  an  advantageous  measure.  I 
think  that  the  attention  of  the  House 
could  liardly  bo  directed  to  a  more  im- 
portant subject,  for  no  institution  does 
more  to  teach  tlirift  to  the  people,  and  to 
demonstrate  its  advantages  to  them,  than 
Savings  Banks.  There  is  one  feature  in 
the  Bill  which  I  particularly  ajiprove, 
and  that  is  that  in  future  the  position  cf 
the  Trustees  will  be  one  of  substantial 
reality,  that  they  must  attend  a  meet- 
ing, at  least  once  a  year,  that  they  will 
be  expected  to  also  attend  six  mcctiugs 
of  the  Committee  of  Management, 
that  the  nature  of  the  connection 
of  the  Qoveriuucnt  with  these  institu- 
tions will  be  clearly  set  forth,  and  that 
the  Committee  of  Audit  or  Inspection  will 
be  of  a  thoroughly  representative 
character,  representative  of  the  views, 
experience,  and  interests  of  the  banks  on 
the  one  hand,  and  of  the  Government  on 
the  other.  I  welcume  any  precaution 
which  will  give  additional  security  tc« 
these  banks,  and  thus  increase  the  confi- 
dence of  the  people  in  them.  I  cordially 
agree  with  the  view  of  the  lion.  Member 
for  Sunderland  that  the  limitation  of 
amount  of  deposit  should  be  extended  in 
the  Savings  Banks,  for  there  ought  to 
he  free  trade  in  facilities  for  saving 
rather  than  a  regard  for  vested  in- 
terests. Speaking  for  the  Savings 
Banks  generally,  I  welcome  the  Bill, 
and  hope  it  will  receive  the  unanimous 
assent  of  the  Uousi'. 

(7.28.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford, 
N.)  :  I  wish 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  has  already  spoken. 


Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  should  like 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order !  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  the  same 
position,  and  cannot  speak  without  the 
leave  of  the  House. 

(7.29.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Yes,  I  am 
in  the  same  position,  but,  with  the  leave 
of  the  House,  I  should  like  to  say  a  few 
words  in  answer  to  the  points  which 
have  been  raised.  In  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, 1  may  say  the  Government  certainly 
do  not  contemplate  wholly  appointing  the 
Committee  or  Board  of  Inspection ;  for 
their  view  is  that  it  should  be  largely 
representative.  With  regard  to  Clause 
11,  it  was  dropped  in  order  to  get 
rid  of  the  more  contentious  port  of 
the  Bill,  and  thus  enable  it  to 
be  passed  into  law  this  Sessiun. 
If  we  are  pressed  on  all  sides,  and  in 
different  directions,  the  fear  would  be 
that  the  Bill  might  be  lost.  The  Bill,  as 
a  whole,  is  considered  a  valuable  measure, 
and  I  do  trust  hon.  Gentlemen  will  do 
their  best  in  the  spirit  of  compromise  to 
assist  the  Government  to  pass  a  measure 
which  only  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land, I  think,  considers  ought  not  to  be 
passed.  In  reply  to  my  hou.  Friend 
behind  me,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
advisable  at  this  period  of  the  Session  to 
refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committt'e. 

Mb.  STOREY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  me  whether  the  Savings 
Banks  agreed  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
clause  1 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  Sir.  I  discussed 
with  them  the  points  to  which  they 
attached  most  importance.  There  was 
no  argument  with  regard  to  this  clause. 
It  was  a  very  small  clause,  and  some 
compromise  was  made.  Of  course,  I 
shall  be  prepared  to  deal  with  the  point 
when  it  is  reached. 

(7.32.)  Mb.  BARTLEY  (IsUngton, 
N.)  :  I  think  hon.  Members  arc  really  for- 
getting the  exact  circumstances.  At 
present  from  .£150  to  £200  can  be 
deposited  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank  or  a  Trustee  Savings  Bonk.  In 
the  case  of  an  ordinary  family  of  five, 
that  would  enable  one  family  to  deposit 
£1,000.  At  that  rate,  if  every  one  in- 
vested, wo  should  have  something  like 
£70,000,000,000  invested.  Therefore, 
instead  of  increasing  the  maximum,  what 
we  should  endeavour  to  do  is  to  induce 
people  to  invest   in    Consols,  which  are 
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equally  secure,  and  liave  the  iidrantaf^e, 
or  disadvantage,  of  rising  and  falling 
jrding     to    the     prosperity     of    the 

intry,  and  do  not  bear  a  fixed  rate  of 
'interest  guaranteed  by  a  section  of  the 
oummunity.  While  wo  ought  not  to 
raise  the  maximum,  1  do  not  think  it 
ought  to  go  forth  to  the  world,  seeing 
that  a  family  can  invest  £1,000,  that  we 
wish  to  limit  the  savings  of  any  in- 
dividued  family. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted ;  considered  in  Committee,  and 
reported. 

Bill  re-comniitted  for  Monday  next, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  396.] 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (LOANS)  Bn,L.-(No.  39.j 
(7.35.)     Motion   made,    and   Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

•Mb.  duff  (BiuifEshire) ;  I  do  not 
quite  understand  the  limitatiunti  of  this 
Bill.  I  observe  that  a  sum  not  exceeding 
only  £10,000  ia  to  be  lent  to  the  Scotch 
Fishery  Board.  Last  year  they  hud 
£20,000.  Will  this  limitation  prevent 
other  applications  from  Scotland  being 
entertained  by  tiiu  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  1 

(7.36.)  Mb.  GOSUHEN:  My  hon. 
Friend  will  understand  that  the  sums 
named  m  the  Bill  are  quoted  by 
Acts  of  Parliament.  Under  those  Acts 
of  Parliament  we  are  bound  t.o  say  what 
is  necessary  for  each  of  these  purposes. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  the  case  of  the 
Fishery  Board  the  result  of  the  loans 
which  have  been  made  is  that  the  sums 
reclaimed  in  some  cases  have  been  so 
small  that  we  have  not  thouglit  it  right 
to  issue  the  £80,000,  and  the  amount 
has  been  reduced  to  £10,000.  It  would 
be  misleading  the  House  if  we  issued  as 
loans  what  really  turned  out  to  be  sub 
sidies, 

(7.38.)  Me.  sexton  :  This  Bill  pro- 
poses to  nominate  and  appoint  persons 
for  five  years.  It  projKDses  to  confer 
upon  them  very  important  functions,  and 
tu  administer  the  loans  made  from  the 
Public  Ileveuues  for  local  works  in 
various  parts  of  the  Kingdom.  I  have 
looked  with  curiosity  through  the  list  to 
see  what  districts  are  represented. 


•Me.  JACKSON  :  It  does  not  extend  t" 
Ireland. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Are  there  no  loans  to 
Irehindl  I  see  by  the  -tth  clause  that 
a  loan  in  Ireland  is  named. 

*(7.40.)  Mr.  JACKSON:  I  might 
explain  to  the  hon.  Mcmlxir  that 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners no  longer  make  loans  to 
Ireland.  That  is  done  by  the  Board  of 
Works  in  IJublin,  who  grant  the  whole 
of  the  loans  on  public  works  in  Ireland. 
The  Uonsu  will,  therefore,  see  that  the 
Uiimesof  theCommissioners  apply  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  and  Wales.  Section 
i  is  necessary  for  this  reason.  It  refers 
to  an  old  debt  for  money  lent  for  the 
repair  of  Killeany  Pier,  which  amount  was 
written  off  in  former  years  from  the  Local 
Loan  Account,  but  that  writing  off  did 
not  exonerate  the  locality  from  payment. 
But  representations  were  recently  made 
that  this  debt  still  stood  against  the 
Local  Authorities,  and  it  is  withdrawn  as 
against  them.  It  is  necessary  to  do  that 
by  a  clause  in  this  Bill.  That  has  been 
written  off  so  far  as  the  Local  Loan  Ac- 
count is  concerned  ;  but  it  stUl  stands  as 
a  liability  against  the  locality. 

(7.13.)  Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  am  much 
obliged  for  the  explanation  as  regards 
that  point  Although  the  disbursement 
of  loans  with  regard  to  Ireland  is  con- 
ducted by  the  Board  in  Dublin,  I 
would  point  out  that  this  is  an  Imperial 
Department  connected  with  the  Imperial 
Revenues,  and  it  is  not  expedient  that 
this  important  Imperial  Department 
should  be  constituted  without  any  re- 
presentation whatever  of  Irish  interests. 
This  Commission  is  constituted  as  if  the 
United  Kingdom  were  composed  of  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Wales,  and  that  Ire- 
land had  no  place  ir.  it.  I  find  there  are 
four  Peers,  who  are  not  connected  with 
Ireland,  and  nine  other  English  and 
Scotch  gentlemen.  I  should  like  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  explain 
why  a  Dejiartment  constituted  for  the 
administration  of  Im|)erial  Revenues 
should  be  established  without  any 
reference  to  Ireland.  I  believe 
Ireland  has  as  much  interest  in 
the  outgoings  from  the  Imperial 
Revenue  as  she  lias,  in  one  sense,  in  a 
disbursement  made  for  her  benefit.  It 
is  not  a  proper  thing  that  an  Imperial 
Department  should  be  constituted  with 
reference  to  England  and  Scothmd,  as  if 
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Ireland  "Was  not  incl-uded  in  the  United 
Kinpfdom.  I  do  not  know  upon  w  hut 
qnalifications  these  gentlemen  have  been 
selected,  but  I  would  suggest  that  two 
Representatives  of  Ireland  might  very 
properly  be  appointed.  I  respectfully 
submit  tliat  course  to  the  Government. 

(7.44.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  point 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  raised  comes 
upon  us  by  surprise.  The  hon.  Member 
will  be  aware  that  the  gentlemen 
appointed  are  not  salaried  officials.  It  is 
an  honorary  office.  If,  in  future  cases, 
Ireland  desires  representation  from  the 
point  of  view  put  by  the  hon.  Member, 
I  can  only  say  th%t  wo  are  glad  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  do  not  wish  to 
dissociate  themselves  from  matters  of 
Imperial  concern. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  had  intended  to 
divide  on  the  Second  Reading.  I  will 
not  take  that  course,  but  I  give  notice 
that  unless  the  Government  themselves 
nominate  two  persons  representative  of 
Ireland,  tlie  Irisli  Members  themselves 
will  bring  forward  an  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

SUPPLY— ARMY    ESTIMATES. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £258,400,  be 
granted  lo  Uer  Mujesty,  to  defray  the  Chai^o 
ior  the  Salarieti  cmd  Miscellaneous  Charges  ot 
the  War  Ollice,  which  will  come  ia  couiae  of 
payment  during  the  ysar  ending  on  the  31et 
■day  of  March,  1891." 

•(7.45.)  Mit.  MONTAGU  (Tpwer 
Hamlets,  Whitechapel) :  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  move  the  reduction  of  this 
Vote  by  the  sum  of  £600,  part  of 
the  salary  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
My  object  in  doing  so  is  to  call  attention 
to  a  question  which  I  raised  last  year, 
namely,  the  re-admission  of  the  public  to 
the  Tower  Wharf.  I  feel  quite  certain  that 
the  people  of  the  East  of  London  will 
not  rest  contented  until  the  privilege  of 
using  that  wharf  is  restored  to  them.  I 
do  not  now  intend  to  make  a  second  speech 
on  this  subject,  but  will  content  myself 
with  a  mei-e  recapitulation  of  the  bare 
facts.  It  is  not  denied  by  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  public  up  to  the  time  of 
the  Crimean  War  had  full  access  to  this 
Jfr.  Hexion 


open  space,  which  was  the  most  eajoy~ 
able  promenade  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Whitechapel.  I  have  letters  from  some 
of  the  oldest  inhabitants  in  tlie  district 
on  the  subject,  and  I  suppose  the  Com- 
mittee are  aware  that  at  the  time  to 
which  those  letters  refer  the  river  was 
not  in  so  good  a  condition  as  it  is  at 
present,  and  also  that  the  population  of 
Wliitechapel,  and,  indeed,  the  East  of 
London  generally,  was  very  much  smaller 
than  it  is  now.  Moreover,  at  that  period 
there  were  a  good  many  wealthy  residents 
in  the  district,  whereas  at  the  present 
day  the  population  consists  almost  en- 
tirely of  the  working  and  labouring 
ulass,  I  think — and  I  have  no  doubt 
the  Committee  will  agree — that  some 
consideration  is  due  to  that  class,  and 
that  we  ought  to  afford  them,  during 
their  dinner  hour,  and  at  other  times 
when  they  are  not  at  work,  as  many 
opportunities  as  wo  can  to  enjoy  the 
fresh  air  of  the  riverside.  The  opening 
of  this  wharf  to  the  public  would  be  a 
boon  not  only  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Wliitechapel,  but  to  those  of  Limehouse 
and  St.  George's-in-the-East  I  am 
sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  is  not  in  his  place,  because 
he,  aa  the  Representative  of  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  is  fully  aware  how  few  open 
BpcKies  there  are  for  the  use  of  the 
people  of  the  East  End,  and  of  the 
necessity  which  exists  for  increasing,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  opportunities  of  open 
air  recreation  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people.  I  would  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  that 
last  year  the  explanations  he  oSered  on 
this  subject  were  not  considered  satis- 
factory, and  a  Division  was  taken,  and 
that  course  will  be  adopted  on  the 
present  occasion  unless  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consents  either  to  restore  the 
privilege  of  access  to  the  Tower  Wharf, 
or  to  afford  some  clear  and  satisfactory 
explanation  of  the  reasons  why  that 
wharf  is  not  to  be  devoted  to  the  use  of 
the  public,  as  in  former  times. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro{)08cd, 
"  That  Itom  A,  Salaries  of  the  War  Office, 
be  reduced  by  £500."— (J/r.  MniUagu!) 

(7.49.)  Colon  BL  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.)  :  Of  oourSH  the  Committee  is  aware 
that  a  Motion  for  the  reduction  of  the 
saliiry  of  the  Secretary  for  War  is  merely 
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put  forward  as  a  medium  for  discussing 
A  particular  grievauce,  and  that  it  is  not 
at  all  aimed  at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
indeed,  if  it  and  thu  other  Motions  for 
the  reduction  of  iiis  salary  were  to  be 
agreed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  find  that  he  would  be  without 
salary  altogether.  Of  course  the  public 
will  understand  tjiat  Motions  like  this 
for  the  reduction  of  the  Secretary's 
Balary  are  a  mere  Parliamentary  fiction, 
enabling  us  to  raise  certain  questions 
upon  which  we  think  discussion  is  desir- 
able. I  may  say  that  I  have  always 
taken  an  interest  on  matters  relating  to 
the  Tower.  I  served  on  the  Committee 
appointed  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
Wharf  Bridge,  and  only  a  week  ago  I 
went  to  look  at  the  place  to  see  what 
objeotions  could  be  offered  by  the 
Secretary  for  War  to  this  proposal.  The 
right  hon  Gontloman  stated,  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  the  opening  of  the  wharf 
would  create  difficulty  in  relation  to  the 
landing  of  stores.  I  think  that  that 
objection  is  really  an  insignificant  one. 
There  are  only  about  200,000  rifles 
stored  in  the  Tower,  and  I  believe 
that  Only  about  five  barges  a  year 
are  unloaded  at  the  Tower  Wharf, 
which  affords  a  hirge  open  space 
between  200  and  300  yards  in 
length.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
found  that  the  ndmigsion  of  the  public 
to  the  wharf  would  interfere  in  any  way 
with  the  unlouding  of  the  few  barges 
that  go  there.  I  believe  that  this  argu- 
ment about  the  unloading  of  stores  is  a 
fiction,  and  that  there  must  he  some 
other  reason  behind.  If  the  argument 
be  that  the  closing  of  the  wharf  is 
necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  Tower, 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  is  so  regarded  by  the  Con- 
stable of  the  Tower  and  the  other  high 
Military  Authorities.  There  is  a  ditch 
lietweon  that  wharf  and  the  outride 
buildings  connected  with  the  Tower,  and 
it  would  be  perfectly  impossible  to 
attempt  to  take  the  Tower  from  that 
position.  Indeed,  if  such  a  thing  were 
attempted,  the  wharf  would  lie  alxiut 
the  worst  spot  from  which  any  assault 
oould  be  made.  This  being  so,  I  can 
only  attribute  the  objection  to  opening 
the  wharf  to  the  fact  that  there  are 
certain  officials  who,  for  their  own  par- 
ticular objects,  desire  to  exclude  the 
public.     I  do  not  suppose  the  bou.  Mem- 


ber for  Whitcchapol  desires  us  to  pass  an 
Act  of  Pai'liament  to  hand   the  Tower 

V\  harf  over  to  his  constituents.  I  have 
no  doubt  ho  would  be  content  to  see  it 
put  on  the  same  footing  as  the  barrack 
field  at  Woolwich,  where  the  Command- 
ant con  always  close  that  field  to  the 
public  at  any  time  he  may  think  proper. 
Indeed,  they  never  hesitate  to  turn  the 
people  out  when  they  want  the  field  for 
cricket,  lawn  tennis,  or  any  other  pur- 
jvose,  in  which  no  doubt  they  are  quite 
n'glit,  but  as  it  is  the  public  get  ns 
much  use  of  the  place  as  they  require. 
So  in  the  case  of  the  Tower  Wharf,  if 
barges  are  coming  there  to  unload  it 
would  be  very  easy  to  exorcise  the 
power  of  excluding  the  public,  and,  of 
course,  in  time  of  war,  when  the  Tower 
might  be  used  as  a  real  depository  of 
military  stores,  the  Government  would 
be  justified  in  keeping  that  wharf 
entirely  ta  themselves.  As  it  is,  how- 
ever, there  is  no  such  necesssity,  and 
the  public  are  unnecessarily  excluded. 

*(7.58.)  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
TOR  WAR  (Mr.  E.  SrANHOHE,  Lin- 
colnshire, Homcastle) :  I  have,  since 
the  discussion  of  last  year,  again 
very  carefully  considered  this  question 
of  throwing  open  the  Tower  Wharf,  and 
I  can  assure  the  Committee  that  I  have 
approached  the  matter  with  a  desire,  as 
far  ns  possible,  to  promote  the  interests 
of  the  seething  population  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  Tower.  Indeed,  the 
present  Government  have  already  demon- 
stmted  their  desires  in  this  direction  by 
throwing  open  the  gardens  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Tower,  a  privilege  which  has 
been  used  without  detriment  to  the 
Government,  and,  doubtless,  with  great 
advantage  to  the  public.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  opening  of  the 
Tower  Wharf  is  verj'  strongly  objected 
to  by  the  Military  Authorities,  who  have 
considered  the  question  aa  well  as  myself, 
and  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  not  be  consistent  with  their  duty 
to  throw  this  wharf  open  to  the  pnbUc. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite 
has  drawn  a  pai-allel  between  this  wharf 
and  the  barrack  field  at  Woolwich,  and, 
no  doubt,  the  parallel  was  a  very 
ingenious  one,  but  I  am  compelled  to 
oppose  it  on  very  different  grounds  from 
those  nrged  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  The  Tower  is,  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  said,  laz;gcly  used  aa  a 
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Btorehonse,  and  there  would  be  great  in 
convenience,  not  to  say  danger,  if  the 
Military  Authorities  were  deprived  of 
the  fullest  and  most  unrt^stricted  use  of 
tiie  wharf  whilst  stores  are  being  dealt 
with.  Having  made  a  personal  examina- 
tion of  the  place,  and  given  tlie  matter 
the  very  Iwst  consideration  I  ca,ii,  I  have 
come  t(.i  the  conclusion  that  the  request 
made  cannot  be  acceded  to. 

•(8.1.)  Mr.  MONTAGU :  The  right 
hou.  Gentleman  has  not  specified  the 
danger  that  would  arise  from  the  ad- 
mission of  the  public,  and  there  is  a  very 
large  space  available  for  a  promenade. 
1  would  urge  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  very  narrow  walk  in  the 
Tower  gardens  is  quite  insufficient  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  population,  and 
wiiuid  remind  Itim  that  the  terrace  at 
Windsor  is  thrown  o(X)n  by  Her  Gracious 
Majesty  to  the  public  on  Sundays,  and 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentlenmn 
to  consider  whether,  in  this  case,  an 
experimental  exception  cannot  be  made 
oj:  Saturday.s  and  Sundays,  when,  surely, 
the  admission  of  the  public  would  not 
interfere  with  the  landing  or  embarking 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  consider  that  point,  but  I  cannot 
give  an  answer  until  I  liavo  done  so. 

•(8.2.)  Captain  VKRNEY  (Bucks,  N.)  : 
We  shall  be  very  glad  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  able  to  tell  the  Military 
Authorities  what  pressure  has  been  jmt 
njMin  him  in  the  House.  It  may  very 
well  be  that  it  is  of  less  importance  to 
use  the  Tower  as  a  storehouse  than  to 
give  free  access  to  the  riverside  to  the 
seething  population  of  the  district.  A 
storehouse  can  easily  bo  found  at  some 
spot  on  the  river  bank,  where  it  will  not 
interfere  so  seriously  with  the  enjoyment 
of  the  people.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man evidently  feels  himself,  as  much  as 
we  do,  the  importance  of  this  question, 
and  I  believe  he  will  welcome  a  ^httlc 
pressure  being  put  upon  him  by  the 
public. 

•Mr.  MONTAGU:  I  will  withdraw  the 
Motion. 

(8.4.)  Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid): 
The  right  hun.  Gentleman  said  there 
would  be  danger  to  the  public  in  open- 
ing this  walk.  Are  we  to  understand 
that  combustibles  are  stored  in  the 
Tower  ?  We  know  that  empty  rifles  are 
not  objects  of  danger  to  the  public. 
Mr.  E.  Staiiliope  « 


If  the  Tower  is  used  as  a  storehouse 
for  explosives,  I  maint4iin  that  there 
vrill  be  very  serious  danger  to  the 
seething  [wpulation  on  that  aide  of  the 
City.  I  would  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  look  at  the  question  in  a 
common  sense  way,  and  with  the  object 
of  benefiting  the  people  of  the  district. 
It  is  ridiculous  for  the  Military  Authori- 
ties to  say  there  is  danger  in  o[)ening 
the  river  side  walk,  when  the  moat  and 
gardens  are  open  to  the  public.  I  insist 
upon  a  reply  to  my  question,  whether 
combustibles  are  stored  in  the  Tower  t 

•;8.7.)  Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  am 
certainly  not  prepared  to  say  what  is  in 
the  Tower. 

Du.  TANNER :  What  I  want  to  know 
is,  are  combustibles  stored  in  the  Tower 
of  London  1 
•Mk.  E.  STANHOPE  :  What  we  have 
in  the  Tower  de)iends  entirely  on  the 
requirements  of  the  Service. 

Db.  tanner  :  Of  course,  the  public 
will  be  able  to  form  their  own  judg- 
ment from  the  character  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman's  reply,  and  I  hope  the 
public  will  take  very  good  care  that  no 
such  things  as  lighted  pijK'S  are  to  be 
seen  in  the  Tower  Gardens  in  future. 
I  have  put  the  question  entirely  on  the 
ground  of  public  safety,  and  I  sincerely 
hope  the  public  will  take  notice  of  the 
equivocating  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

•(8.9.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  I  wish  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  a  question  affecting  the 
Secretary  for  War  and  also  the  Cnder 
Secretary  for  India.  It  relates  to  the 
charge  for  military  stores  made  by  the 
War  Office  upon  the  Government  of 
India.  It  appears  that  a  dispute  has 
been  going  on,  I  am  sorry  to  say  alto- 
gether for  nearly  20  years.  During  the 
paat  year  an  attempt  has  been  made  to 
submit  it  to  arbitration,  hut  theSeiTitary 
of  State  for  India  iiits  refused  to  let  it  bo 
80  submitted.  The  allegation  made  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  India,  as 
far  as  we  can  judge  from  the  accounts 
submitted  to  tljia  House,  is  that  charges 
of  an  exorbitant  nature  have  been  maide 
against  the  Government  of  India  for 
•tores.  The  Government  of  India,  as  I 
understand   it,  have   never  assented  to 
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that  price,  and  have  paid  on  acconnt  of 
it,  as  I  understand,  only  something;  like 
90  per  cent.,  leaving  the  10  per  cent,  in 
Bnai)en.se.  It  aarely  is  most  unbusiness- 
like, even  if  it  be  true — -and  I  believe  it 
is  not  the  case  that  the  90  per  cent. 
represents  the  real  csost — that  year  after 
year  there  should  be  a  discrepancy  in  the 
accounta. 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  right  in 
asking  you  whether  this  discnssion  in 
regard  to  the  issue  of  warlike  stores 
should  not  have  taken  place  on  Vote  6, 
which  dosils  with  warlike  stores? 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  On  the  point  of 
order,  Sir,  I  wish  to  submit  that  I  am 
attacking  the  Secretary  for  War  for 
having  refused  to  submit  the  claim  to 
arbitration.  It  is  on  that  ground  that  I 
am  basing  my  statement  to  the  Com- 
mittee, the  facts  I  am  using  being 
merely  illuBtrations  used  to  enable  the 
Committee  to  understand  my  complaint. 
T  shall  be  quite  content  if  the  Secretary 
for  War  will  now  say  that  during  the 
coming  year  some  steps  shall  be  taken 
to  put  an  end  to  an  undignified  dispute 
between  two  great  Departments  of  the 
State,  and  in  which  it  is  alleged  that 
overcharges  are  made  against  the 
Qovemrnent  of  India.  I  waa  about  to 
appeal  to  the  Under  Secretary  for  India 
(Sir  J.  Gorat)  on  liehalf  of  the  starving 
pipnlation  of  whom  he  was  speaking  the 
other  night,  to  state  the  facte  and  the 
steps  taken  to  try  and  induce  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  to  submit  the  question  to 
arbitration. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN:  It  seoms  to  be  a 
(luestion  of  pih'cy  as  to  the  mode  of 
settling  the  dispute.  If  that  be  so,  it  is 
debatable  upon  this  Vote. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  It  is  a  rather 
long  story,  and  I  have  no  wish  to  take 
np  the  time  of  the  Committee  if  the 
Secretary  for  War  will  state  that  the 
matter  shall  be  dealt  with  by  arbitration 
during  the  next  six  months  or  something 
of  that  kind.  There  is  a  real  hon4  fide 
case.  The  auditor  of  the  India  Office 
has  reported  directly  against  the  War 
Office,  and  I  shall  have  to  appeal  to  the 
Under  Siecretary  for  India  to  place 
before  the  Committee  the  written 
opinion  of  the  auditor  on  the  subject. 
If  the  Secretary  for  War  will  not  say 
that  the  matter  shall  be  submitted  to 
arbitration  it  will  be  my  duty  to  submit 
Mr.  Hanbury 


the  whole  case  to  the  Committee,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  move  a  reduction  of   the 
Vote.     It  is  really  a  rather  gross  matter,! 
and  wiU  entail  the  production  of  a  largfe' 
amount  of  detail. 

•(8.13.)  Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The 
hon.  Member  may  or  may  not  be  aware 
that  there  are  a  number  of  outstanding 
questions  between  the  War  Office  and  ] 
the  India  Office.  Some  questions  of  the 
kind  were  settled  by  a  tribunal  over 
which  Lord  Northbrook  presided,  and 
which  is  practically  a  standing  Com- 
mittee, meeting  from  time  to  time. 
Other  questions  are  settled  by  the 
Govorment  as  a  whole.  The  Cabinet 
has  perfect  competence  to  decide  such 
questions,  and  it  does  decide  them  as 
they  arise.  I  cannot  give  the  hon. 
Member  any  other  answer  than  that. 

•(8.15.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  That  is 
not  sufficient,  bectvnse  it  appears  that  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India  asked  the 
Secretary  for  War  to  submit  the  ques- 
tion to  arbitration,  and  that  request  was^ 
declined  by  the  War  Office.  I  appeal  Ui\ 
the  leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  to  say  whether  he  intends  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  to  force  on  a  Debate  I 
which  must  be  lengthy,  in  which  I' 
admit  my  information  must  neces- 
sarily l)e  incomplete,  and  in  which  I 
must  ask  the  Secretary  for  War 
to  give  me  further  information.  What 
reason  can  there  be  for  not  submitting 
this  to  some  tribunal  1  1  do  not  want 
to  waste  the  time  of  the  Committee  in 
the  matter.  We  find  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  saying  "  Lord  Cross 
is  unable  to  withdraw  the  claim." 
What  is  the  claim  ?  It  is  one,  rightly  or 
wrongly  made,  that  the  War  Office  Imve 
been  overcharging  the  Government  of 
India?  I  do  not  wish  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  express  any  opinion  on  that, 
but  I  shall  ask  them  to  do  so  if  I  do  not 
gfet  an  assurance  that  this  matter  will  be 
made  the  subject  of  an  investigation.  I 
ask  for  an  assurance  that  there  will  be 
some  kind  of  arbitration,  so  that  there 
may  be  no  need  for  me  to  osk  the  Com- 
mittee for  an  opinion. 

•(8.17.)  Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  dm 
anxious  at  this  period  of  the  Session  to 
avoid  any  unnecessary  discussion,  but  I 
cannot  pass  by  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member.  It  is  utterly  impossible 
for  me  to  admit  that  anything  unjust  hns 
taken  place. 
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•Mb.  BBADLAUGH:  1  do  uot  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gcntleniau  to  ailmit 
that. 

•Me.  E.  STANHOPE:  If  anything 
we  h.aTO  been  too  indulgent.  All 
thiR  has  arisen  he<»use  last  year  the 
Indian  Government  were  treated  very 
leniently,  and  were  not  charged  tlie  full 
value  for  the  stores.  As,  however,  there 
appears  to  be  a  difference  between  the 
two  De()artment8,  the  Government  will 
undertake  tlint  it  shnll  be  looked  into  and 
settled. 

•(8.18.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  And  in 
the  event  of  the  two  Depirtmeiita  not 
coming  to  an  agreement  will  there  be 
some  arbitniment  between  them  1 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  ;  No  ;  the  Govem- 
niant  must  settle  their  own  affairs. 

•(8.18.)  Thb  first  lord  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Surra,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  Government,  of 
course,  are  responsible  for  settling 
all  differences  that  may  arise  between 
two  Departments  of  the  Government. 
I  will  undertake,  on  behalf  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  and  the  Govern- 
ment, that  a  fair  settlement  of  this  case 
shall  be  arrived  at  between  the  two 
Departments.  There  shall  be  an  inquiry 
and  a  settlement. 

•(8.18.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  will 
be  satisfied  with  that,  merely  adding 
that  if,  unfortunately,  no  .settlement 
should  be  arrived  at,  or  no  settlement 
should  he  in  course  of  being  arrived  at 
by  some  investigation,  I  will  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  that  next  Session 
affords  of  bringing  the  subject  before 
the  House. 

(8.19.)  Me.  HANBURY  (Preston)  : 
Before  we  pass  to  sub-head  "  b "  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  as  to  the 
Civil  Central  Department  and'  the 
Central  Military  Doiwrtment.  1  desire, 
in  reference  to  the  question  raised  the 
other  night  in  reference  to  Lord 
Hartington's  Commission,  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
statement  lie  then  made  with  regard  to 
his  intentions  expressed  his  whole  view 
of  the  steps  that  should  be  taken  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  that  Commi.ssiiin,  because  if  that  is  so 
neither  of  tlie  two  most  important  objects 
embodied  in  those  recommendations  will 
be  attained.  Those  two  objects  were — 
first,  to  fix  responsibility  npon  some 
political  person  for  the  administration  of 


the  Army,  and  the  other  was  that  u.n  ex- 
pert officer  should  be  made  responsible 
for  the  strength  of  the  Army.  Under 
the  present  system,  neither  the  Secretary 
for  War  nor  the  Commander-in-Chief 
is  really  responsible  for  anything,  and 
it  is  impossible  to  punish  anybody  when 
anything  goes  wrong.  It  is  impossible, 
if  things  go  wrong,  to  prevent  them 
coming  to  Parliament,  and  saying,  "  Oar 
duties  are  so  immense  that,  although  we 
assume  responsibility  for  everything,  we 
are  only  fallible  men,  and  we  have  mere 
duties  thrown  upon  us  than  we  cAn 
attend  to  ourselves  ;  there  is  no  proper 
sub-division  of  duty  in  the  War  Office, 
and  though  we  are  nominally  responsible 
our  responsibility  is  a  farce."  In  addi- 
tion to  all  this  responsibility  thrown  on 
these  two  great  offices  you  have  this 
further  -fact,  that  it  is  impossible  to  bring 
home  responsibility  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  failures  we  have  had  in  our  Army 
lately  in  regard  to  our  great  guns,  our 
swords,  our  bayonets.  Under  this  sys- 
tem it  is  im}X)S8ible  to  punish  anybody. 
If  we  attack  anyone  very  low  down 
in  the  Department,  the  Secretary  for 
War  very  chivalrously  comes  forward 
and  says,  "  I  will  bear  all  the  responsi- 
bility." That  sounds  very  fine,  no  doubt, 
but  it  means  nothing  at  all,  because  bis 
responsibility  is  only  a  Party  one,  and  if 
anything  goes  wrong  the  Party  say, 
'•  TJiat  may  be  wrong,  but  we  have  to 
keep  the  Unionist  Party  in  power — or 
some  other  Party  in  power- — and  we 
must  bock  them  up."  It  is  the  same 
in  the  case  of  the  Commander-in-Chief. 
As  long  as  we  have  a  Royal  Duke  for  a 
Commander-in-Chief,  and  a  Secretiry  for 
War  who  is  backed  up  by  Parliament, 
that  state  of  things  must  necessarily 
continue,  and  it  will  be  impossible  to 
drive  home  responsibility.  Tlie  Com- 
mander-in  Chief,  as  an  expert,  ongbt  to 
be  resiKinsible  for  maintaining  the 
strength  of  the  Array  at  a  proper  point. 
Bat  in  neither  the  Army  nor  the  Navy  is 
this  principle  adopted.  I  was  astounded, 
on  the  Ciimmittee  on  the  Navy  Estimates, 
at  the  answer  I  reoeivod  from  Sir  Arthur 
Hood  to  a  question  I  put  to  him  aa 
First  Sea  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  I 
asked — 

"  Before  these  Estimatee  were  framed,  did 
you  even  take  into  your  calculations  what  were 
the  requimmnnts  of   this  countrj-,  and   what 
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the  atrength  of  the  Fleet  ought  to  be,  becauie 
if  you  did  not  do  that  aa  Executive  Officer, 
these  Eatimatoi  are  all  illuaory,  and  we  do  not 
know  whether  we  have  voted  too  much  or  too 
litUe." 

He  replied — 

"  I  did  not  do  that,  and   within  my  know- 
ledge it  has  never  been  done.'' 

That  is  the  way  we  vota  this  money.  In 
the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  in 
July  or  August  last  year  His  Royal 
HighnesB  went  about  the  country  com- 
plaining that  wo  ought  to  Iiave  9,000  or 
10.000  more  men  to  render  our  Army 
efficient.  Did  the  noble  Duke  impress 
that  on  the  Secretary  for  War  before  the 
Estimates  weru  framed  ]  He  did  not, 
and  I  say,  therefore,  that  such  a  thing  is 
ridiculous.  We  ought  to  have  an  expert 
to  whom  we  can  look  for  advice  on  such 
a  matter  as  this — a  roan  who,  having 
vast  knowledge  on  the  subject,  can  form 
a  reliable  opinion  as  to  what  the  forces  of 
the  country  ought  to  be.  We  ought 
not  to  allow  the  Military  and  Naval 
I  Btrength  of  this  country  to  depend  upon 
mere  Party  emergency.  I  hold  that  the 
most  important  recommendation  of  the 
R'jyal  Commission  has  not  been  dealt 
with  at  all.  Then,  again,  the  complaint 
has  been  made  that  the  Commandor-in- 
Chief,  having  no  definite  duties  assigned 
to  him,  has  a  roving  commission  to  go 
about  and  meddle  and  muddle  every- 
'  thing  ;  not  that  I  wish  it  to  be  understood 
for  a  moment  that  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
does  that,  but  1  say  that  that  is  the 
result  of  our  system  of  dual  control 
without  fixed  responsibility.  There  is 
no  definition  of  resjwnaibility.  There  is 
no  reason,  if  we  keep  a  Commander-in- 
Chief,  why  definite  duties  should  nit  be 
I  assigned  to  him.  There  is  no  other 
I  Army  in  the  world,  so  far  as  I  know, 
'  "wherj  a  man  who  should  lead  the  Army 
[in  time  of  war  has  a  s  >rt  of  n)ving  com- 
mission to  deal  with  all  D.-partments  of 
the  War  Olfice.  It  seems  to  me  that  to 
have  Committees  and  Commissions 
and  Councils  to  assist  the  Secretary  for 
War,  instead  of  having  o  well-defined 
I  sub-division  of  duties,  is  a  step  in  the 
wrong  direction,  because  my  experience 
is  that  Commissions  and  Committees 
and  Boards  are  simply  things  to  screen 
responsibility.  The  object  of  any  attack 
I  make  on  this  Department  is  to  secure 
that  there  shall  be  one  man  to  whom  you 
shall  look  for  responsibility  if  anything 
VOL.  CJCCXLVII.    [third  skriks.] 


is  wrong,  and  I  hold  that  the  more 
you  depend  on  Boards  and  the  like  the 
more  responsibility  is  hidden  from  the 
public  eye,  and  the  more  di£BcuIt  is  it 
to  trace  it.  With  reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Cabinet,  I  desire  to  know 
whether  the  decisions  will  be  recorded  1 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order  !  I  do  not 
see  how  that  question  comes  up  under 
the  sub-head  we  are  now  considering. 
As  the  sub-head  contains  the  salaries  of 
the  Secretary  of  Sttvte  and  the  Com- 
mander-in  Chief,  the  examination  of 
their  functions  is  quite  permissible  ;  but 
to  enter  into  the  question  as  to  what  is 
to  be  done  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Cabinet  appears  to  be  out  of  order. 

Mb.  HANBURY:  I  am  anxious  to 
know  whether  the  statement  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  made  with  regard  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet  applies  also  to 
the  other  Committees  and  Boards,  because 
our  groat  difficulty  in  regard  to  all  these 
Departments  and  Committees  is  that  we 
can  never  get  at  the  facts  of  the  case. 
Will  the  records  of  these  Commissions 
and  Councils  be  accessible  to  the  public, 
and  not  only  to  persons  within  the  War 
Office  and  the  successors  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend?  I  now  pass  t»i  the  Board 
of  Promotion,  and  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
going  to  afford  the  officers  an  opportunity 
of  testing  their  qualifications  for  promo- 
tion) At  the  present  moment  it  is  very 
difficult  for  anybody  to  find  out  who  is 
the  officer  best  fitted  for  promotion.  In 
the  German  Army  there  is  every  oppor- 
tunity of  knowing  who  is  fitted  for  pro- 
motion, especially  in  the  higher  ranks. 
There  there  is  a  school,  so  to  S]ieak,  in 
which  the  future  Generals  art^  trained. 
The  German  Generals  con  be  tested  by 
being  put  in  command  of  Army  Corps. 
We  have  nothing  of  the  sort  here. 
We  have  not  got  an  Army  Corps  to 
which 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  fail  to  see  how 
this  comes  under  the  sub-head  at  all. 

Mr.  HANBURY :  I  take  it  that  the 
Board  of  Promotion  will  be  composed  of 
oflBcers  connected  with  the  War  Office, 
and  my  argument  is  that  this  Board  will 
carry  us  very  littlefurther  than  the  present 
system.  Under  the  present  system  there 
is  no  opportunity  afforded  to  officers  of 
distinguishing  themselves,  or  of  showing 
their  qualification  for  promotion.  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  iwssible  for  my 
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right  hon.  Friend  to  go  as  far  aa  thoy 
go  in  the  German  Army  ;  Ijul  I  do  think 
he  might  tlirow  a  little  more  responsi- 
bility upon  colonels  of  regimonts  and 
regimental  officers,  so  that  we  may  see 
how  far  they  are  qualified  for  promotion. 
I  now  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman one  or  two  questions  with  regard 
to  the  difficulties  which  have  arisen 
within  the  last  two  or  three  weeks  in 
regard  to  the  Guards.  I  do  not  desire 
to  say  anything  which  will  in  any  way 
interfere  with  the  Secretary  of  State's 
control.  In  the  first  place,  I  have  to  ask, 
in  regard  to  the  Guards  generally, 
whether  he  is  going  to  lay  down  the 
rule  that  in  futare  all  the  officers  shall 
live  in  barracks,  because  what  has  taken 
place  shows  pretty  clearly  tliat  the  privi- 
lege the  officers  of  the  Guards  have 
hitherto  enjoyed  ought  to  be  done  away 
with  once  for  all.  [Colonel  Nolax  :  Un- 
married officers.]  I  do  not  know  what 
is  the  origin  of  the  outbi-eak ;  but  I 
think  there  is  a  very  strong  public  opinion 
tlmt  the  officers  of  the  Guards  have  not 
been  in  touch  with  their  men  as  officers 
ought  to  be,  and  as  I  believe  the  officers 
of  other  regiments  generally  are.  One 
can  judge  of  this  by  small  things. 
Coming  down  to  this  House  I  have 
noticed  officers  of  the  Guards  going  to  the 
Wellington  Barnicks.  I  have  seen  them 
saluted  by  men,  and  yet  take  no  notice  of 
the  s  date.  It  makes  me  indignant  to 
see  that.  It  is  not  the  conduct  of  officers 
or  gentlemen  ;  and  we  may  depend  upon 
it  that  things  of  this  sort — 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Again  I  do  not 
see  the  relevancy  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's remarks.  These  are  matters 
which  ought  to  be  entered'  into  on  the 
Vote  for  men  and  pay. 

Mr.  HANBL'RY  :  Du  I  understand  I 
am  not  entitled  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  on  this  V<jte  the  two 
following  questions :  Whether  there  were 
really  any  justifiable  com [>laint3  on  this 
matter — of  course,  whether  they  were 
justifiable  or  not  the  punishment  of  the 
men  was  richly  deserved,  because  thoy 
took  the  wrong  course  to  obtain  redress 
— whether  there  were  any  justifiable 
complaints,  such  as  complaints  about 
bari-acks  damages,  food  and  sentry  work  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  or  some  other  responsible 
person,  is  going  to  put  an  end  to  such  a 
state  of  things,  and  whether  the  Secre* 
Mr,  Hanbury 


taiy  of  State  has  provided,  or  the  Regn- 
laticma  of  the  Army  jirovide,  any  proper 
means  by  wtich  privates,  who  are '.com- 
plaining of  injustice  done  by  their  Com- 
manding Officer  or  anybody  else,  can 
report  their  complaints  to  the  Inspect- 
ing Officer  when  he  comes  round ?  It 
strikes  me  as  a  curious  fact  that,  although 
this  regiment  was  inspected  only  a  few 
days  ago,  no  complaints  were  made 
to  the  luspecting  Officer.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  give  me  some 
information  on  these  points.     (8.40.) 

•(9.12.)  Mh.  CUNINGHAME 
GRAHAM  (Unark,  N.W.) :  I  do  not 
know  how  far  the  rules  will  jwmit  me  to 
enter  upon  a  subject  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  has  treated,  I 
mean  in  reference  to  recent  occurrences 
in  the  Guards,  but  I  understand,  Sir, 
you  have  allowed  the  hon.  Member  to 
address  one  or  two  queries  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  I  presume  I  shall  be  in 
order  in  following  the  same  line  to  & 
certain  extent  I  do  not  take  the  same 
view  with  the  hon.  Meml)er  as  to  re- 
sponsibility and  control  of  Parliament 
over  the  Army.  I  hold  that  Parliament 
should  have  absolute  control, lx«th  in  gene- 
ral management  and  in  matters  of  detail. 
That  being  the  case,  if  you  will  permit 
me  to  enlarge,  not  at  great  length,  on 
events  which  have  recently  taken  place, 
there  are  two  questions  I  wish  to  ask. 
It  is  inconvenient  on  a  question  like  this 
to  ask.questions  of  a  Minister  who  is  not 
presont,  but  if  in  oi-der  I  will  proceed, 
and  perhaps  the  Financial  Secretary  can 
give  me  answers.  I  think  it  may  fall 
within  the  scope  of  your  ruling  if  I  press 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  a  clear 
and  -definite  answer  on  two  points, 
though  I  know  that  clear  and 
di  finite  answers  arc  not  jiarticnlarly 
plca.sant  to  a  Minister,  especially  in 
regard  to  such  grave  circumstances  as 
theso  upon  which  I  have  to  comment. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  it  is 
contemplated  to  hold  any  sort  of  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  officers  who  are 
responsible,  I  suppose,  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  discipline  in  the  regiment.  I  do 
not  wish  to  attribute  any  lack  of  judg- 
ment in  dealitig  with  the  men  to  the 
officers  or  to  any  particular  officer, 
but  I  desire  to  say  that  some  officer 
evidently  has  not  known  exactly  how  to 
deal  with  the  men  in  this  matter,  and 
that  owing  to  that  officer's  want  of  tact 
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and  judgement  n  state  of  tilings  has 
arisen  which  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
characleriBed  a«  being  almost  unparalleled 
and  iia  reflecting  grave  discredit  on  one 
of  the  first  regiments  in  the  British 
Army.  When  the  Commander-in-Chief 
commits  himself  to  a  statement  of  that 
kind,  the  House  of  Commons  ought  to 
allow  considerable  latitude  in  discussing 
the  question.  When  we  see  a  regiment 
of  wliich  -we  are  all  justly  proud  ordered 
away  at  a  moment's  notice,  and  in  a  way  in 
which  it  has  not  hitherto  been  customary 
to  order  a  regiment  abroad,  I  do  tjiink 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  now  that 
his  salary  is  under  consideration,  might 
vouchsafe  to  us  some  slight  modicum  of 
information  on  the  gmve  matters  which 
have  been  going  on  in  the  interior 
economy  of  the  regiment.  I  have  always 
thought,  in  common  with  other  Member.s, 
that  it  is  not  usual,  nor  I  believe  has  it 
been  usual,  to  send  the  Guards  away 
except  ill  case  of  war,  and  the  last  time 
they  were  ordered  away  I  l>elieve  it  was 
to  Canada,  complications  existing  at  that 
time  with  the  United  States  Government 
■which  it  was  thought  might  lead  to  war. 
But  owing  to  the  misconduct,  or  the 
alleged  misconduct — for  the  public  are 
absolutely  ignorant  of  what  did  tronspire 
— owing  to  the  alleged  misconduct  of 
6  or  7  men,  all  young  men,  we  have  this 
fine  regiment  ordered  away  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  tiixpayers  for  an  uncertain 
period  to  a  place  like  Bermuda,  which, 
though  it  may  be  an  agreeable  and 
healthy  place  of  resort,  is  not  the  sort  of 
place  to  which  such  a  regiment  would  be 
sent  in  this  particular  juncture.  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  know  what  really 
occurred  at  the  bariucks.  So  far  as 
we  know,  and  our  only  knowledge  is 
derived  from  the  Press,  five  or  six  men 
refused  to  turn  out  at  bugle  call  and 
locked  themselves  in  their  quarters. 
and  used  some  foolish  and  insulting 
words  to  their  oflScer.  For  this,  which 
may  have  been  a  harmless  freak  of  very 
young  men,  almost  boys,  a  very  grave 
degradation — I  think  I  may  call  it  so — 
'las  been  inflicted  upon  the  smartest 
regiment  in  the  Army  ;  and  I  would  ask 
"why  such  a  very  severe  sentence,  rang- 
ing over  a  period  of  from  1 8  months  to 
two  years,  has  been  inflicted  on  men  for 
an  offence  which  in  other  conditions  of 
life  would  have  merely  called  for  repri- 
mand P     Whea    men   place    themaelves ' 


voluntarily  under  military  discipline 
they  must,  more  or  less,  take  the  conse- 
quences of  their  own  act,  but  even  to 
men  under  military  discipline  some  fair 
measure  of  justice  should  be  extended ; 
and  for  a  fault  of  this  kind  to  inflict 
sentences  which  on  civilians  would  only 

be  inflicted  for  aggravated  assaults  or 
burglaries,  or  other  crimes  of  the  most 
serious  nature,  is  a  course  which  will 
tend  to  render  it  difficult  to  get  recruits 
to  enter  Her  Majesty's  Army,  and  which 
may  in  the  end  prove  subversive  of  that 
discipUne  Military  Authorities  think  it 
will  tend  to  strengthen.  I  shall  not 
cnlai-go  further  upon  that,  I  will  merely 
press  upon  the  Secretary  for  War  that 
he  should  give  a  distinct  answer  on  the 
point  T  have  placed  beforo  him,  and 
especially  upon  the  point  whether  we 
may  hope  for  a  relaxation  of  the  sen- 
tence upon  the  men,  who  I  think  at  the 
very  most  were  misled  intci  a  neglect  of 
discipline.  There  is  another  matter  I 
hope  I  may  be  in  order  in  raising.  I 
have  addressed  more  than  one  question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
grievances  of  General  Mitchell — I  do 
not     know    whether     1     shall     be     in 

order 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Tli at  would  come 
under  the  Military  Vote,  Vote  1 . 

•Mil.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Vote  1 1  I  think, 
Sir,  would  cover  it — retired  pay. 

•Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
fee!  an  uncertainty  as  to  wliich  ruling  I 
am  to  follow  1 

•The  chairman  :  The  question  may 
be  raised  on  Vote  1 1 . 

•Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  : 
Then  I  will  not  now  continue  my  remarks 
on  that  subject.  I  hope,  however,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  give  some  definite 
answer  to  my  questions  concerning  the 
recent  disturbances  among  the  Guards. 
(9.22.)  CoLoyEL  HUGHES  (Wool- 
wich) ;  I  desire  to  move  that  the  salary 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  should 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £100,  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  before  the  House  a 
miscarriage  of  justice  which  has  hap- 
pened in  connection  with  the  Depart- 
ment over  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  speaking  generally,  so  ably 
presides.  Some  two  months  iigvi  I  pre- 
sented a  Petition  from  certain  labourers 
employed  at  Woolwich  Arsenal,  and 
this  was  ruled  out  of  onler,  because 
it  applied  for  an  iucrease  of  wages,  and 
U  2 


671 


Supply— 


{COMMONS} 


Anny  Eglimattt. 


672 


thereupon  I  sent  it  through  the  heads  of 
the  Depivrtment  at  Woolwich  to  the 
War  Office.  I  have  a  letter  from  the 
Commissary  General,  Colonel  Ingram, 
acknowledging  receipt,  and  this  is  dated 
May  14. 

•I'nK  FINANCIAL  SKCRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFKICE  (Mr.  Bkodkick, 
Surrey,  Guildford) ;  As  a  matter  of 
order,  I  would  point  out  that  the  amount 
for  wages  WHS  included  in  Vote  1,  and 
that  this  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Vote 
under  discussion. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  was  waiting  to 
Iiear  the  exact  point  of  the  bon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman's  complaint.  If  it 
refers  to  waeres  only,  then  it  is  relev-ant 
to  Vote  1. 

Colonel  HUGHES:  At  the  present 
moment  I  am  waiting  to  hear  a  reply  to 
that  Petition,  and  this  has  not  yet  been 
received,  and  I  take  it  this  involvt-s  a 
complaint  of  the  conduct  of  public  busi- 
ness in  the  Department  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  the  head.  I  am 
desirous  of  enlarging  my  remarks  and  to 
deal  with  what  the  petitioners  desire  ; 
and,  subject  to  your  ruling,  Sir,  I  fee! 
sure  1  shall  Irnvo  the  sympathy  of  the 
Committee. 

The  chairman  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
complains  of  delay  in  not  attending  to  a 
communiwition  from  himself  to  the  De- 
partment he  must  confine  himself  to  the 
facts  in  relation  fo  that  delay. 

CoLOSKL  HUGHKS:  Submitting  m}-- 
self  to  your  guidance.  Sir,  I  will  confine 
myself  to  that.  The  letter  of  acknowledg- 
ment was  dated  May  14.  The  Petition 
related  m.iinly  to  labourers  in  the 
Ordnance  Store  Department  to  the 
number  of  nearly  1,000.  Colonel  Ingram 
infoimed  me  he  had  forwarded  it  to  the 
War  Otfice.  Yesterday  I  applied  to 
Colonel  Ingram  to  know  what  had 
beciinie  of  it,  and  to-day  I  have  received 
n  reply  from  that  officer  stating  that  no 
answer  had  been  received  from  the  War 
Offic.  Now,  under  these  circnmstanci  s, 
no  reply  having  been  received,  these 
men  being  in  the  employ  of  a  Govern- 
ment Department,  having  a  grievance 
and  having  applied  to  the  heads  of  the 
Department  for  redress  in  a  Petition  sent 
under  cover  of  a  letter  from  myself,  and 
two  months  having  elap.sed  without  any 
reply  beyond  a  bare  acknowledgment 
from  the  official  to  whom  it  was  im- 
mediately sent,  I  feel  it  is  a  duty  to  loj 
Colonel  Nityhes 


constituents  that  I  should  mention  the 
subject-matter  embodied  in  the  Petition. 

Toe  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  oi-dcr ! 

Colonel  HUGHES:  On  a  former  oc- 
casion, when  I  endeavoured  to  move  for 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  I  was  told  that 
I  should  have  an  opportunitj'  on  the 
Estimntes  of  raising  the  question  on  a 
Motion  to  reduce  the  salary  of  the  official 
immediately  concerned,  but  t«>  my  mind 
it  i.t  much  better  to  appeal  at  once  to 
head  quarters.  I  have  no  complaint  trt 
make  against  those  in  charge  of  the 
particular  Department  where  the  com- 
plaint originates.  I  know  they  spend  all 
the  money  they  can  get  from  the 
Treasnrj'  for  wages ;  my  complaint  must 
be  of  those  responsible  for  the 
Estimates. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  If  the  complaint 
refers  to  the  inadequacy  of  pay,  it  ought 
to  be  brought  forward  on  the  Vote  con- 
taining the  amount  for  the  wages  of  the 
men. 

Colonel  HUGHES :  I  could  only  raise 
the  point  by  moving  a  reduction,  and  that 
would  be  placing  myself  in  a  false  posi- 
tion, fur  my  complaint  is  that  the  wages 
are  now  insufficient.  If,  by  the  Rules 
of  discussion,  I  must  place  myself  in 
such  a  ridiculous  position,  I  will  do  so  to 
secure  m}'  object,  but  I  thought  that  as 
pnyment  of  wages  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  I 
could  raise  the  subject  now.  If  this  is 
not  so.  Sir,  what  Vote  do  you  suggest  as 
relcv.vnt  to  the  purptise?  This  may 
appear  amusing  to  hon.  Members,  but  it 
is  no  laugliim;  matter  to  those  men  on 
whose  In-half  I  am  pleading.  I  de.sire  to 
do  my  duty  t<)  my  constituents,  and  I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  assistance,  not 
only  from  the  Chairman,  but  from  hon, 
Membere  around  me. 

Thk  chairman  ;  The  hon.  Member 
must  find  out  the  Vote  upon  which  the 
question  of  pay  arises,  and  upen  that 
bring  forward  his  complaint. 

(9.30.)  Dn.  TANNER  :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  addres.sed  several 
letters  to  the  War  Oflice,  and  simply 
because  he  stood  np  for  poor  working  mi  n 
in  his  own  constituency  he  haa  been 
treated  in  a  contemptuous  way  and  has  re- 
ceived no  proper  answer.  As  far  as  I  can 
gather  from  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  the  War  Office  have  not 
behaved  with  courtesy  to  him,  or  in  a 
way   in    which    a    Pnblic    Department 
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should  behave.  I  do  think  that  some 
explanation  is  now  due  from  the  Secre- 
tary for  War,  because  1  gather  that  there 
must  be  some  fire  in  the  complaint 
raised,  and  that  it  is  not  all  smoke. 

•(9.32.)  Mb.  E.  STANHOPK:  I  am 
only  too  glad  to  have  this  opportunity  of 
answering. 

Ur.   TANXEH:     It  is  very  hard  to 
get  you  up. 

•Mr.  E,  stanhope  :  I  am  only  too 
glad  of  this  opportunity  of  saying  a  few 
words  in  reply  to  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend.  He  complains  that  certain 
labourers  have  not  received  an  answer 
from  the  War  Office.  But  I  may  men- 
tion that  when  the  Petition  was  received  a 
letter  was  written  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  had  made  certain 
allegations  which  were  highly  misleading, 
and  he  was  asked  to  point  imt  what 
labourers  were  receiving  25s.  or  308.  a 
week.  All  this  tim»  we  have  been  await- 
ing a  reply  to  that  question.  But  1  do 
not  wish  to  got  rid  of  this  question  on 
that  point.  No  doubt  some  of  the 
lab(5urer8  in  the  Ordnance  Store 
Department  have  been  asking  for  an 
increase  of  wages.  I  hope  that  these 
men  will  approach  me  in  a  proper 
manner.  They  must  not  approach  me 
through  the  hon.  Member. 
Ur.  tanner  :  Why  not  ? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  They  must  ap- 
proach me  through  the  head  of  the  De- 
partment. 

Dr.  tanner  :     Yes,  on  their  knees. 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  hope  and  be-, 
lieve  that  the  men,  if  they  are  well 
advised,  will  adopt  that  course.  If  they 
do,  they  will  get  an  answer  in  a  few 
days,  for  I  never  hesitate  for  a  moment 
to  listen  to  complaints  which  reach  me 
in  a  legitimate  manner.  I  have  listened 
to  the  speech  of  the  lion.  Member  for 
Preston,  and  I  confess  I  do  not  recognise 
in  his  description  any  resemblance  to  the 
War  Office  as  it  now  exists.  Ho  asks  me 
for  certain  particulars  about  the  records 
of  the  War  Office  Council.  All  1  can 
say  is  that  the  proceedings  referred  to 
are  recorded  for  the  benefit  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  is  and  the  Govamments  that 
are  to  come,  and  not  to  be  communicated 
to  the  publia  I  cannot  gratify  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  with  the  information 
he  desires,  and  I  believe  it  would  only 
be  an  additional  means  of  finding  fault 
with  the  Estimates. 


Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  only  desire  that 
in  cases  where  the  Secretary  for  War 
takes  a  course  contrary  to  that  advised 
by  the  Council  the  fact  shall  be  made 
known,  so  that  the  House  in  case  of 
necessity  may  attach  the  blame  in  the 
right  quarters. 

•Mk.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  not  pre- 
pared  to  do  that.  With  regard  to  the 
questions  relating  to  the  Guards,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  asks  me  whether  I 
will  lay  down  a  rule  that  all  officers  of 
the  Guards  shall  reside  in  barracks,  and 
he  spoke  of  abolishing  whet  he  called  the 
privileges  of  the  Guards.  One  of  those 
privileges  is  that  they  pay  for  their  own 
lodgings.  For  my  part,  I  should  be 
exceedingly  glad  if  I  could  provide  that 
the  officers  should  reside  among  their 
men  ;  and  although  I  am  not  going  so  far 
as  to  require  every  officer  henceforth  to 
reside  in  barracks,  yet  I  think  that  a 
fair  proportion  of  the  officers — at  any 
rate,  tlie  unmarried  officers — should  have 
the  means  afforded  them  of  liWng  in 
barracks. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  going  to  treat  the  officers  of 
the  Guards  in  exactly  the  same  way  as 
the  officers  of  other  regiments  ? 
•Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  In  other  l»rracks 
quarters  are  provided  for  the  officers.  I 
should,  inde«<i,  be  glad  to  provide  accom- 
modation in  the  barracks  for  the  officera 
of  the  Guards. 

Mb.  HANBURY  :  Why  not  ? 
•Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  It  is  easy  to  say 
"  \Yhy  not?"  but  the  hon.  MemVter  must 
know  that  the  space  in  Wellington 
Barrocks  and  Chelsea  Barracks  i.s  limited. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  asked  me  as  to 
complaints  and  their  nature.  He  re- 
quested me  to  tell  him  whether  or  not 
they  were  justifiable,  and  what  I  have  to 
say  in  reply  to  that  is  that  1  do  not  ir- 
tend  to  give  any  information,  I  do  not 
think  it  would  bo  in  the  interest  of  the 
Public  Service 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  May  I  again  inter- 
rupt the  right  hon.  Gei\tlemau? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No.  no  I  sh.kjl 
decline  to  afford  any  opportunity  either 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  House  to 
discuss  this.  This  is  a  question  on  which 
I  do  not  propose  to  give  any  information 
at  all. 

Mb.  HANBURY :  What  I  asked  was 
whether  there  were  any  jnsi  ifiable  com- 
plaints, and  whether  the  complaints  are 
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going  to  be  remedied.  I  ask  that  purely 
as  a  matter  of  fact  and  for  our  future 
guidance.  We  have  heai-d  a  gi-eat  deal 
on  the  subject  of  rations  and  as  to  sentry 
duty.  I  onlj'  want  to  know  if  tliese  com- 
plaints are  to  he  (^one  into. 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Any  complaints 
that  are  made  I  am  ready  to  consider,  If 
I  find  anything  in  them  i  shall  be  liappy 
to  remedy  them,  but  I  am  not  preimrcil 
to  give  the  House  of  Commons  any 
further  information  on  the  subject.  Then 
the  lion.  Member  asked  as  to  the  oppor- 
tunities the  men  have  rif  bringing  for- 
ward their  complnints.  Well,  every 
soldier  in  the  Army  has  a  Ixwk  telling 
him  in  the  plainest  way  the  mode  in 
which,  if  he  has  any  complaint  to  make, 
he  can  make  it.  In  that  Ixwk  tlie  soldier 
is  told  that  if  he  thinks  himself  wronged 
he  can  make  complaint  to  the 
captain.  If  he  thinks  himself  wronged 
by  the  captain  he  can  c^jmplain  to  his 
commanding  officer,  and  if  he  thinks 
himself  wronged  by  the  commanding 
officer  he  may  complain  to  the  general 
or  other  officer  commanding  the  district 
or  station.  The  officer  to  whom  com- 
plaint is  made  must,  in  due  course,  make 
inquiry.  I  cannot  jpftss  this  by  without 
Baying  one  single  word.  I  have  tried  to 
deprecate  strongly  any  interference  with 
the  discipline  of  the  Guards,  and  1  hope 
that  I  carry  with  me  the  general  sense 
of  Parliament.  IJut  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  not  run  away  with  the 
notion  that  because  of  this  unfortunate 
occurrence  in  one  single  regiment  of  the 
Guards,  therefore  they  must  look  with 
suspicion  on  the  brigade  of  Guards  as  a 
whole.  The  Guards  have  a  most  honour- 
able record.  They  have  served  in  all 
parts  of  the  world  with  distinction,  and 
at  all  times  when  serving  in  London  the 
Quards  have  met  not  only  with  the 
approval  of  tho.>e  who  command  them, 
but  the  public  have  liad  every  reason  to 
be  satisfied  with  the  conduct  and  dis- 
cipline of  the  Guards.  I,  therefore, 
repudiate,  in  the  strongest  way,  the  idea 
that  because  one  battolion  has  offended 
the  whole  brigade  of  Guards  should  be 
blamed,  or  held  open  to  censure  and 
criticism.  They  have  hitherto  deserved 
well  of  their  country. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  rise  to  order.  I  wish 
to   ask   whether   any  hon.  Member   has 
imputed  any  blame  to  any  other  battalion 
of  the  Guards  than  the  2nd  Battalion  ? 
Mr.  Uanbury 


The  CHAraMAN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  perfectly  in  order  in  the 
stittement  he  was  making.  The  hon. 
Member  is  under  a  complete  misappre- 
hension as  to  whnt  constitutes  a  point  of 
order.  The  question  of  order  is  one  of 
form,  and  not  of  substance. 
•Mr.  K.  STANHOPE:  As  this  Vote 
1ms  now  boon  under  discussion  for  two 
ilitys,  and  as  the  hon.  Member  behind  me 
(the  Member  for  Stockport)  has  a  very 
important  and  interesting  question  in 
connection  with  it  to  bring  forward,  1 
hope  that  the  Committee  will  now  proceed 
in  a  busmesslike  manner  to  dispose  of  it. 

(9.46.)  Colonel  HUGHES  :  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  said  that  I  failed  to 
answer  a  letter  which  was  sent  to  me.  That 
letter  was  an  inquiry  as  to  the  wages  of 
the  labourers  in  the  iron  works,  whereas 
the  Petition  referred  to  the  labourers  in 
the  Ordnance  Stores  Department.  That 
Petition  was  signed  by  900  men,  and  I 
wisli  to  know  whether  that  can  be  sent 
direct,  or  whether  a  fresh  Petition  must 
Ix'  signed  ? 

*i\tB.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  should  rocom 
ment  that  tlie  Petition  be  withdrawn  and 
.sent  in  in  the  ordinary  manner. 

(9.48.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  :  I  propose  to  deal  now  with  one  item 
on  the  Vote,  i.e.  that  of  the  pay  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  is 
constitutioimlly  the  representative  of  the 
Army  in  this  House,  and  he  is  responsible 
to  Parliament  for  the  general  administra- 
tion of  tlie  Army.  The  Commander  in 
Chief  is  at  the  head  of  the  comfaaitant 
portion  of  the  Army,  and  is  directly 
resjxmsible  to  the  Sovereign  for  the 
discipline  and  command  of  the  Force.  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  is  not  a  proper  things 
to  bring  before  Parlioment  questions  of 
internal  discipline  in  connection  with 
any  {Articular  regiment  unless  it  becomes 
a  matter  urgently  requiring  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament.  This  is  not  a  Com- 
mittee of  public  safety.  If  it  were,  it 
would  probably  result  in  evils  as  great 
as  those  which  cropped  up  in  France. 
But  at  present  we  are  asked  to  vote  a 
certain  sum  of  money  for  the  pay  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief.  I  presume  we 
are  to  infer  from  that  that  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  continue 
the  Commander  in  Chief  in  his  present 
position,  and  at  hi«  present  salary,  and 
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yet  having  regard  to  what  we  have 
learned  recently  it  appears  rather  strange 
that  that  should  be  so,  because  wo  have 
had  a  Report  of  a  Committee  accepted  by 
the  Government  with  regard  Ui  the 
positions  and  functions  and  responsi- 
bilitioH  of  the  Commander  in  Chief  which 
points  in  a  different  direction.  The 
representations  of  the  Committee  are  of 
a  very  serious  nature.  The  Commander 
in  Chief  is  entrusted  now  with  a  variety 
of  functions.  He  is  not  only  the  Com- 
manding Officer  in  Chief  fulfilling 
duties  which  attached  to  the  office  when 
it  was  established  in  1793,  but  he  hiis 
also  since  had  thrown  upon  him 
responsibilities  for  work  previously  di.s- 
charged  by  officers  who  were  heads  of  a 
variety  of  Departments.  The  Com- 
mittee which  sat  under  the  noble 
Lord  the  '  Member  for  Jk>sscudaIo 
declared  that  the  present  syA^em 
resulted  not  only  in  overloading ,  ^he 
Commander-in-Chief,  but  also  .in  wTsak- 
ening  the  sense  of  responsibility  av.  all 
the  officers  sulwrdinale  to  him,  butj;jwlio 
were  res^wnsible  to  the  Secretn^Jr  ■  «f 
State  only  indirectly  and  through  the 
Commander-in-Chief.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  on  the  nccurrence  of  a 
vacancy  certain  changes  should  be 
carried  out,  and  that  in  these  changes 
regard  should  te  had  to  the  responsi- 
bilities to  Parliament  of  the  Secretaiy 
of  State,  the  improvement  of  the 
consultative  functions  of  the  professional 
advisers  of  Ministers,  and  the  direct 
responsibilities  to  Ministers  of  officers 
charged  with  well-defined  duties.  What 
are  tlioae  duties '?  Outside  the  duties 
proper  of  the  Commander-in-Chief  are 
all  the  subsidiary  services  without  which 
an  Army  could  not  be  worked.  There 
are  the  Commissariat  Department,  the 
Clothing  Department,  the  arrangements 
for  transport  and  locomotion  at  home  and 
abroad,  the  medii»l  treatment  of  men  in 
peace  as  well  as  in  war,  and  last,  but  not 
least,  the  question  of  fortification s.  Now 
it  is  impossible  for  anyone  to  discharge 
all  these  miscellaneous  duties  without 
weakening  the  responsibility  of  the 
officer  in  charge  of  the  subsidiary  ser- 
vice. Now,  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
an  explicit  statement  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  points  I  am  raising, 
namely,  whether  it  is  intended  to 
continue    the    present    Commander-in- 


Chief  in  tho  same  position,  with  the 
same  responsibilities  and  with  the  same 
emoluments,  during  the  whole  of  the 
ensuing  financial  year. 

♦Mk.  E.  STAJVHOPE  :  Yes,  Sir. 
(9.r)r.)  Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  : 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  tho  Com- 
mittee to  a  subject  of  considerable  im- 
portance, namely,  the  employment  of 
reserve  and  discharged  soldiers  in  various 
Government  posts,  such  as  clerkships 
and  writerships,  and  as  messengers  and 
porters.  This  was  a  very  important 
i]uestion,  when  considered  in  con- 
ueetiiin  with  the  difficulties  of  re- 
cruiting. The  Reixsrt  of  the  Inspector 
General  of  Recruiting  forms  far  fi-om 
satisfactory  reading,  for  it  states  that 
although  the  quality  of  recruits  has  been 
reduced,  it  is  still  impossible  to  get  the 
required  quantity  of  men.  Several 
nostrums  b6ye  been  suggested,  among 
them  being  tliu  raising  of  the  pay  and 
the  bountyj.  .tthe  better  feeding  of 
the  men,  and  the  finding  of  employment 
for  reserve  and  discharged  soldiers.  If 
you  do  the  former  the  money  will  only 
go  into  the  canteen,  if  you  increase  the 
bounty  you  place  a  premium  on  desertion. 
As  to  food,  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  which  suggests 
that  the  bread  should  bo  baked  in  2lb. 
instead  of  lib.  loaves,  for  I  think  the 
soldier  should  have  a  meal  between 
dinner  time  and  breakfast  time  the  next 
morning.  It  is,  therefore,  to  the  ques- 
tion  of  employment  thut  I  think  we  must 
look  for  a  remedy.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
distinct  advantage  to  the  Public  Service 
that  men  attached  to  a  regiment  should 
be  enabled  to  keep  in  contact  with  their 
original  trade,  so  ns  to  he  fit  to  resume 
it  when  they  retire  from  the  Service. 
During  the  last  five  years  the  Associa- 
tion for  the  Employment  of  Discharged 
Soldiers  has  procured  employment  for 
5,000  men,  and  yet  it  receives  but  £200 
a  year  from  the  Government,  while  the 
War  Office  Vute  is  £250,000.  That  is 
but  a  small  quantity  of  bread  to  such  an 
intolerable  deal  of  sack.  I  think  the 
matter  is  well  worthy  of  consideration. 

•(.10. 1.)  Captain VERNEY (Bucks, N.): 
I  shall  move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced 
by  the  salary  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  £4,500,  and  I  do  nut  see  how  it  is 
{lossiblu  for  tho  Committee  to  avoid 
doing  so  on  that  question.    I  understand 
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that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  in 
this  House  that  when  a  viicancy  occurred 
the  duties  of  the  Commander-in-Chief 
would  be  divided  in  an  entirely  different 
manner,  and  with  great  advantage  to  the 
Army.  Are  we  to  be  told  that  because 
the  Commander  in-Chief  does  not  resign 
the  Army  is  to  remain  in  its  present 
state  ?  The  Government  have  put  off  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates  until  this 
late  period  of  the  Session,  and  then 
deprecate  any  discussion  of  the  Estimates. 
I  hojw  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House  will  sit  until  the  middle  of 
September  rather  than  allow  the  Vote  to 
be  taken  without  projier  discussion, 
especially  after  the  enunciation  distinctly 
of  a  sound  policy  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  I  move  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote  by  £4,500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Item  A,  SaLiries  of  the  War  Office, 
lie  reduced  by  £4,500.  the  Salary  of 
the  Commander-in-Chief."  —  {Captain 
Vemey.) 

•(10.5.)  Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  rise 
,  at  once  to  take  up  the  challenge  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  never  heard  the 
reduction  of  a  Vote  moved  upon  more 
slender  or  mea<jre  grounds.  I  can  quite 
understand  a  Motion  for  the  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State  or 
anybody  else  connect«d  with  the  War 
Office  ;  but  when  the  hon.  Member  takes 
upon  himself  what  is,  after  all,  an 
immense  responsibility,  he  ought  to  give 
some  reasonable  grounds  for  it,  while 
the  only  ground  the  hon.  Gentlemnn 
grtve  was  II  misquotation  from  himself. 
All  that  I  said  was  that  I  adopted  en- 
tirely the  language  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion, that  it  was  not  likely  tliAt  any 
successor  of  the  Commander-in-Chief,  if 
therd  was  to  be  one,  could  for  a  long 
period  of  years  have  the  same  authority. 
The  Commander-in-Chief  has  been  in 
the  service  of  his  country  for  over  50 
years,  and  he  must  have  greater  au- 
thority in  the  administration  of  the 
Army  than  iiuy  man  who  might  succeed 
him  for  a  long  period.  At  any  rate, 
change.^  which  might  afterwards  be  con- 
sidered could  not  be  adequately  con- 
sidered now.  I  have  taken  exactly  the 
ground  which  the  Royal  Commission  has 
t  iken,  and  I  cannot,  therefore,  believe 
that  the  hon.  Merabar  is  serious  in  pro- 
posing the  I'L-duction. 
Captain   Vfrtuiy, 


(10.7.)     Dr.    TANNER:    We    know 
that    the    Commander-in-Chief    cannot 
live  for  ever.     We  all  know  that  he  is 
an  old  gentleman  to  whom  nobody  has 
imputed   any  Imd   conduct  or  anything 
wrong.     But  it  has  reached  the  cars  of 
many  through  the  Press  that  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief   is     about     to     retire, 
and    that    our    Roysl   Dnke   is   to    be 
appointed  ;  and   I  think  it   would  be  a 
very  good  thing  if  we  could  get  some  de- 
finite and  explicit  answer  from  the  Secre- 
tary for  War.    But  1  rose  for  another  pnr- 
pose.    1  was  passing  along  by  Wellington 
Barracks  early  in  the   morning,  and    I 
saw  crowds   of    weeping   women   there 
who    were    not  on   the  strength  of  the 
regiment   which  was   going  abroad.      I 
would    ask    whether    any    pnivision   is 
going  to  be  made  for  these  poor  women, 
or  are  they  to  be  left  destitute? 
*(10.10.)  Caftais  VERNEY  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  I  misquoted  him, 
and  I  consider  that  is  sufficient  ground 
for  withdrawing   my  Motion,  because  it 
was  only  because  of  what  1  understood 
he  said  that  I  moved  it.     I   bej  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Db.  TANNER  :  It  appears  to  me  that 
numlwrs  of  these  poor  people  will  be 
thrown  into  the  workhouse  unless  some- 
thing is  going  to  be  done  for  them.  A« 
an  Irishman  in  London,  I  would  ask 
whether  anything  can  be  done  to 
alleviate  the  suffering  caused  by  sending 
this  regiment  abroad? 
•(10.11.)  Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  lam 
very  sorry  indeed  that  such  cises  should 
arise  as  the  hon.  Member  has  called 
attention  to.  When  a  regiment  is  sent 
abroad,  there  must  necessarily  be  cases 
of  considerable  hardship.  But,  then, 
there  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said  on  the 
other  side.  It  would  have  been  much 
better  if,  before  marrying,  the  men  had 
waited  until  their  short  period  of  service 
had  expired.  I  hope  something  may  be 
done  by  the  charitably  disposed. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basingstoke)  : 
Sir,  with  regard  to  discharged  soldiers.  I 
wish  to  call  attention  to  the  difficulty 
experienced  in  finding  suitable  employ- 
ment for  them,  because,  though  they 
have  served  with  the  colours,  they 
rarely  know  any  trade.  I  would  suggest 
whether   it   would    not   be    possible    to 
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have  techuical  Bckoola   attached  to  the 
regiments  ? 

The  chairman  ;  The  bon.  Genlle- 
msn'R  observationB  arc  not  in  order. 
The  hoii.  Member  for  Esficx  ingtjnionsly 
connected  his  remarks  with  the  paj-  of 
the  Inspector  General  of  Recruitinff,  but 
thut  was  rather  an  evasion  of  order. 

•(10.13.)  Mb.  JENNINGS  (Stookimrt): 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  desire  to  draw  attention 
to  the  expenditure  on  the  Vote,  though 
I  am  almost  disinclined  to  po  on  with 
the  discussion  on  account  of  the  time 
which  has  already  been  con.sumed  on 
the  Vot^.  The  subject  is  one  of  very 
cousiderahle  importance  to  the  Public 
Service.  For  the  organis^ition  of  the 
War  Office  the  Secretary  of  State  is  not 
in  any  way  responsible.  It  existed  long 
before  the  time  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  I  doubt  whether  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
entirely  to  remedy  its  defects.  The 
on^fanisatiou  is  cumbrous,  extravagant, 
and  defective.  If  hon.  Memliers  look 
down  the  Vote  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
characteristics  of  the  office  are  extra- 
vagant salaries,  a  larger  number  of 
persons  to  do  the  work  than  are  required, 
and  a  constant  tendency  to  accumulate 
high  pensions.  These  are  characteristics 
of  other  offices  besides  tlie  War  Office, 
bnt  no  other  possesses  them  in  greater 
perfection.  In  spite  of  reorganisations 
and  large  bonnses  paid  to  persons  to  go 
out  of  office  who  ought  never  to  have 
been  in,  at  this  moment  the  office  is 
ludicrously  overmanned.  There  are  no 
fewer  than  five  head  accountants,  cost- 
ing £5,800  a  year,  besides  a  large 
number  of  principal  and  senior  clerks. 
There  is  also  an  elaborate  system  of  re- 
duplication of  work  going  on  outside  the 
War  Offie  itself,  and  it  is  obvious  to 
all  of  us  that  any  Secretary  of  State,  with 
a  real  eye  to  business,  mast  sincerely 
wish  that  he  had  it  in  his  power  to  make 
a  clean  sweep  of  the  whole  concern,  and 
start  afresh  on  a  rational  basis.  At  the 
present  moment  the  staJI  cf  clerks  and 
draftsmen  cost  £144,812  a  year,  while 
the  copyists  and  Ixiy  clerks  cost  an  addi- 
tional sum  of  £8,800,  making  nearly 
£154,000  for  clerical  labour  alone. 
It  would  be  needless  to  say  anything 
about  this  amount  if  the  lalwur  were 
indispensable,  and  if  the  sum  ]>aid  for 
it  werp  ;«aaonable.      A  great    part    of 


the  labour  is,  however,  entirely  super- 
fluous, and  it  is  paid  for  at  an  extravagant 
rote.  I  find  that  there  are  18  principal 
clerks  receiving  palaries  of  £880  a  year  ; 
47  in  receipt  of  £650  a  year ;  and 
.31  receiving  £480  a  year.  As  times 
go.  these  are  not  bad  salaries,  especially 
when  we  remember  that  there  are  always 
pensions  accruing  ujwn  these  salaries, 
and  that  the  whole  of  the  clerical  staff 
have  not  only  the  usual  holidays  at 
Christmas  and  other  times,  but  that  they 
have  also  a  vacation  of  a  month  o."  six 
weeks  during  the  summer  ;  some  of  them 
getting  as  much  as  seven  weeks  off 
duty  in  the  course  of  the  year.  1  quote 
this  fact  from  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Committee,  of  which  I  was  a  Member, 
by  Mr.  Knox,  and  I  would  point  out  that 
this  estimate  docs  not  inclnde  the  Satur- 
day half-lioliduy  which  continues  all  the 
year  round.  If  an  advertisement  were 
put  in  the  papers  for  a  clerk  on  these 
terms,  Westminster  Hall  would  not  be 
largo  enough  to  hold  the  applicants. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  heads  of  the 
Departments  work  much  longer  and 
much  harder  than  the  clerical  staff,  and 
this  may  apply  to  some  of  the  princijwil 
clerks  to  the  heads  of  Departments,  but 
these  are  the  rules  of  the  office,  and  rules 
of  this  kind  are  never  wantonly  in- 
fringed. No  doubt  it  will  be  said  that 
the8.>  clerks  perform  duties  of  a  very 
onerous  and  difficult  nature ;  but  when 
this  is  the  case,  I  think  it  is  the  excep- 
tion rather  than  the  rule.  We  are  not 
left  in  any  doubt  or  to  vague  conjecture 
on  this  subject,  because  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners and  the  Select  Committee 
of  this  House,  who  have  gone  thoroughly 
into  the  matter,  have  ascertained  all 
the  facts.  They  tell  us  there  is 
a  great  mass  of  work  at  the  War 
Office  which  only  calls  for  ordinary 
intelligence,  experience,  and  industry, 
and  not  for  high  intellectual  attainments 
or  advanced  education.  In  their  Second 
Report  the  Commissioners  say  the  duties 
of  the  office  can  be  done  by  clerks  who 
have  received  an  ordinary  commercial 
education ;  but  there  are  a  large  number 
of  persons  interested  in  the  matter  who 
wish  us  to  believe  there  is  something  to 
do  in  Government  offices  which  is  not 
done  elsewhere,  and  can  only  be  done  by 
those  wbo  have  been  properly  initiated 
into  all  the  mysteries.     Tlie  fact  is,  that 
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the  clerks  in  the  War  Office  are  I'cmune- 
rated  at  a  rate  more  than  double  tliat 
which  they  woald  receiTe  for  performing 
8im.ilar  duties  in  any  commercial  estab- 
lishment of  this  or  any  other  country. 
Take  the  case  of  a  principal  clerk  at  the 
Receiving  House,  with  50  clerks  under 
him,  and  great  responsibilities  upon  his 
shoulders.  His  salary  is  only  from  £210 
to  £300  a  year.  Why  should  the  Govern- 
ment be  called  upon  to  pay  more  than 
the  market  value  of  the  labour  done  1 
The  only  reason  is  that  it  offers  the  clerks 
a  fixed  position,  light  hours,  easy  duties, 
a  certain  amount  of  social  prestige,  and  a 
pension  ;  but  surely  these  are  not  reasons 
for  the  payment  of  eitra>'agaut  salaries. 
The  Committee,  of  which  I  was  u  Mem- 
ber, distinctly  explained  that  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  work  consisted  of  simple 
repetition  ;  that  the  number  of  clerks 
employed  in  the  office,  especially  in  the 
higher  grades,  far  exceeded  what  was 
necessary  ;  and  that  the  proportion  of 
supervising  clerks  to  those  supervised 
waa  far  too  large.  I  am  afraid  we  shall 
be  told  that  this  arises  from  the  difficulty 
placed  in  the  way  of  re-organisation  by 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  in  1888. 
The  condition  in  which  we  are  in 
at  the  present  moment  is  this : 
that  notwithstanding  the  enormous 
expense  of  re-organisation  in  the  past, 
there  is  a  coDstant  demand  for  new 
re-organisation.  The  moment  one  re- 
organisation is  over  the  same  machinery 
is  set  to  work,  and  a  new  experiment  in 
a  few  years  becomes  necessary.  It  is 
less  than  12  years  since  a  tremendous 
re-organisation  was  accomplished  which 
cost  the  country  over  £40,000  in  pensions 
and  £  1 10,000in  bonuses.  Whatthe  public 
demand  is  that  these  Government  offices 
shall  be  amducted  on  the  same  jirinciples 
as  prevail  elsewhere,  and  tliat  uo  more 
hands  sliall  be  employed  than  are  needed 
to  do  the  work.  Furthermore,  if  there 
is  nothing  for  the  clerks  to  do,  they 
mast  be  called  upon  to  retire  on 
pensions  obtained  from  a  fund  to  which 
they  have  themselves  contributed. 
During  our  investigation  at  the  War 
Office  we  obtained  a  list  of  clerks  retired 
under  the  age  of  50  and  found  that  there 
were  39  of  thera.  They  were  retired 
at  over  half  their  full  salaries,  and 
bonuses  of  from  £500  to  £1,000  each. 
The  public  will  not  tolerate  this  operatii 
Mr.  Jtnning* 


again.  I  should  like  to  call  attention 
for  a  moment  to  a  statement  made  on 
the  undeniable  testimony  of  a  very  com- 
petent witness.  I  allude  to  Sir  B. 
Thompson,  the  Permanent  Under  Secre- 
t;\ry,  who  admitted  that  much  of  the 
highly -paid  work  in  the  War  Office  could 
be  dispensed  with.  Rcd-tapoism  is 
supreme.  Evidence  has  been  given 
about  a  pane  i>f  glass  of  the  value  of 
4s.  6d.  which  was  broken.  It  took  six 
months  and  an  immense  mass  of  corre- 
spondence to  decide  which  Vote  it  should 
come  under.  Evidence  has  been  given 
by  a  clerk  <it  the  War  Office  as  to  his 
daily  duties,  and  that  evidence  related 
to  a  particular  day  selected  by  himself. 
All  this  Upper  Division  clerk,  receiving 
a  large  salary,  had  to  do  was  to  certify 
that  certain  work  had  passed  through 
his  hands.  He  declared  that  the  most 
important  part  of  his  dailj-  duty  was  to 
see  that  the  observations  of  a  clerk  of  a 
Lower  Division  upon  an  account  were 
grammatical  —  for  it  seems  that  an 
ordinary  Lower  Division  clerk  is  very 
shaky  iu  his  grammar  until  he  passes  to 
the  Upper  Division,  when  increase  of 
knowledge  come.s  with  increase  of 
salary.  I  feel  sure  that  if  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  to  ro-constrnct 
the  Office  throughout,  he  would  place  it 
on  a  very  different  footing  from  that 
on  which  it  stands  at  present.  Another 
clerk,  named  Huggett,  was  called  before 
the  Commission  and  was  asked  whether 
there  was  not  a  great  deal  of  unneces- 
sary supervision,  and  he  replied  that 
there  was.  The  fact  is,  that  those  who 
are  supposed  to  check,  examine,  and 
Buj)ervise,  leave  the  duty  to  clerks  below 
them,  thus  proving  the  superfluity  of 
labour  in  the  office.  It  is  a  curious  fact , 
for  the  Committee  to  consider  that  the 
Germans  get  this  work  done,  notwith- 
standing the  immensely  greater  number 
of  their  Army,  for  £160,000,  while  the 
cost  with  us  is  £258,000.  But  in  the 
German  War  Office  military  clerks 
are  engaged,  and  are  occupied  in 
useful  work,  and  not  in  writing  elaborate 
Miuutes  alx)ut  a  broken  pane  of  glass. 
The  necessary  work  of  the  War  Office  is 
done  by  thera,  and  done  exceedingly 
well,  and  no  complaint  has  ever  been 
made  about  them.  This  illustrates  the 
point  I  have  endeavoured  to  set  forth. 
I  see   no  reason,  also,  why  officers  on 
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hftlf-pay  cannot  be  engaged  by  the  War 
OfiBco,  but  red-tapeism  is  against  them. 
I  listened  rery  carefully  to  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Knox,  the  Accountant  General,  a 
gentleman  of  great  ability  and  of  con- 
Rpicuous  devotion  to  the  Service,  and  I 
wae  much  surprised  bo  hear  him  declare 
that  the  feeling  in  the  Service  is  ajiwust 
the  employment  of  military  clerks.  It  is 
unfortunate  that  he  should  cherish  ii 
superstition  against  this  system,  espe- 
cially as  many  high  authorities  in  the 
Army  are  against  him.  Lord  Wolseley 
and  Genenil  Brackenbury,  who  arc 
officers  of  high  authority,  have  strongly 
recommended  the  employment  of  military 
clerks ;  and  Lord  Wolseley  has  .stated  that 
it  would  result  in  a  large  saving  in  civil 
pensions,  in  dispensing  with  highly-paid 
civil  clerks,  and  in  making  the  Army 
more  popular.  That  is  also  the  opinion 
of  General  Brackenbury,  who  told  the 
Commission  that  he  had  never  heard  ex- 
pressed even  a  suspicion  of  the  military 
clerks  not  performing  their  duties  pro- 
perly. He  declared  that  his  own  cou- 
Bdeutial  clerk  was  almost  entrusted 
with  State  secrets.  Mr.  Knox  took  a 
different  view,  and  said  that  he  would 
not  trust  military  clerks.  But  there  are 
already  a  large  number  of  military  clerks 
engaged  at  the  War  Office,  and  they  do 
their  work  satisfactorily.  In  fact,  there 
are  87  on  this  Vote,  costing  about  X9,300 
a  year,  while  there  are  394  civilian  clerks, 
who  cost  £118,000  a  year.  The  only 
objection,  it  seems,  that  is  urged  against 
the  further  employment  of  military 
clerks  is  that  they  might  fall  into 
collusion  with  contractors — that  is,  in 
short,  they  are  not  to  bo  trusted  ;  but 
that  idea  is  ridiculous,  and  I  deny  that 
there  is  any  force  in  the  objection.  Mr. 
Knox  is  in  favour  of  the  employment  of 
University  men  in  these  positions,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  appears 
to  support  that  view  ;  but  I  contend  that 
a  University  training,  however  desimble 
in  itself,  does  not  necessarily  qualify 
a  man  t«  deal  with  business  affairs.  No 
great  commercial  firm  would  cxinduct  its 
business  on  such  principles,  and  on  the 
same  point  the  Committee  may  take  the 
testimony  of  Sir  Algernon  West,  than 
whom  there  is  no  higher  authority  in 
the  Civil  Service,  who  told  the  Royal 
Commission  that  a  University  man  was 
of  little  use  for  this  work  without  busi- 


ness experience.  My  objection  to  the 
selection  of  University  men  is  not,  of 
course,  because  they  have  had  a  Univer- 
sity training,  but  because  they  receive 
far  higher  salaries  than  the  nature  of 
their  work  justifies  the  country  in  pay- 
ing. It  is  often  stated,  in  answer  to  this, 
that  if  these  men  had  gone  to  the  Bar 
they  would  have  earned  yet  more 
money.  But  that  is  not  certain ; 
every  liarrister  does  not  become  a 
Lord  Chancellor,  with  a  purse-bearer. 
I  undertake  to  .say  that  tlicre  are  many 
Inrri.sters  now  in  practice  who  would  be 
very  willing  to  sell  their  wigs  and 
gowns  at  half  price  if  they  could  obtain 
desks  at  the  War  Office  with  salaries  of 
.£700  or  £900  n  year—  salaries  very  much 
higher  than  the  nature  of  the  work 
justifies.  Bat  even  if  there  were  any 
foundation  for  the  argument  that  if 
these  gentleman  had  gone  to  the  bar 
they  would  have  made  larger  incomes,  it 
is  no  answer  to  my  contention.  It  is 
interesting  to  inquire  what  these  clerks 
themselves  have  to  say  about  their  work. 
If  it  could  be  contended  that  this  work 
is  such  us  could  not  bo  performed  any- 
where else  for  less  than  £900  a  year,  I 
admit  that  the  whole  case  would  fall  to 
the  ground.  Ouo  of  the  clerks  in  the 
War  Office — a  gentleman  named  Moir — 
went  before  the  Royal  Commission  and 
told  them  plainly  that  there  was  no 
work  in  the  Department  which  required 
even  the  mental  attainments  of  a  clerk 
in  the  Higher  Division,  and  that  a  Uni- 
versity man  going  into  the  War  Office 
would,  in  the  course  of  time,  through 
the  simple  work  he  was  constantly 
called  on  to  do,  utterly  lose  his  brain 
power.  Surely  that  is  worse  than  any- 
thing I  have  presented  to  the  House. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  In  what  Depart- 
ment is  that  eentleman  ? 

•Mr.  JENNINGS  :  That  I  cannot  say, 
as  I  did  not  make  a  note  of  the  Depart- 
ment. I  did,  however,  make  a  note  of 
the  number  of  the  question,  and  I  will 
give  him  that,  It  was  question  No. 
4,824.  Here  we  have  a  gentleman  stoting 
that  a  clerk  in  the  War  Office,  simply 
through  the  performance  of  his  routine 
duties,  loses  his  brain  powt  r.  Even  Mr. 
Knox  must  be  struck  with  remorse 
when  he  looks  at  the  Universitj-  wrecks 
who  have  gone  to  pieces  on  the  rocks  of 
£900  a  year  and  a  pension.     I  would  not 
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liBve  brought  this  rase  forward  on  niy 
owu  lesponsibility,  liut  I  thouffht  that 
at  least  the  clerks  in  the  office  could 
be  tmst.fd  to  tell  the  truth  about  such  a 
matter  as  this.  I  will  not  dwell  upon 
the  fact  that  the  amount  set  down  for 
messengers  in  the  War  Office  is  nearly 
£9,000.  The  redeeming  feature  in  this, 
however,  is  that  the  men  are  old  soldiers, 
who  may,  it  seems,  be  trusted  to  carry  a 
letter,  but  not  to  copy  one.  I  contend  tliat 
their  services  should  be  much  more 
utilised  than  at-present.  I  am  not  so 
unreasonable  as  to  call  on  the  Secretary 
for  War  to  make  a  reduction  in  the  Vote 
at  once,  and  I  do  not  ask  him  to  do  mort< 
than  that  he  will  in  the  future  facilitate 
iivningoments  by  which  it  may  be 
possible  to  mtike  necessary  and  useful 
reforms.  No  one  who  ha.s  examined  the 
working  of  this  office  can  fail  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  is  open  to  a  good 
deal  of  reasonable  reform.  The  fact  that 
previous  attempts  at  reform  have  not  suc- 
ceeded is  no  reason  why  further  efforts  in 
that  direction  should  not  be  made.  I  will 
not,  however,  in  moving  the  r;.'duction  of 
the  Vote,  press  the  Motion  to  a  Division. 
I  only  wish  to  give  expression  to  the 
opinion,  which  I  believe  is  held  by  the 
public  and  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
that  the  expenditure  is  extravagant  and 
ought  to  he  reduced. 
•(10.4O.)  Mr.  BRODRICK  :  lam  sure 
that  no  Member  of  the  Committee  can 
complain  of  the  tone  or  substance  of  the 
hon.  Member's  speech.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  given  great  attention  to  this  matter, 
and  he  was  a  valuable  Member  of  the 
Committee  who  inquired  into  this  and 
other  War  Office  Votes.  No  doubt  a 
considerable  amount  of  evidence  was 
tAken  on  that  occasion,  and  some  of  it,  to 
which  the  hon.  Meml»r  has  referred  to- 
night, would  point  to  the  necessity  for 
some  change  in  the  existing  system.  At 
the  same  time,  the  hon.  Member  will  not 
expect  me  to  concur  altogether  in  the 
gruesome  picture  which  he  drew  of 
a  War  Office  clerk  condemned  to  short 
hours  and  a  large  salary  losing  his  brain 
power  through  routine  work,  and  un- 
able to  find  anj^  scope  for  his  abilities. 
My  hon.  Friend  will  recollect  that  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Royal  Commis- 
aion  referred  to  the  War  Office  under 
the  old  system,  before  competitive  ex- 
aminations were  introduced,  and  to  the 
Jfr.  Jetminffn 


large  number  of  clerks  who  dated  from 
the  old  days  of  nominations.  My 
hon.  Friend  will  have  noticed  the 
enormous  reduction  which  has  been 
made  in  the  number  of  Higher 
Division  clerks  receiving  high  salaries 
and  entitled  to  large  pensions  appointed 
prior  to  the  re-organisation.  Originally 
there  were  over  200  of  that  grade,  and 
our  authorised  establishment  is  136,  but 
they  have  been  so  reduced  that  the  present 
number  is  1 13,  though  T  do  not  sny  that 
that  number  even  is  necessary  for  the 
work.  I  think  that  60  or  70  would  be 
nearer  the  mark,  and  proposals  have  been 
made  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  allowing  some  such  limit  to  be  drawn. 
The  work  to  be  done  by  responsible 
clerks  is  very  large,  and  no  man  is 
now  promoted  to  the  higher  j)osts  except 
by  selection,  and  when  the  Higher 
Divisions  gets  down  to  the  normal  level, 
the  whole  of  its  members  will  ba 
employed  on  superintending  duties, 
and  we  wish  to  carry  on  this 
process  as  rapidly  as  possible,  as  wo 
regard  it  as  to  the  advantage  of  the 
Public  Service.  My  hon.  Friend  asserts 
that  much  of  the  work  of  the  Wiir  Office 
is  superfluous,  and  I  am  entirely  in 
accord  with  my  hon.  Friend  on  that 
point.  We  have  pointed  out  time  after 
time  that  the  principles  upon  which  the 
House  of  Commons,  acting  through  the 
Treasury,  has  forced  the  War  Office  to 
proceed  in  the  audit  of  every  single  item 
of  expenditure, areextravagant  principles 
which  could  not  possibly  hv:  carried  out 
ill  any  commereial  enterprise.  I  must 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  House 
of  Commons  is  entirely  responsible  for 
these  principles.  The  House  cheers 
every  allusion  to  the  action  of  the 
Auditor  General,  and  time  after  time  wo 
have  beeu  taken  to  task  because  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  War 
declined  to  allow  the  Auditor  General 
to  interfere  in  the  practical  new  work- 
ing of  the  department,  not  excluding 
such  questions  as  those  of  contract,  for 
which  the  Auditor  General  has  no 
expert  knowledge  to  guide  him. 
With  regard  to  the  allegations  of  over- 
payment of  the  staff,  wo  quite  re- 
cognise that  the  great  majority  of  the 
work  of  the  War  Office  can  lie  performed 
by  men  of  ordinary  intelligence  and 
experience ;  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
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is  filling  all  vacanciea  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  Lower  Division  clerks — cojiyiats. 
With  regai-d  to  military  clerks,  it  is 
desired  that  as  many  shall  be  employed 
113  is  coiiiiistent  with  the  work  to  be  done. 
Itut  it  is  a  question  whether  we  should 
be  wise  to  take  officers  of  nearly  30 
years'  service  and  put  them  to 
sujx?rintending  work  now  performed 
by  civilian  clerks  whose  numbers 
were  beinj^  rapidly  reduced.  As  to  the 
employment  uf  soldiei-s  and  non-commis- 
sioned officers,  this  is  done  now  iis  far  as 
work  can  be  found  for  them,  and  it 
proves  to  be  advantageou.s.  The  nuraliers 
of  military  clerks  has  gone  on  increasing 
year  by  year,  and  we  shall  continue  to 
employ  them  as  long  as  wo  find  it  is 
really  economical  and  labour-saving  to 
do  so.  As  to  the  messengers  of  the 
War  Office,  the  expenditure  upon  them 
lo<ik8  large,  although  they  are  en- 
tirely old  soldiers.  The  physical  con- 
formation of  the  War  Office  buildings 
is  extremely  difficult  to  deal  with.  The 
War  Office,  I  might  almost  say,  is 
scattered  all  over  this  part  of  Ijondon. 
There  are  nine  separat?  buildings,  and 
m.'ssengers  have  to  bo  constantly  passing 
to  and  frj.  The  cost  of  messengers 
must  continue  to  look  disproportionate 
until  it  i.^  thought  necessary  to  re-build 
the  War  Office  at  considerable  expense. 
However,  considerable  reduction  will  be 
nuide  iu  tiie  Vote,  the  numljer  rif  estab- 
lished messengers  being  diminished,  and 
teni(nira.ry  me8s:'ngers  being  employed 
instead.  Pro[Xi.sals  in  s^-veral  directions 
have  been  submitted  t<.)  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  reducing  the 
expenditure  at  the  War  Office.  We 
recognise  that  a  much  smaller  num- 
ber of  highly-trained  men,  with  a 
proportionate  numb3r  of  men  of  ability 
suited  to  the  work  they  have  to 
J  erform,  will  be  sufficient  for  us  in  the 
future.  Of  course,  the  numlwr  of  men 
h'ls  grown  enormously,  and  the  work  has 
grown  enormously.  Wc  have  under 
arms  half  as  many  men  again  as  we 
had  in  1860,  and  the  labour  of  the 
Department  is  corr^'spjudingly  increased. 
Our  desire  is  to  study  economy  in 
every  particular  in  the  appointments 
and  the  administration,  and  to  relieve 
ourselves,  if  we  can,  of  some  of  the 
superfluous  work  that  is  thrown  upon  us. 
We  adopt  the   spirit  of  the  suggestions 


made  by  my  lion.  Friend,  and  we  feel 
grateful  to  him  for  the  moderate  and 
the  practical  manner  in  wliioh  he  has 
put  them  forward. 

(10.57.)  Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR:  Any- 
body  who  has  listened  to  the  ex- 
planations of  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  be  surprised  that  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  War  Office  falls  sometimes 
into  a  muddle.  He  admits  that  the  st-vS 
of  the  War  Office  is  excessive,  and  he 
goes  on  to  s^y  that  the  amount  of  work 
it  has  to  do  is  very  large ;  that  it  was 
impijsiid  on  it  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, which  insists  on  the  work  of 
the  Auditor  General  being  carried  out 
to  a  ridiculous  extent.  1  do  not  think 
that  is  any  answer  to  anyone  who  knows 
practically  the  organisation  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  War  Office.  Three-fourths  of 
the  st«fF  of  the  War  Office  in  its  upper 
gr.ides  might  be  done  oway  with,  luul  1 
think  the  continuance  of  that  staS  is  a 
very  considerable  reproach  t<.)  the  exist- 
ing  administration.  The  hon.  Member 
has  stated  that  the  clerks  in  the  Higher 
Divi-sion  were  to  be  reduced  in  number 
from  11.3  to  GO.  Then  why  are  the 
extra  clerks  retained  at  all  ?  If  the  time 
of  clerks  is  fully  occupied  it  must  be 
either  with  necessary  or  unnecessary 
work  ;  and  if  any  part  of  the  work  done 
is  unneces.sary  it  ought  to  bo  gc^t  rid  of. 
•Mr.  KRODRICK  :  There  is  no  iK>vver 
to  reduce  the  audit  work,  or  to  get  rid 
of  these  gentlemen. 

Mu.  A.  O'CONNOR :  No  doubt  there 
is  a  considerable  amount  of  audit  work, 
but  it  is  not  necessary  to  have  it  done 
twice  over,  and  that  which  is  the  work 
of  audit  proper  ought  to  be  transferred 
to  the  staff  uf  the  Auditor  General.  No 
doubt  there  must  lie  a  sufficient  clerical 
staff  to  enable  the  Department  to  know 
how  much  money  it  has  expended  and  how 
much  it  has  yet  available.  Having  some 
knowledge  of  the  Department,  and  having 
sat  on  the  Royal  Commission  on  Civil 
Establishments,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  out  of  47  senior  clerks  .30 
might  be  dispensed  with  immediately ; 
and  out  of  31  who  have  salaries  of  be- 
tween XI 50  and  £500,  20  might  be  got 
rid  of.  Many  of  these  clerks  are  what 
is  known  as  redundant ;  they  were 
continued  in  the  Department  at  the  time 
of  the  last  re-organisation.  I  contend 
that  work  might  have   been  found  for 
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them  in  other  Departments  in  which 
appointments  and  promotions  are  being 
made.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
shakes  his  head  ;  but  does  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  deny  that  promotions  and 
appointments  have  been  stopped  in  the 
Civil  Service  until  redundant  clerks  have 
liad  work  found  for  them  f 

(11.5.)  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St. 
Qeorge's,  Hanover  Square) :  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  in  the  War  Office,  as 
in  other  Departments,  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty has  been  found  in  dealing  with  re- 
dundant clerks  ;  but  you  cannot  stop  pro- 
motions, for  in  that  case  there  will  be  dis- 
contented service,  and  remonstrances  will 
be  made  in  this  House  by  Meraliers  who 
will  have  their  pockets  full  of  co'roplaiuts 
that  the  Government  has  been  guilty  of 
breach  of  faith. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR :  The  right  Uon. 
Gentleman's  explanation  does  not  remove 
"what  appears  to  be  the  great  blot  on  the 
system.  Is  it  contended  that  a  Civil 
servant  has  a  vested  right  of  promotion 
in  his  own  Department  irrespective  of 
the  public  interc^sts  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  Then  if  rednn- 
dant  men  are  transferred  from  Depart- 
ment A  to  Department  B,  and  promotion 
18  then  stopped,  why  should  there  be  an 
outcry  in  Department  B  which  the 
Government  are  bound  to  recognise ! 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  It  is  human  nature. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR:  Well,  if  human 
nature  is  to  be  yielded  to,  you  will  have 
cries  from  all  directions.  Human  nature 
roust  not  override  the  riglitof  the  public 
to  obtain  work  fnmi  those  whom  it  is 
bound  to  pay.  The  fact  is,  this  House  is, 
to  a  large  extent,  responsible  for  extra- 
va^^mce  in  the  Civil  Service,  because 
both  sides  bring  pressure  to  l)ear  on  a 
Member  who  does  anything  which  re- 
motely threatens  what  are  regarded  as 
vested  interests.  Tliat  is  one  reason 
why  promotions  and  appointments  are 
being  ma«le  while  there  are  still  redun- 
dant clerks.  Hard  as  it  may  seera  to 
the  country  if  work  cannot  be  found  for 
men,  the  Government  will  be  justified 
in  putting  them  on  tlie  retired  list.  It 
is  said  the  men  are  over-paid  for  the  work 
they  do.  In  too  many  cases  this  is  true. 
You  have  gut  into  the  Civil  Service,  if  I 
may  use  the  simile,  horses  to  do  ssscs' 
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work,  and  having  got  these  highly-paid 
men  in  the  Public  ."^rvice  on  certain  con- 
ditions, you  cannot  dismiss  them,  and 
are  bound  to  pay  them  their  salaries.  I 
do  not  ]iropose  thot  any  very  large, 
sweeping  reductions  should  be  made, 
but  I  do  say  that  a  very  considerable 
reduction  can  be  effected  in  the  War 
Office  iu  the  higher  ranks,  and  the 
change  can  be  made  without  inflicting 
any  great  hardship  on  individuals  by 
extending  the  system  of  transfer.  Why 
should  not  men  now  in  the  War  Office 
be  transferred  to  the  Treasury  or  the 
Colonial  Office  ? 

•Mb.  BRODRICK:  One  man  has  been 
ti-ansferred  to  the  Treasury  and  one  to 
another  Office. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  No  doubt.  One 
man  !  But  a  great  many  men  are  trans- 
ferred from  the  Treasury  to  other  offices, 
especially  if  they  happen  to  have  been 
private  secretaries.  The  Treasury  is 
al  ways  treated  with  exceptional  favour. 
If  it  is  so  easy  to  practise  the  principle 
of  transfer  when  it  is  a  question  of 
giving  Treasury  men  appointments  in 
other  branches  of  the  Civil  Service,  why 
should  it  be  so  difficult  to  practise  the 
principle  in  the  case  of  the  War  Depxirt- 
mentl  I  believe  that  if  the  Civil 
Service  were  treated  as  a  whole,  a  great 
many  of  the  existing  difficulties-might  be 
got  rid  of.  I  know  it  will  be  said  by 
the  Government  that  the  men  who  are 
iu  charge  of  the  Departments  do  not 
like  to  see  strangers  brought  in  from 
other  Dejiartments  over  the  heads  of 
their  own  men.  That  difficulty  is  never 
allowed  to  prevail  when  it  is  a  question 
of  transferring  Treasury  officers  to  good 
situations  elsewhere,  and  a  Minister  of 
determinotion  would  very  soon  binish 
away  difficulties  of  that  kind.  If  a  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  had  been  moved,  I 
should  feel  it  my  duty  to  vote  for  it, 
because  I  believe  this  is  an  inflated 
Vote,  a  Vote  which  mdght,  without  any 
personal  injustice  being  inflicted,  be 
reduced. 

(11.1.5.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  pre- 
sent appears  to  be  one  of  those  occa- 
sions when  the  House  of  Commons  is 
feverishly  in  favour  of  a  reduction  of 
establishments  and  the  cheapening  of 
the  cost  of  Public  Departments.  But 
these  are  only  spasmodic  occasions, 
because  it  is  often  the  case  that  when 
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the  Government  take  in  hand  any 
scheme  by  wliich  a  real  reduction  of  the 
number  of  Civil  servants  will  bo  effected, 
hou.  Members,  either  from  compassion 
or  from  other  motives  which  I  will  not 
characterise,  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon 
the  Government  in  resistance  to  the 
scheme.  1  have  been  asked  whether 
any  Civil  servant  has  a  vested  right  to 
promotion.  My  reply  is  emphatically 
that  there  is  no  right  of  the  kind.  But 
although  there  is  no  vested  right,  there 
is  an  expectation  on  the  part  of  p>ersons 
■who  have  entered  the  Service  that  after 
a  certain  time  they  will  reach  positions 
of  larger  emolument,  and  when  such 
posts  are  abolished  there  is  uaturally  dis- 
appointment and  discontent.  I  wish  1 
could  convince  hon.  Memliers  of  the 
difficulties  which  the  Government  ex- 
perience when  they  attempt  to  reduce 
the  number  of  the  superior  appointments 
in  the  Service.  I  have  Memorials  before 
me  at  the  present  time  petitioning  the 
Treasury  not  to  carry  out  the  scheme  of 
reduction  which  ought  to  follow  as  a 
result  of  the  Royal  Commission.  The 
argument  put  forward  by  the  petitioners 
are  these  :  they  do  not  exactly  claim  a 
vested  iuterest,  but  they  have  worked 
up  to  a  given  point ;  they  have  done 
good  service,  and  they  have  had  for 
many  years  the  expectation  to  rise 
to  the  superior  posts ;  and  I  am 
sure  it  would  cause  cruel  disappoint- 
ment and  dissatisfaction  throughout  the 
Civil  Service  if  the  Government  were 
to  proceed  with  anything  like  strin- 
gency in  the  direction  of  abolishing 
these  su|}erior  po.-ta,  and  a  discontented 
Civil  Serv'ics  would  be  a  great  calamity 
to  this  country.  It  would,  therefore,  Ije 
unwise  to  proceed  with  any  degree  of 
exaggeration  on  this  path,  which,  never- 
theless, the  Government  ought  to  follow, 
as  they  are  most  anxious  to  carrj'  out 
the  views  of  the  Royal  Commission.  I 
hail  with  satisfaction  occasions  like  this 
when  hon.  Members  declare  they  are 
with  the  Government  in  the  attempt 
to  abolish  a  certain  number  of  tliese 
superior  posts  which  are  no  longer 
wanted.  At  the  same  time,  we  must 
proceed  with  considerable  caution.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  asked, 
"  Why  not  transfer  to  the  Treasury  and 
the  Colonial  Office?"  The  answer  is, 
that  the  Treasury  and  the  Colonial  Office 


are  full  and  want  no  more  clerks.  The 
Commission  reported  that  the  superior 
posts  iu  nearly  all  the  offices  are  un- 
necessarily numerous,  and  that  vacancies 
ought  not  to  be  filled  up.  We  have  not 
the  opportunity  of  ti-ansferring  clerks 
from  the  War  Office  to  other  Depart- 
ments, because  in  those  other  Depart- 
ments there  ought  also  to  be  reduction 
on  the  same  scale. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  The  Local 
Government  Board  and  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Mb.  (JOSCHEN  :  I  only  wish  I  could 
convince  the  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  diffi- 
culties we  have  had  with  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  and  the  Board  of  Trade.  We 
have  endeavoured  to  transfer  some 
clerks  from  the  War  Office  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  but  we  have  re- 
ceived mo.^t  serious  remonstrances  from 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
that  Depnrtraent,  who  says  that  it  will 
not  be  the  best,  but  prolxibly  the  worst, 
clerks  whom  the  War  Office  will  wish  to 
send  over.  No  Department  ever  wishes 
to  transfer  ita  best  and  most  useful 
clerks,  and,  therefore,  other  Department* 
are  afraid  of  getting  bad  bargains.  The 
First  Ijord  of  the  Treasury  has  taken  the 
greatest  pains  to  effect  transfers  from 
one  office  to  another.  Sometimes  he 
has  been  met  with  what  I  may  call 
grumbling  acquiescence,  and  at  other 
times  the  resistance  has  been  so  great  it 
has  been  very  difficult  to  carry  out  his 
object.  The  transfers  are  still  on  a 
small  scale,  and  for  the  reason  that  in 
ail  the  offices  where  the  Government 
are  trying  ti>  diminish  the  number  of 
sujjerior  clerks  the  transfer  scheme  is 
fnuight  witli  difficulty.  I  ho{«  the 
hon.  Member  and  the  Committee  will 
not  understand  we  are  opposing  the 
desire  of  the  Royal  Commission  or 
the  Committee  on  this  point.  We  are 
anxious  to  make  progres.s  in  this 
direction,  but  the  difficulties  are  far 
greater  than  they  appear  to  the  casual 
observer.  A  comjwirison  has  been  drawn 
between  the  emoluments  received  by 
civilians  in  the  War  Office  in  this  country 
and  the  salaries  given  in  Germany. 
Those  who  made  that  camporison  have 
not  made  allowance  for  the  fact  that 
work  of  all  kinds  is  paid  for  les.s  highly 
in  Germany  than  here.  I  wish  the 
Committee   to   understand    and   I  wish 
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the  public  to  undcrgtaad  this,  that 
during  the  last  four  years  fewer  new 
men  have  been  admitted  into  (he  Public 
Service  than  in  any  four  years  pre- 
viously. The  Government  are  doing  all 
they  can  to  keep  down  the  cost  of  the 
Public  Service,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
they  are  attempting  to  do  so  in  a  manner 
which  will  not  create  discontent  among 
the  Civil  servants. 

(11.25.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  ikc.)  :  I  have  also  greiit  experience 
in  these  matters,  and  I  acknowledge,  to  a 
certain  extent,  the  difficulties  to  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
alluded.  There  are  great  difficulties 
alx>ut  the  tran.sfer  of  Civil  servants. 
The  disposition  always  is  to  transfer  the 
bad  bargains,  and  there  is  a  groat  un- 
willingness on  the  part  of  offices  to 
accept  the  bail  bargains  of  other  offices. 
But  this  is  only  a  question  of  degree,  and 
it  seems  to  me  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  has  raised  a  question  of  great 
width  jand  importance,  and  has  put  his 
finger  on  a  great  abuse.  If  it  was  the 
case  that  the  Civil  Service  was  to  be 
reduceil  all  round,  I  could  believe  there 
was  a  justification  for  what  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  saiil,  but  the 
Estimates  testify  that  that  is  not  the 
case.  The  Civil  Service  Estimates  in- 
crease every  year,  and  that  increijse 
means  the  employment  of  more  men. 
At  the  same  time,  the  number  of  re- 
dundant pensioned  men  is  increasing. 
Men  are  pensioned  in  the  prime  of  life 
on  one  pretext  or  another,  and  enormous 
burdens  are  thus  imposed  on  the  country. 
Tde  Treasury  ought  to  exercise  firmness, 
and  insist,  when  there  are  too  many 
clerks  in  one  Dei»rtment,  on  trans- 
ferrin;^ some  of  them  to  another  Depart- 
ment. I  admit  that  as  soon  as  you 
exercise  firmness,  you  are  apt  to  have  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  bringing  pressure 
to  bear  on  the  Government  on  behaif  of 
the  Civil  servants  who  think  they  are 
injured.  That  raises  a  wider  question. 
In  my  opinion,  a  very  serious  and  fatal 
mistake  was  made  in  giving  votes  to 
Civil  servants,  and  giving  them  liberty 
to  take  part  in  political  agitation.  It  is 
most  difficult  to  keep  the  Public  Service 
within  propjr  bound.s  when  you  have 
public  servants  exercising  great  political 
power.  The  evil  is  growing,  and  I  fear 
we  may  reach  that  unhappy  state  of 
Mr.  Goichen 


things  which  obtains  in  America, 
namely,  that  the  Civil  servants  go 
in  and  out  with  the  Government.  I 
respect  their  Republican  system  and  the 
advantages  it  gives  ;  but  there  is  one  blot 
on  the  system,  that  their  whole  Civil 
Service  is  political.  There  are  not  want- 
ing tendencies  towards  the  same  danger 
in  the  Civil  Service  of  this  country.  It 
is  a  great  evil,  and  the  War  Office  is  an 
instance  of  the  dfinger,  as  I  think  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  indicated.  I  am  not  quite  sure 
if  I  am  in  order  in  another  point  on 
which  I  desire  ti)  ask  a  question ;  it  has 
regard  to  ))olicy.  First,  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon,  Gentleman  whether  it  is 
his  view  that  the  contributions  from 
our  colonies  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
Army  are  adequate  ? 

TriK  CHAIRMAN  ;  That  does  not 
depend  on  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Sir  O.  CAMPBELL  :  I  am  sure  I  do 
not  know  whom  it  does  depend  upon. 
But,  Sir,  I  replace  that  question  with 
another,  which  I  think  does  depend  on 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  that  is, 
whether  he  confirnis  the  view  in  regard 
t(>  the  distribution  of  the  Army  which 
Wiis  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Secretary  for  War  ;  whether  he 
maintains  the  view  that  it  never  was 
intended  there  should  be  any  real  localisa- 
tion by  the  regimental  quarters  being 
in  the  district  whence  the  regiment 
derives  its  name  ;  whether  it  was  never 
intended  that  loc.'ilis.ation  should  be  for 
anything  but  recruiting  purposes?  I 
will  not  attempt  to  discuss  the  merits 
of  such  a  view,  only  I  wish  to 
know  whether  it  is  understood  on 
both  Front  Benches  that  it  never  was 
intended  to  localise  the  Army  beyond 
recruiting  purposes.  One  other  question 
I  should  like  to  ask,  and  it  is  suggested 
by  a  reply  given  to-day.  An  hon. 
Member  asked  in  how  many  cases  the 
liability  of  retired  officers  had  been 
carried  intx)  actual  service.  The  answer 
wa.s  that  no  occasion  for  their  service 
had  arisen  ;  that  none  had  been  called 
upon. 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Not  under  that 
particular  warrant. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  May  I  ask  what 
this  warrant  is?  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
understand  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
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Oentleman  was  not  of  general  application, 
for  I  have  always  thought  it  a  very- 
great  abuse  that  oomparatively  young 
men,  well  under  the  prime  of  middle 
life,  should  be  retired  from  the  Army 
and  not  be  called  upon  to  serve  again. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN:  This  should  be 
brought  OQ  upon  the  Vote  for  Retired 
Pay. 

SiB  G.  CAMPBELL :  There  is  only 
one  more  question  I  wish  to  ask,  and 
that  has  relation  to  promotion  from  the 
ranks.  I  have  been  given  to  understand 
that  this  principle  of  promotion  from  the 
ranks  has  been  very  much  abused,  and 
that  these  promotions  are  not  made  as 
the  result  of  good  conduct  and  long  ser- 
vice ;  but  that  young  men,  the  sons  of 
wealthy  families,  are  promoted  by  favour. 
I  should  like  to  be  informed  whether 
this  is  the  case;  whetherthe  number  of  the 
oommissions  allowed  for  promotion  from 
the  ranks  are  not  considerably  reduced 
by  the  promotion  of  young  gentlemen 
who,  unable  to  pass  the  examinations  in 
the  regular  way,  enter  the  Army,  and 
are  promoted  by  this  back-door  system  ? 

•<11.35.)  Me.  E.  stanhope  :  I 
believe  there  wore  only  two  questions  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  which  were  in  order. 
First,  ae  to  localisation,  the  main  object 
of  this — namely,  for  recruiting  pur- 
poses— has  been  gained.  Its  fuD  efiects 
in  thin  respect  have  not  yet  been  realised, 
but  they  were  being  experienced  more 
and  more  each  year.  I  have  no  reason 
to  differ  from  the  explanation  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  As 
to  promotiooB  from  the  ranks,  it  is  per- 
fectly true  that  there  are  different 
degrees  of  promotion  from  the  ranks.  1 
am  always  glad  to  hear  of  promotions 
having  been  made  actually  from  the 
ranks,  and  for  good  service,  as  these  are 
Du  oncoaragemeut  to  soldiers  to  do  their 
duty. 

(11.37.)  CoMWM.  KENYON-SLANEY 
(Shivpshire,  Newport)  :  I  rise,  under 
peculiar  difficulties,  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  grant  me  a  few  minutes  while 
I  make  a  reference  to  an  attack  made, 
unknown  to  me  and  unexpected,  from  a 
quarter  where  I  had  no  reason  to  exjiect 
it,  upon  a  regiment  with  which  I  have 
long  been  intimately  connected.  I  need 
hardly  appeal    to   the   feelings    of    the 
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Committee,  suid  I  am  sure  1  need  not  to 
the  feelings  of  military  men,  to  bear  with 
me  wliile  I  relate  an  attack  which  I  am 
told  Ims  been  mode,  unfortuniituly  in  my 
absence,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston, 
upon  a  regiment  with  which  I  have  been 
very  closoly  connected.  I  am  told  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  referred  to 
matters  of  recent  occurrence  in  the 
Guards,  and  used  language  which  is 
absolutely  outside  the  facts  and  wholly 
nnfluthorised  aud  unjustifiable  as  coming 
from  an  absolutely  ignorant  and  un- 
informed Member  of  tliis  House.  I  am 
told  that  the  hon.  Member  stated  that 
there  is  a  strong  feeling  abroad  that  the 
officers  of  the  Guards  arc  not  as  much  in 
touch  with  their  men  as  they  ought  to 
be,  aud  as  the  officers  of  other  regiments 
are.  [Sir  G.  CxifPBELL :  Hear,  hear.] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says,  "  Hear,  hear,' 
but  the  reports  and  opinions  of  general 
officers  under  whom  the  Guards  have 
served  are  to  be  preferred  to  the  opinion 
of  an  hou.  Gentleman  whose  chief  dis- 
tinction in  this  House  is  prolixity  in  debate. 
How,  then,  does  it  come  that  in  all  the 
experience  of  the  various  wars  in  which 
the  Guards  have  token  part  the  Reports 
from  those  who  have  commanded  them 
in  the  field  have,  without  one  exception, 
been  absolutely  favourable,  absolutely 
good,  and  especially  strong  as  to  the 
working  of  the  men  under  these  officers, 
in  which  they  have  formed  a  favourable 
contrast  with  other  regiments.  I,  as  a 
Guardsman,  would  be  the  lost  in  the 
world  to  draw  an  invidious  comparison 
between  the  Household  Troops  and 
others ;  our  proudest  boast  has  been 
that  when  we  have  been  brought  into 
line  with  other  troops  our  conduct  and 
efficiency  has  been  proved  to  be  not  one 
bit  worse  than  theirs,  and  that  boast  is 
proved,  not  by  empty  words  of  a  partisan, 
but  by  the  express  Reports  of  all  those 
officers  who  have  had  to  command  them, 
under  the  most  trying  circumstances, 
and  in  the  most  recent  experience.  Are 
we  to  believe  the  testimony  of  general 
officers  and  brigadiers,  those  who  have 
liad  experience  in  the  Service,  or  are  we 
to  accept  the  expression  of  opinion  of  an 
lion.  Member  whose  sole  connection 
with  the  Army  is  that  he  has  made  him- 
self somewhat  prominent  as  a  critic  of 
contracts?  It  was  injudicious  un  his  part 
to  assume  a  rUe  for  which  he  is 
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ubsulutcly  niiqoiklilied.  I  wonid  not 
venture  to  touch  the  hem  of  the  hon. 
Member'a  garment  in  matters  on  which 
he  is  conrersant,  and  the  hon.  Member 
wfiuld  be  better  advised  if  he  k>ft  matters 
of  military  efficiency  and  discipline  to 
those  who  hare,  at  aU  events,  some 
slight  acquaintance  with  the  subject.  I 
could  enlarge  on  this  theme,  there  is 
unlimited  command  of  subject,  but  time 
is   running  on.      I   recollect   when    the 

battalion  marched  out  of  town 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  not  in- 
tcrmptud  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
in  his  reply  to  an  atttkck  made  upon  the 
brigade  of  Guards,  but  I  may  point  out 
that  the  line  taken  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  is  not  strictly  relevant 
to  the  Vote,  and  that  he  would  do  well 
to  confine  himself  in  as  few  words  as 
possible  to  repelling  the  attack  made 
upon  the  regiment. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY  :  I  much 
regret  if  I  have  travelled  for  one 
moment  from  the  line  I  have  laid  down 
for  myself.  With  reference  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  that  he  had 
seen  officers  of  the  Guards,  when  entering 
Wellington  Barracks,  fail  to  return  the 
salute  of  their  men,  I  can  only  say  that 
I  have  served  for  20  years  in  the  brigade 
of  Guards,  and  if  there  is  one  thing 
more  absolutely  insisted  ujxin  than 
another  it  is  tliat  never  upon  any 
occasion  should  an  officer  forget  to  return 
in  the  most  oocarate  and  direct  manner 
any  salute  that  may  be  paid  to  him.  It 
may  be  that  in  London,  where  there 
are  aentriea  at  almost  every  corner,  a 
young  officer  going  to  his  club,  and 
possibly  thinking  of  other  things,  might 
occasionally  forget  to  put  his  finger  to  the 
peak  of  his  cap ;  yet  upon  that  temporary 
rorgetfnlness — which  is  one  I  have  very 
seldom  in  my  long  experience  aeon — an 
hon.  Member  does  not  hesitate  to  rise  in 
the  House  and  criticise  the  conduct  of 
the  officers  as  being  that  neither  of 
officers  nor  gentlemen.  You  have 
warned  me.  Sir,  and  I  do  not  wish  to 
allow  my  warmth  to  cause  me  to  over- run 
your  forbearance.  It  is  a  cause  I  have 
much  at  heart.  In  conclusion,  the 
Guards  are  willing  to  bear  any  criticism 
which  recent  events  justly  call  down 
upon  them.  They  may  feel,  as  they  do, 
most  bitterly  and  terribly  what  has 
Colonel  Kenyoti'Slaney 


recently  occurred,  but  I  think  it  would 
have  been  wiser  and  in  better  taste,  as 
well  as  in  greater  consonance  with  the 
feelings  of  gentlemen  and  officers,  had 
the  hon.  Member,  not  especially  con 
vcrsant  with  the  subject  under  discussion, 
refrained  from  making  those  charges, 
which  naturally  come  with  an  especial 
bitterness  and  an  especial  sting  at  a 
moment  such  as  the  present.  I  have 
ample  proof  at  my  command  to  rebut 
any  such  flippant  and  frippery  attacks 
I  have  proved,  I  think,  that  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  characterised 
neither  by  good  taste  and  judgment,  or 
any  knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  I 
would  invito  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
future  to  confine  himself  to  the  r6le  of  a 
critic  of  contracts,  and  not  to  criticise 
either  the  code  of  honour  or  of  duty 
which  characterise  the  officers  of  the 
brigade  of  Guards,  and  which  always 
has,  always  must,  and  emphatically 
always  vrill  .characterise  them  on  any 
duty  to  which  Her  Majesty  may  be 
pleased  to  call  them. 
•(11.46.)  Mk.  E.  STANHOPE:  No 
one  can  be  surprised  that  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  shonld  have  desired  to 
repel  with  some  warmth  attacks  whiok 
he  thought  to  be  nn justly  levelled  against 
the  brigade  with  which  he  has  been  so 
long  connected.  I  rise,  however,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  making  any  remarks 
on  the  subject,  but  rather  in  order  to 
deprecate  any  further  discussion, 
hope  the  Committee  will  now  allow  the 
Vote  to  be  taken,  after  three  nighta 
discussion. 

(11.47.)  CoLONBL  NOLAN:  I  do 
not  wish  to  continue  the  discussion 
further  upon  this  matter,  but 
think  that  it  is  only  fair  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  to  say  that  hia 
principal  point  was  that  quarters  shonld 
be  provided  for  unmarried  officers,  and  in. 
that  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member. '  As 
to  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  about  promotion  from  the 
ranks,  the  hon.  Member  is  right  in 
saying  that  there  are  20  in  the  year,  but 
these  commissions  are  given  away  to 
gentlemen  who  enter  the  Army  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  being  promoted.  I  haya 
no  objection  to  a  man  being  promoted  who 
is  a  gentleman,  but  I  think  that  these  20 
commissions  should  be  tho  right  of 
deserving  non^xjuuniasioned  officem.  tii» 
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present  Bystem,  in  ray  opinion,  is  unfair, 
and  onght  to  be  inquired  into  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

Question  put,  and  ngreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  gum  not  exceeding  £294,800,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  pay  of  Medical  Katabliahments,  and  the 
cost  of  Medicines,  which  will  come  in  courao  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31gt 
day  of  March,  1891." 

(1 1 .50.)  Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  would 
make  an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Aberdeen,  who  I  know  desires  to 
raise  the  question  of  the  position  of  Army 
Medical  Officers,  not  to  press  a  discussion 
at  the  present  time.  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  well  aware,  I  have  had  tlie 
advantage  of  receiving  a.  deputation  con, 
sisting  of  representatives  of  all  the  great 
medical  bodies  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland,  who  have  pressed  certain 
matters  upon  my  attention  as  to  which  I 
felt  bound,  in  the  face  of  such  an  in- 
fluential deputation,  to  promise  to  give 
serious  consideration.  This  I  am  now 
doing,  and  I  would  advise  the  hon. 
Member  that  if  he  brings  on  a  discussion 
now  it  wil'  "  impossible  for  me  to  make 
any  state-  dnt  upon  the  representations 
which  have  been  made  to  me.  That 
being  so,  I  think  the  hon.  Member  will 
see  that  in  his  own  interest  it  is  not 
desirable  to  raise  a  discussion  now. 


( 11 .52.)  Dr.  FARQFH arson  (Aber- 
deenshire,  W.) :  I  quite  appreciate  the 
friendly  spirit  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  the  appeal,  but  I 
think  it  will  be  only  satisfactory  to 
professional  friends,  botli  inside  and 
outside  the  House,  that  I  should  take 
the  opportunity  this  Vote  offers  of 
making  a  few  observations.  I  shall 
discuss  the  Vote  in  no  unfriendly 
spirit,  and  it  is  in  no  obstructive  sense 
I  move  to  report  Progress.  I  tliink, 
considering  the  position  I  have  taken  upon 
this  question,  it  is  e.Tpected  that  I  should 
take  the  opportunity  to  express  the  views 
of  those  I  repre.sent.  I,  therefore,  beg  to 
move  that  yon  do  now  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Cliairmau  do  report  Progress, 
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and    ask    leave     to    sit    again." — (Dr. 
Farquharson.) 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR:  When  wiU 
Army  Estimates  be  taken  again  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  ;    It  is  impossible 
for  me  now  to  say  when. 

Colonel    NOLAN:    Will   it    bo    on 
Tliursday  ? 
•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No. 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  think  we  ought  to 
know  when  this  Votf  will  he  taken.  I 
have  waited  here  all  nipht  for  it,  sitting 
through  discussions  in  which  I  had  not 
the  remotest  interest  in  the  expectation 
of  this  Vote  being  reached. 

•Mk.  E.  STANHOPE  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  exercised  a  little  more  for- 
bcamnce  himself,  the  Vote  might  have 
been  reached  at  a  reasonable  time,  and 
wo  might  now  be  in  a  position  to  take 
the  Vote. 

Db.  TANNER:  As  a  matter  of 
personal  explanation  allow  me  to  8)iy 
that  throughout  I  have  only  spoken 
twice,  and  the  record  will  show  that 
altogether  I  only  spoke  for  4i  minutes. 

Dk.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  make  progress 
with  his  Estimates  he  must  treat  us  in  a 
different  spirit.  We  might  have  legiti- 
mately continued  the  discussion  on  the 
previous  Vote  by  a  Motion  for  the 
reduction  of  his  salary  because  he  has 
taken  action  contrary  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  he  himself 
appointed.  My  hon.  Friend  is  perfectly 
justified  in  taking  what  opportunity  he 
can  for  his  discussion  ;  such  opportunities 
are  now  rare. 


♦Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby,  Ilkes- 
ton) :  May  I  make  an  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  definitely  fix  some  day 
for  taking  the  Vote?  If  not  this  week, 
then  let  him  say  some  day  next  week.  It 
will  be  a  great  ajnvonience  to  Members, 
many  of  whom  are  much  interested  in 
this  Vote.  I  do  not  wish  in  any  way  to 
obatmct  business,  but  will  he,  in  the 
interest  of  the  Army  medical  officers, 
say  on  what  day  the  Vote  will  bo  taken  t 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  most  anxious 
to  consult  the  convenience  of  Members  as 
far  as  I  possibly  can,  but,  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is,  no  doubt,  aware,  the  whole  of  this 
week  is  mapped  out,  and  next  week  must 
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depend  upon  the  results  of  this.  It  is 
impossible  for  me  to  upset  the  whole 
arrangements  for  the  sake  of  one  spocific 
Vote. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 

Committee  also  report  Proi^reas;  to 
sit  Again  to-morrow. 

LONDON    COUNTY   CODNOIL   (MONET) 
BILL.— (Ko.  388.) 
SEOONII    BBADniG. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

(12.0)  Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell, 
Peck  ham):  I  appeal  to  the  Government 
not  to  take  this  Bill  at  this  hour.  It 
is  an  important  measure,  which  deala 
with  a  large  sum  of  money,  and  it  is  im- 
possible to  discuss  it  adequately  now. 

•Mb.  H.  W.  LAWSON  (St.  Panoras, 
W.) :  There  is  absolutely  nothing  con- 
tentious in  this  Bill.  No  question  of 
principle  is  involved.  It  has  received 
the  assent  of  the  Treasury,  and  I  think 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  delay  passing  it. 

(12.2.)  The  SECRETARY  to  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds, 
N.) :  Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  to  allow  the 
Bill  to  proceed.  It  follows  the  precedent 
of  previous  years,  and  the  effect  of 
stopping  it  would  be  to  arrest  all  the 
improvements  and  works  in  the  Metro- 
polis sanctioned  by  Parliament.  I 
appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his 
opposition.  I  will  undertake  that  we 
ahull  have  an  opportunity  in  Comniitteo, 
of  discussing  any  questions  ho  desires  to 
raise. 

Me.  BAUMANN:  I  must  explain. 
I  have  carefully  road  the  Bill  ;  I  am 
afraid  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has 
not. 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  beg  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's pardon.     I  have  read  every  word. 

Mb.  BAUMANN:  Part  of  the  Bill 
refers  to  the  sanction 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  I     The 
hon.  MemlxT  has  already  spoken. 
J/r.  r.  //.  Smith 


•Mb.  BAUMANN  :  Not  on  a  Motion 
to  iidjourn  the  Debite.  The  Bill  refers 
to  schemes  for  the  coming  year,  which 
have  not  received  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  think  it  is  most  improper  and 
most  unreasonable  on  the  part  of  the 
County  Council  and  the  Government  to 
ask  that  the  Bill  shall  at  this  hour  of 
the  night  bo  read  a  second  time  without 
discussion.  Half  of  the  Bill  deals  with 
schemes  for  the  coming  year,  which  are 
of  an  extremely  oontentions  nature,  and 
which  have  not  received  the  sanction  of 
Parhament.  Those  Bills  require  dis- 
cussing, and  I,  for  one,  object 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member  ia 
exceeding  his  rights.  He  has  already 
spoken  twice. 

(12.5.)  Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON 
(Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) :  No  doubt 
the  lion.  Member  feels  it  rather  hard 
tliat  the  Bill  should  come  on  so  un- 
expectedly, because  he  was  unable  to 
issue  his  customary  Wliip  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  against  it  He  has  already 
defeated  two  of  the  Bills  of  the  London 
County  Council  this  Session,  and  no 
doubt  he  will  defeat  this  if  he  can.  But, 
after  what  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
lias  said,  hon.  Members  will  approve  of 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Peckham 
will  have  an  opportunity  in  Committee 
of  objecting  to  particular  clauses.  The 
largest  portion  of  the  measure  refers  to 
matters  now  being  dealt  with  by  the 
Council,  and  it  is  im|K)rtant  that  power 
should  be  given  for  continuing  the 
works. 

•(12.7.)  SiE  J.  COLOMB  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Bow) :  I  trust  that  my  hon. 
Friend  will  not  press  his  objection.  Op- 
portunity has  boun  promised  him  for 
discussing  the  detail.s  in  Committeo,  and 
T,  therefore,  hope  he  will  allow  the  Bill  to 
be  read  a  second  time. 

•(12.8.)THi;PRESIDENTorTHELOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  If  the 
Bill  is  not  read  a  second  time  not  a 
penny  will  be  available  next  year  for  the 
Council  to  carry  on  the  works  which  ^^ 
Parliament  has  sanctioned.  Nothing  ^H 
but  the  pressure  of  business  has  pre-  ^^ 
vented  the  Government  dealing  with 
the  demands  of  the  London  County 
Council  in  a  different  manner  from  that 
proposed  to  day,  bat  I  hope  early  next 
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Seasion  to  lay  before  the  House  a  scheme 
dealing  with  the  finance  of  the  Connty 
Council,  which  will  obviate  the  neoessity 
of  these  annual  Bills. 


(Uontry)  BQl. 


«08 


(12.9.)  Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington, 
N.) :  I  think  that  my  hon.  Friend  has 
not  been  treated  very  well.  I  sympa- 
thise with  his  view.  I  agree  that  the 
question  is  of  great  importance  to  Metro- 
]X>litan  Members,  and  we  object  to  pass 
the  Bill  without  discussion.  Had  this 
been  an  Irish  Bill,  and  liad  hon.  Members 
for  Ireland  objected  to  proceeding  with 
it,  the  Government  would  have  at  once 
given  way,  but  although  we  Metropolitan 
Members  on  this  side  are  nearly  as 
numerous  as  Irish  Members  opposite, 
they  will  not  give  way.  I  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  Bartley.) 

(12.10.)  Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  support  that.  I  contend  that  it 
is  not  fair  that  the  metropolitan  Mem- 
bers should  be  called  upon  to  agree  to 
the  Second  Beading  of  a  Bill  of  this 
importanoe  without  some  sort  of  discus- 
sion. I  appeal  to  the  Government  to 
give  us  reasonable  facilities  for  that. 

•(12.11.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The 
•Government  would  be  exceedingy  sorry 
to  press  the  Bill  on  if  it  involved  any 
new  principle  whatever.  The  work  au- 
thorised by  Parliament  to  be  carried  out 
by  the  County  Council  cannot  be  pro- 
ceeded with  unless  this  Bill  is  intro- 
duced. The  County  Council  aro  not 
responsible  for  the  Bill.  Parliament 
has  already  sanctioned  the  work  for 
which  the  Bill  is  designed,  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  I  trust  my  hon. 
Friend  will  not  think  it  necessary  to 
persist  in  his  Motion.  Ho  can  gain  his 
object  better  by  examining  the  details  of 
the  Bill  in  Committee  mther  than  by 
postponing  the  consideration  of  the 
measure. 

•(13.14.)  Mb.  H.  W.  LAWSON  :  The 
real  motive  for  delaying  the  Bill  is  the 
jealous  animosity  against  the  London 
County  Council. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  :  I  wish  to  ask,  Sir, 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  order 
in  imputing  motives  to  hon.  Members  t 


•Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  GeilHe- 
man  would  do  well  to  avoid  imputing 
motives;  neither  is  he  addressing  himself 
to  the  question  of  tho  adjournment  of 
the  Debate. 

•Mb.  H.  W.  LAWSON  :  I  am  not  wish- 
ing to  impute  any  private  motive  ;  I  am 
only  suggesting  that  it  is  hostility  to  the 
County  Council  which  prompts  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  appose  the  Bill.  I  hold 
that  there  is  no  occasion  for  the  Houso 
to  discuss  the  details  of  the  Bill.  These 
have  already  been  fully  considered 
by  the  County  Council,  which  is  the 
proper  body  to  deal  with  this  business. 
The  President  of  tho  Local  Government 
Board  has  explained  that  next  Session  it 
is  his  intention  to  introduce  a  measure 
which  will  make  suoh  Bills  as  these  un- 
necessary, and  whioh  wUl  place  the 
London  County  Council,  so  far  as  money 
matters  are  concerned,  on  the  same 
footing  as  other  Local  Authorities.  I 
rejjeat  that  no  new  principle  ia  oontained 
in  this  Bill,  and  that  all  the  House  has 
to  do  is  to  agree  to  the  County  Council 
raising  money  for  its  public  works  and 
administrative  duties  in  the  usual  way. 

(12.17.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  After  the 
controversial  speech  just  delivered,  I 
think  it  is  not  likely -that  the  Bill  ean 
be  discussed  in  a  business-like  spirit,  and 
it  would  be  better  that  the  House  should 
accept  the  Motion  for  adjournment. 

Dr.  Tanver  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "That  the  Question  be 
now  put ;  "  but  Mr.  Spbakbb  withheld 
his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 
Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

(12,18.)  Mb.  CAUSTON  (South- 
wark):  I  had  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  stand  firm  for  onoe,  and  I  was 
going  to  appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  resist  this  attack  on  the 
London  County  Council.  I  think  the 
Uonso  should  divide,  if  only  to  protest 
against  tho  spirit  of  hostility  towards 
the  County  Council  dispkyed  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite. 
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Mr.  LABODCHERE  fNorthampton) : 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  declared 
that  they  are  strongly  opposed  to  the 
Motion  for  the  adjoarnmont,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  now  give  them  the  op- 
portunity of  voting  against  it. 

(12.20.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
111;  Noes  98.-(Div.  List,  No.  197.) 

Db.  CLARK  :  On  the  question  of  the 
date  on  which  this  Bill  is  to  be  taken, 
might  I  aak  that  it  be  put  down  aa  the 
first  Order,  so  that  we  may  have  the 
opportunity  of  discussing  its  principle  ? 
_.  Me.  SEXTON :  The  majority  of  the 
House  having  expressed  an  opinion,  I 
submit  it  is  too  late  to  proceed  with  any 
other  business,  and  I  beg  to  more  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  do  not  regard  that 
as  a  regular  Motion.  We  must  go 
through  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday 

BT.    OILKS'.    EDINBUROH    (RESTORA- 
TION) BILL.— (No.  118.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  mthdrawn. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL  [LORDS]. 
(No.  226.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

BDSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
On  the  Motion  for  adjournment : — 
Mr  DILLON  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Government  whether  they  will  now  give 
some  definite  statement  aa  to  when  they 
will  take  the  Report  on  the  Vote  for  the 
Irish  liand  Commission.  I  have  sat 
here  night  after  night,  on  the  under- 
standing that  I  would  get  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  this  Vote.  I  would  only  ask 
ihe  Government  now  to  state  definitely 


and  clearly  when  they  will  give  us  the 
promised  discussion  on  the  Irish  Land 
Commission.  I  do  not  think  it  fair  to 
the  House,  after  we  facilitated  the 
Government  on  a  particular  occasion, 
that  we  should  be  kept  here  night  after 
night  without  any  apparent  efEoct. 

Mk.  JACKSON  :  I  am  not  able  to  say 
definitely,  but  I  think  it  will  be  possible 
to  find  an  early  oi>portunity. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  What  business 
will  be  taken  at  12  o'clock  f 

Mr.  DILLON:  On  what  night  will 
they  take  it  1 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
I    desire   to    put    it    to    the    Speaker 

whether  it  is  convenient  that  Report 
of  Supply  should  be  put  down  simply 
with  the  dates  attached,  without  upecify- 
ing  what  the  Report  is  upon. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Tlie  Clerk  at  the 
Table,  when  Report  is  taken,  immediately 
reads  out  the  first  Resolution. 

Mb,  B,  HARRINGTON;  I  listened, 
and  I  did  not  hear  any  Resolution  read. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  was  because 
Report  was  not  taken. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  :  I  thank  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  apologise  for  having 
needlessly  raised  the  question. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) ;  When  will  the  Lcx»l 
Taxation  Bill  be  brought  in,  and  will 
the  allocation  of  the  money  now  passed 
be   embodied  in  a  fresh  Bill  1 

Mr.  MARJORI  BANKS  (Berwick- 
shire): The  Post  Office  Vote  will  be 
taken  to-morrow,  I  undfrstand  1 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Yes.  The  date  is  not 
definitely  fixed  when  the  Local  Taxation 
Bill  will  be  taken,  but  I  believe  the 
Amendment  will  be  embodied  in  the 
Bill. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON:  When  will  we 
have  iti 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  cannot  say.  Pro- 
bably to-morrow. 

Uoase  udjoumud  at  twenty-five 
iDUiafis  before  One  o'clock. 
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CENSUS  [EXPENSES.] 
(12.20.)     Resolution      [22nd      July] 
reported. 

"  Thut  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  all  expcnaes  that  may  be  iocurrod  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Cenfius  under  any  Acts  of 
the  present  Session  for  taking  the  Census  of 
England  and  Wales,  Scotland  and  Ireland." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC   WORKS   LOANS   [REMISSION.] 

Resolution  [22nd  July]  reported. 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  remis- 
sion of  a  loan,  made  by  the  Commissionerti  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland  in  respect  of  Killeaoy 
Pier,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  relating  to  Local  Loans." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  Housr-  doth  agj-ee  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Rt'-solution." 

(12.26.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  :  I  pifsume  that  it  would  be  of 
no  use  seriously  to  oppose  this  Resolu- 
tion, but  I  hiive  heard  no  reason  stated 
why  it  should  be  passed.  Every  year 
we  art'  asked  to  throw  good  money  after 
bad  for  the  puriwse  of  inducing  the  Irish 
people  to  submit  to  a  disagreeable  rule, 
and  whenever  we  ai-e  asked  to  wipe  off 
debts  it  is  invariably  Irish  debts.  I  find 
that  in  this  case  it  is  exclusively  Irish 
debta  that  are  dealt  with,  and  I,  for  one, 
do  not  concur  in  the  Vote.' 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY. 


SUPPLY— REVENUE    DEPARTMENTS. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,898, 851  (in- 
cluding a  Supplementary  sum  of  £60,000),  l>e 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray' the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  SIst  day  of  March,  1891,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Ser- 
vices, the  Expenses  of  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks,  and  Government  Annuities  and  In- 
surances, and  the  Collection  of  the  Post  Office 
Revenue." 

VOL.  CCCXLVn.     [third  sebibs.] 
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(12.28.)  Sib  S.  NORTHCOTK 
(Exeter)  :  In  rising  to  move  the  reduc- 
tion of  this  Vote  I  wish  to  explain  that  I 
desire  to  bring  before  the  House  the 
case  of  Mr.  Cotton  in  connection  with 
the  invention  of  the  system  of  postal 
orders,  and  to  express  my  regret  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster  General 
has  not  seen  his  way  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  Deimrtmental  correspondence 
between  Mr.  Cotton  and  the  Post  Office. 
In  the  absence  of  that  correspondence  I 
am  compelled  to  refer  to  information 
which  I  have  derived  fi-om  Mr.  Cott«ju 
himself,  and  fi*om  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Limehouse  (Mr.  Norris), 
who  loas  also  considered  the  subject,  and 
who  claims  to  be  the  inventor  of  the 
postal  order  system.  Replying  to  me 
last  year  the  Postmaster  General  stated 
that  Mr.  Cotton  was  not  entitled  to  be 
regarded  as  the  inventor  of  the  postil 
order  system  ;  but  I  believe  tiiat  I  sliaU 
be  able  to  substantiate  the  claim  of  that 
gentleman  from  the  records  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  Department.  On 
the  lOthof  .Tuly,  1888,  the  Post  Office 
wrote  to  Mr.  Cotton,  and  stated  that  the 
earliest  suggestion  of  any  system  of  the 
kind  could  be  traced  to  May,  1858,  to  a 
further  communication  in  1 860,  and  to 
another  in  1865,  and  that  the  sugges- 
tions then  made  were  all  con- 
sidered and  condemned.  This  is  im- 
pirtant,  because  it  cleare  the  ground 
so  far  as  to  make  the  year  1865  the 
starting  point.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr. 
Cotton's  original  invention  was  put  for- 
ward in  the  year  18C6,  and  although 
other  inventions  had  been  condemned, 
that  of  Mr.  Cotton  was  not ;  but  was 
adopted,  with  certain  modifications.  I 
believe  that  the  Post  Office  claim  Mr. 
Chetwynd  as  the  practical  inventor  in 
1874  ;  further  that  it  was  invented  in 
1868,  submitted  to  the  Post  Office  in 
1871,  and  brought  out  in  1874.  lam 
aware  that  in  the  case  of  public  servants 
there  would  be  some  risk  in  drawing  a 
line  in  regard  to  rewards  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  Pttbhc  Service  ;  but  I  sub- 
mit that  in  this  case  the  invention  of 
Mr.  Cotton  has  been  sulwtantially 
adopted,  and  that  it  has  resulted  not  only 
in  a  hirge  increase  of  the  Post  Office 
revenue,  but  in  adding  to  the  convenience 
of  the  public.  I  shall  be  surprised  and 
disappointed  if  the  Postmaster  General 
Bays  that   because    the   scheme    was  not 
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adopted  in  its  entirety,  Mr.  Cotton  is  to 
be  debarred  from  any  reward  for  the 
services  he  lias  rendered.  I  have  somo 
personal  knowledge  of  Mr.  Cotton,  and  I 
know  that  he  was  unwilling  to  bring 
forward  his  claim  prematurely,  or  until 
the  value  of  his  invention  had  been  ascer- 
tained. But  we  have  now  had  some 
years  experience  of  the  value  of  the  in- 
vention, and  when  the  Postmaster 
General  informed  me  last  year  that  he 
could  hold  out  no  liojje  of  Mr.  Cotton's 
claim  being  recognised,  seeing  the  late 
period  of  the  Session  at  which 
the  announcement  was  made,  I 
did  not  feel  justified  in  pressing 
it.  I  undertotik,  however,  to  do 
80  this  year,  and  as  the  reply  of  my 
right  lion.  Friend  to  a  question  which  I 
put  to  him  was  unfavourable,  1  feel  that  1 
have  no  alternative  but  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  salary  of  the  Postmaster 
Genenil  by  the  sum  of  £.50. 

Motion  niado,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Item  A  be  reduced  by  £00,  (Wirt 
of  the  salary  of  the  Postmaster  General." 
— (Jiir  Stafford  Xorthcote.) 

•(12.35.)  Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Llmehouse) :  I  feel  bound  to  speak 
upon  this  question,  although,  personally, 
I  would  far  rather  have  left  the  whole 
mattor  in  the  hands  of  the  Postmaster 
General.  I  mu.st  express  my  surprise 
that  my  hon.  Friend  thinks  it  necessary 
to  move  a  reduet  ion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  salary,  as  one  would  imagine 
the  course  taken  by  the  Postmaster 
General  has  been  the  best  to  safe- 
guard the  purse-strings  of  the  nation. 
So  far  as  Mr.  Cotton's  claim  is  con- 
cerned, 1  believe  I  am  correct  in  say- 
ing that  there  is  no  record  of  it  in  the 
Post  Office.  Tlie  real  inventor  of  the 
]iostal  onler  system  is  a  Member  of  this 
House.  The  projxisal  was  made  by  me 
in  1874 — 1 6  yeiir.s  ago — to  the  then  Post- 
master General,  and  my  letter  advocating 
the  system  as  now  in  use  is  to  be  found 
in  the  recurds  of  the  Post  Office.  As 
there  is  no  previnus  record  of  the  same 
kind,  I  think  I  am  right  in  assuming 
that  I  was  the  first  individual  who 
brought  the  matter  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Post  Office  in  its 
present  shape.  My  proposal  was  that 
the  Office  should  issue  postal  orders 
for  small  amounts  in  the  form  of  Post 
Office  oiiupiins,  to  lie  paid,  in  the  case  of 


small  sums,  on  the  day  they  were  received, 
and  if  they  exceeiled  a  certain  amount, 
on  the  day  following.  That  coupons 
should  be  issued  for  Is.,  28.,  2s.  6d., 
Ss.,  and  10s.,  with  a  halfpenny  stjimp 
for  all  sums  under  £1,  and  with  a 
poundage  rate  for  sums  al)Ove  £1.  My 
letter  containing  that  proposal  was  sent 
in  1874,  and  I  received  a  reply  which  I 
forwarded  to  the  I'imes,  to  which  [lajier 
I  think  the  public  are  extremely  in- 
debted, because  without  the  inter- 
vention of  the  Timen  and  other  ])aper8 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
the  postal  order  system  would  never 
have  been  adopted.  The  BuU'umiM  and 
many  other  newspapers  took  up  the  pro- 
posal, and  eventually  it  was  considered 
by  a  Committee  and  a  decision  arrived 
at.  It  may  be  said  that  it  was  a  small 
invention,  bnt  it  will  be  admitted  that  it 
was  a  happy  inspiration.  We  all  know 
and  bc4ieve  that  Rowland  Hill  was 
not  the  first  proposer  of  the  penny 
postage  system.  But  although  it  may 
have  been  proposed  by  some  oue  else,  ho 
was  the  man  who  brought  it  to  bear  npoii 
the  public  mind  and  succeeded  in  secur- 
ing its  adoption.  Notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  postal  order  system  brings 
in  to  the  Government  a  revenue  of 
no  less  than  £146,000  a  year,  I  have 
no  desire  to  ask  for  anything  like 
pecuniary  recognition  ;  but  as  the  actual 
inventor  of  the  system,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  have  the  good  opinion  of  my  fellow 
Memlxirs  in  this  House,  and  a  kindly 
recognition  of  my  services.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  pamphlet,  published  with  the 
cognisance  of  the  authorities  of  the  Post 
Office,  stating  the  whole  circumstances 
of  the  case  up  to  the  present  moment, 
and  it  is  very  tnuch  against  my  own 
inclination  that  I  should  have  considered 
it  my  duty  to  speak  upon  the  matter 
at  all.  As  I  liave  already  said,  I 
would  have  much  preferred  to  leavB 
myself  in  the  hands  of  the  Post' 
master  General.  I  thank  the  hon, 
Baronet  (Sir  S.  Northcote)  for  the  kindly 
terms  in  which  he  has  alluded  to  me. 
I  am  sure  tliat  in  his  own  mind  he  feels 
that  I  have  had  most  to  do  with  an 
invention  which  to  the  outside  world 
has  been  of  such  great  importance  and 
advantage.  I  will  conclude  by  stating; 
that  the  then  Postmaster  General,  in 
introducing  the  measure  to  this  House, 
advocated  and  supported  the  scheme  aa 
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since  adopted,  by  quoting  an  article  from 
the  fiidlionint,  which  referred  to  (ind 
commended  my  proposal  alone,  and 
which  is  identically  the  present  system 
of  postfl.!  orders. 

•(12.47.)  The  POSTMASTER 
QENHRAL  (Mr.  Raikes.  University  of 
Cambridge') :  I  have  no  doulit  that  my 
hon.  Friend  who  lias  moved  the  Amend- 
ment is  actuated  by  the  moat  kindly 
feelings  towards  myself,  but  although  I 
do  not  take  exception  to  tlie  Motion 
upon  personal  grounds,  I  confess  that  I 
do  not  see  why  the  salary  of  tlie  Post- 
nuister  Genenil  in  1890  should  be 
attacked  beoanso  a  person  who  claims 
to  have  invented  jiostol  orders  in  18<jlj 
has  not  i-eceived  the  reward  which  he 
considers  to  be  due  for  his  services.  As 
a  matter  of  fact.,  I  have  no  more  connec- 
tion with  the  matter  than  any  other  hon. 
Member  of  this  House.  I  have  done 
my  best  to  see  that  proper  inquiry  sliouid 
be  made  respecting  the  claim  of  Mr. 
Cotton,  and  I  must  say  that  if  every  hon. 
Member  who  happens  to  number  among 
his  constituents  an  inventor  is  to  derannd 
that  the  merits  of  that  individual  ought 
to  be  recognised,  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  might  be  occupied  in  discussing 
claims  of  this  kind.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limehousc,  in  a  speech  the 
modesty  of  which  we  must  all  recognise, 
has  put  forward,  shortly,  his  claim  to  be 
the  inventor  of  the  postal  order  system. 
I  do  not  myself  pretend  to  award  the 
palm  either  to  this  or  any  other  claimant 
that  may  come  forward,  but  I  think  the 
Committee  will  agree  with  me  that  the 
hon.  Member  fur  Limehonse  has  made 
out  quite  ivs  good  a  case  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Exeter  (Sir  S.  Northcoto) 
has  made  out  for  Mr.  Cotton.  The 
eoheme  of  Mr.  Cotton  was  that  notes 
should  be  issued  ti>  the  public  from  the 
post  offices  of  the  United  Kingdom  for 
sums  not  exceeding  £\  in  such  a  way 
as  might  be  found  most  convenient 
without  any  further  charge  than 
a  nominal  sum,  such  notes  to  be  jmid  in 
specie,  provided  that  the  payee  affixed  a 
postage  stump  and  wrote  his  name  across 
it.  That  may  be  alleged  to  have  been  the 
germ  of  the  postal  order  system,  but  I  am 
afraid  that  even  the  suggestion  of  Mr. 
Cotton  in  this  respect  was  anticipated. 
Certainly,  in  1 858,  and  even  so  far  back 
as  1840,  there  are  to  be  found  in  the 
archives  of   the    Post  Office   letters   in 


which  some  sort  of  scheme  for  the  issue 
of  postal  notes  was  suggested.  I  do  not 
think,  therefore,  that  Mr.  Cotton  can  be 
ri^rded  as  the  original  inventor  of  the 
system  now  in  vogue.  The  system  differs 
very  materially  from  that  of  Mr.  Cotton, 
which  pi-acticaUy  amounted  to  a  small 
paper  currency.  In  the  first  place,  the 
postal  order  is  not  a  permanent  note,  as  Mr. 
Cotton's  would  have  been,  but  one  which 
only  lasts  for  a  certain  time  ;  in  the  next 
place,  it  is  payable  to  order  ;  and,  in  the 
third,  the  signature  is  not  required.  In- 
deed, it  would  have  been  impos.sible  for 
anyone,  who  was  not  familiar  with  the 
practice  of  the  Post  Office,  to  have  framed 
the  present  system  for  the  issue  of  postal 
orders.  The  hon.  Member  for  Limehonse 
has  certainly  as  complete  a  claim  a,s  any 
that  can  be  put  forward  by  Mr.  Cotton  to 
be  regarded  as  the  inventor  of  the  system, 
although,  no  doubt,  Mr.  Cotton,  as  a 
Devonshire  man,  was  not  unlikely  to 
find  favour  in  the  eyes  o[  the  late  Lord 
Iddosleigh,  who  was,  im  we  know,  a  most 
amiable  man,  and  not  least  so  towards 
Devonians,  I  trust  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Exeter  will  be  satisfied 
with  having  called  attention  to  the 
subject 

(12  .52.)  SiE  S.  NORTHCOTE  :  I  am 
afraid  that  the  only  satisfaction  I  have 
obtained  is  that  of  a,  combatant,  who  has 
received  a  severe  blow,  and  is  asked  if 
he  has  not  had  enough.  I  have  no  wish, 
however,  to  prolong  the  discussion,  and 
I  am  sorry  to  inflict  any  annoyance  upon 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  He  says  that 
Mr,  Cotton  suggested  no  machinei-y  for 
carrying  out  his  invention,  but  I  think 
he  will  find  that  a  distinct  scheme  was 
laid  down  for  the  issue  of  notes  for  vary- 
ing amounts.  I,  therefore,  cannot  admit 
that  the  scheme  was  not  one  which  waa 
set  out  in  sufficient  detail  to  warrant 
consideration,  which,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
it  has  not  received  at  the  hands  of  the 
Post  Office  Authorities.  I  am  afraid 
that  I  shall  be  compelled  to  press  the 
Amendment  to  a  Division. 

(12.54.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  13;  Noes  103.— (Div.  List,  No. 
198.) 

Orignml  Question  again  proposed. 
•(1.1.)    Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.) :  I  desire  to  make  a  few 
observations  with  reference  to  the  rela- 
tions  between  the  Postmaster   General 
Y  2 
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and  the  subordinate  servants  of  the  Post 
OfiBce.  1  think  it  is  high  time  those 
relations  were  reviewed  by  this  House. 
The  subject  to  which  I  wish  especially  to 
direct  attention  is  the  issue  of  a  certain 
Role  by  tlie  Postmaster  General  witli  the 
view  of  regulating  the  meetings  of  post- 
men on  questions  in  which  they  are 
interested.  According  to  an  answer 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
me  a  few  days  ago,  what  has  been  done 
has  been  to  relax  a  Rule  of  the  Service  on 
the  subject  of  meetings  outside  the 
Poist  Office,  not  to  make  it  more  stringent, 
the  conditions  on  whicii  Post  OflBce 
servants  are  now  allowed  to  meet  being 
that  ample  notice  shall  be  given  to  the 
Local  Pust  Office  Authority  that  the 
meeting  will  bt^  held  and  where,  that  the 
meeting  shall  bo  confined  to  Post  Office 
servants  directly  interested,  and  that  an 
oiEcial  shorthand  writer  shall  be  present 
if  desired  by  the  Authorities.  The  old 
Rule  to  wliicli  the  right  hon.  Creutleman 
refers  forbad,  on  pain  of  dismissal,  the 
holding  by  officers  of  any  Department  of 
any  meeting  beyond  the  walls  of  the 
Post  Office  for  the  discussion  of  official 
questions.  Now,  the  existence  of  that 
Rule  was  entirely  unknown  to  many 
heads  of  the  Department.  It  was  made 
by  Lord  Stanley  of  Aldtrley  so  long  ago 
as  1866.  A  great  deal  has  happened 
since  then.  In  the  first  place,  the  legal 
position  of  Trade  Unions  has  been  greatly 
altered  by  legislation  ;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  there  has  been  a  still  greater 
cliange  of  public  opinion  as  to  the  right  of 
labour  to  combine  to  promote  its  own 
interests.  An  appeal  to  a  rule  of  this 
kind  promulgated  a  quarter  of  a  century 
ago,  and  which  has  become  a  dead  letter, 
is  a  remarkable  instance  of  Rip  Van 
Winkleism  in  high  places.  Had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  altogether  denied  the 
right  of  Post  Office  servants  to  combine, 
we  could  have  understood  his  position, 
although,  of  course,  we  should  have 
differed  from  it.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  conceded  to  Post  Office 
servants  the  right  of  combination,  and  at 
the  same  time  he  has  attached  to  its 
exerci-so  conditions  which  make  it  futile 
and  nugatory.  The  presence  of  a  short- 
hand writer  is  calculated  and  designed 
for  purpfjses  of  espionage  and  tn^rror.  I 
ciiallengc  him  to  deny  that  assertion.  I 
ani  perfectly  ready  to  admit  that  these 
combinntions  do  at  times  impose  very 
Mr.  Pickersffill 


con.siderable  inconvenience  upon  em- 
ployers, and  will,  no  doubt,  imptose 
inconvenience  upon  the  Post  Office  ;  but 
we  cannot  draw  distinctions  between 
servants  of  the  State  and  servants  of  a 
private  employer.  Some  hon.  Members 
may  say  that  these  are  Departmental 
Orders  with  which  the  House  ouu;ht  not 
to  interfere.  With  some  Departmental 
Orders  undoubtedly  we  should  not ;  but 
where  they  infringe  the  ordinary  rights 
of  labour,  I  claim  that  we  have  a  right  to 
express  an  opinion.  There  is  nothing 
sacrosanct  about  Government  Depart- 
ments. If  a  Department  goes  into  trade 
it  must  be  subject  to  the  conditions  and 
inconveniences  of  ordinai-y  employments. 
There  is  one  other  subject  jiersonal  to  the 
Postmaster  General  to  which  I  wish  to 
call  attention.  It  relates  to  the  Savings 
Bank  I)e{«.rtment,  in  wliich  there  have 
been  great  changes  lately,  changes 
which,  to  a  portion  of  the  Staff,  have 
given  great  dissatisfaction.  A  little  while 
ago  some  70  officers  addressed  a  respeetful 
Memorial  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
They  waited  upwards  of  a  month,  and 
there  was  no  reply ;  they  then  sent  in  a 
second  Memorial  and  waited  a  week  or 
10  days.  Having  received  no  answer, 
they  requested  me  to  put  a  question  in 
that  House.  I  did  so,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  hojied  the 
answer  then  given  would  relieve  him 
from  the  necessity  of  giving  an  answer 
to  the  memorialists.  In  the  course 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
taken  he  has  departed  from  the  practice 
of  his  predecessors,  and  to  some  extent 
has  forgotten  the  traditions  of  the  Civil 
Service.  As  an  old  Civil  servant,  I 
always  understood  that  not  only  have 
Civil  servants  a  right  to  memorialise  the 
head  of  their  Department,  but  as  a 
matter  of  courtesy  they  have  a  right  to 
a  reply.  This  instance  is  one  of  several 
which  have  come  to  my  knowledge  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
shown  that  courte-sy  and  consideration 
to  those  whom  the  fortune  of  the  day 
has  made  his  subordinates  which  has 
been  usually  shown  by  the  political 
chiefs  of  a  gresit  Deijivrtment.  We  all 
recognise  the  courtesy  of  ilemeauour  of 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  in  this  Himse, 
but  the  obligation  of  courtesy  is  jn'rhaps 
even  more  incumbent  on  the  holder  of 
high  office  tt>wards  those  who  happen  to 
be  his  subordinates.    As    an    old   Civil 
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servant  I  can  tell  hini  there  is  no  hodj 
of  men  in  the  world  who  more  appreciate 
courtesy  and  consideration,  and  I  regret 
that  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  seems 
to  have  forgotten  traditions  which  in 
the  past  have  been  a  distinguishing 
clmracteristic  of  the  Service.  Tliere  is 
one  other  matter  to  which  I  wish  to 
refer.  We  know  that  as  a  consequence 
of  the  recent  strike  of  postmen  a  num- 
ber of  those  public  servants  were  dis- 
missed. I  am  not  going  to  argue 
whether  they  were  rightly  or  wrongly 
discharged,  but  I  do  desire  to  emphftsise 
what  appeared  in  a  letter  by  Mr. 
Shipton  as  to  the  grovelling  language 
used  in  a  Memorial  sent  to  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  a  week  or  two  ago  by  a 
number  of  the  postmen  asking  to  be  rein- 
stated. That  is  a  very  humiliating 
incident,  because  it  is  impossible  not  to 
draw  the  conclusion  that  such  language 
was  used  simply  because  it  was  believed 
that  it  would  be  acceptable  to  the 
authorities  of  the  Post  Office.  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  dfterminc  which  presents 
the  more  humiliating  spectacle — the  men 
who  use  such  language,  or  the  authorities 
who  encourage  the  use  of  it.  I  beg  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  salary  of  the 
Postmaster  General  by  iilOO. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"Tlujt  Item  A  be  reduced  by  £100,  part 
of  the  Salary  of  the  Postmaster  General." 
— {Mr.  Pickersyill.) 

•(1.17.)  Mb.  RAIKES:  I  hud  hoped 
that  other  lion.  Members  who  were  dis- 
posed to  fidlow  on  the  same  side  would 
have  done  so,  liecause  it  would  be  con- 
venient tliat  the  sjKseches  of  hon.  Mem- 
i  bers  on  the  points  raised  should  not  be 
interrupted  by  more  than  one  speech  of 
my  own.  But,  as  no  one  has  risen,  I 
think  it  would  be  most  respectful  to  the 
Committee  not  t<j  delay  my  answer  to 
several  of  tlie  observations  of  the  hou. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  do 
not  at  all  deny  that  the  question  of  the 
regulations  in  resjiect  to  meetings  of 
ofBcial  persons  to  discuss  official  questions 
is  a  difficult  one.  When  I  appi-oached 
the  question  at  the  beginning  of  the 
present  year  in  the  Post  Office,  I  found 
in  existence  the  Regulation  of  1866, 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
referred,  and  which  Bought  to 
4iolve  the  difficulty  by  simply  pro- 
hibiting   any    snch     meetings     outside 


the  Post  Office  buildings.  By  that  Regu 
lation  the  employes  of  the  Office  could 
only  hold  meetings  on  official  questions 
in  the  building  under  the  immediate 
supervision  of  tlie  authorities.  The  hon. 
Member  pointed  out  that  the  Regulation 
dated  so  far  back  as  1866.  1  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  when  he  says 
that  a  [Freat  deal  has  happened  since  that 
Regulation  was  adopted.  For  instance, 
since  then  Post  Office  servants  have 
become  voters  at  elections,  which  of 
necessity  gives  them  a  claim  to  a  freer 
hand  in  regard  to  meetings  to  discuss 
their  grievances.  I  consequently  re- 
scinded Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley's  Rule, 
and  the  result  of  the  new  Regulations  I 
introduced  is  that  the  Post  Office 
employh  can  meet  when  they  like 
and  where  they  like.  There  is  no 
dictation  as  to  time,  or  place,  or  subject. 
But  while  giving  to  the  servants  of  the 
Department  this  much  greater  latitude 
in  the  discussion  of  their  own  affairs,  I 
could  not  forgot  that  these  affairs  were 
also  the  affairs  of  the  Department  and  of 
the  nation  in  whose  service  they  are. 
Accordingly,  it  seemed  to  me,  that  in 
order  to  keep  such  discussion  within 
reasonable  and  legitimate  hounds,  it  was 
desirable  to  lay  down  three  conditions, 
which  appear  to  the  hou.  Member  to  be 
very  onerous,  namely,  that  the  men 
should  give  notice  of  any  meeting  they 
propose  to  hold  ;  that  the  discussion  at 
the  meeting  shall  be  confined  to  official 
j-iersons,  and  shall  be  attended  only  by 
those  official  persons  who  are  directly 
interested ;  and  that  the  Department 
shall  have  a  shorthand  writer  present, 
so  that  an  authentic  report  of  what  takes 
place  may  be  obtained.  As  to  the  latter 
condition,  such  meetings  are  often  im- 
properly and  inaccurately  reported  by 
the  newspapers,  as  hon.  Members  must 
know.  Exaggerated  and  very  untrue 
statements  with  reference  to  the  rela- 
tions between  the  authorities  and  the 
men  have  often  been  published,  unfairly 
prejudicing  and  poisoning  the  public 
mind ;  and  the  authorities  have  been 
left  without  trustworthy  means  of  know- 
ing whether  the  statements  reported 
were  really  made,  or  the  language 
described  as  nscd  was  really  uttered.  So 
far  from  the  presence  of  the  shorthand 
writer  being  required  for  the  purposes 
of  espionage,  it  is  no  less  a  protection 
to  the  men  than  a  means  of   informa- 
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tion  to  the  nuthorities,  and  I  challenge 
the  hon.  Member  to  mention  a  case 
in  which  the  presence  of  a  short- 
liand  writer  at  a  meeting  haa 
led  to  the  punialuneut  of  a  man.  The 
hon.  Member  muat  know,  if  he  has 
followed  the  case  at  all,  that  much  of  the 
langaage  which  lias  been  indulged  in  at 
thoae  meetings  has  been,  to  say  the  least, 
of  an  unrestrained  character ;  but  not  a 
single  person  has  suffered  for  it.  The 
experience  of  the  last  few  weeks  has 
shown  how  wise  is  the  condition  kid 
down  that  these  meetings  sluill  be  con- 
fintid  to  the  public  servants  interested  in 
them.  No  one  can  now  be  more  sensible 
of  this  than  the  unfortunate  men  who, 
influenced  by  professional  agitators,  were 
unwise  enough  to  go  out  on  strike,  and 
have  thus  placed  themselves  in  a  most 
painful  position.  I  have  been  told  timt 
I  have  conceded  the  riglit  of  combination, 
but  have  attached  conditions  to  it  which 
made  it  nugatory.  I  will  say  fninkly 
that  I  cannot  admit  that  servants  of  the 
State  stand  on  precisely  the  siune  footing 
as  the  servants  of  a  private  omjiloyer 
as  regards  combination.  I  have  said, 
and  will  adhere  to  it,  tliat  the  men 
are  free  to  form  an  association 
and  to  act  together  for  their 
mutual  benefit  and  to  discuss  matters 
of  interest  to  them,  but  I  have  never 
conceded,  and  never  will  concede  as  long 
as  I  have  the  honour  to  hold  the  office  I 
do,  that  they  have  any  right  to  form  any 
association  the  object  of  which  is  to 
sujxjrsede  the  authority  of  Parliament 
and  the  Government  in  fixing  the  con- 
ditions of  labour  in  the  PubUc  Service. 
The  men  engaged  in  the  Post  OfiSce  have 
many  advantages.  They  receive  an 
increasing  salary,  the  advantage  of  sick 
pay,  and  a  holiday  annually  on  full  j)ay. 
The  postmen  have  the  additional  advan- 
tage of  a  uniform,  and  there  is,  also,  the 
very  important  advantage  of  a  comfort- 
able pension  at  the  end  of  service. 
They  have,  moreover,  constant  employ- 
ment, independent  of  the  vicissitudes  of 
trade,  and  tlio  honour  of  serving  the 
Crown  in  a  service  which,  up  to  the 
present  time,  has  been  conspicuous  for 
its  high  character  and  popularity.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  Post  Office  servant 
is  simply  called  upon  to  submit  to  a 
certain  and  comparatively  trifling  amount 
of  restraint  in  his  action  as  a  consequence 
of  the  service  he  is  in — a  restraint  which 
Mr.  Raik«» 


is  absolutely  necessary.  I  have  not  had 
an  op[)ortunity  of  saying  to  my  friends 
the  postmen,  but  I  shall  do  so  when  I  have 
it,  that  if  I  were  in  the  habit  of  using 
the  sort  of  language  about  the  head 
of  the  Government  which  they  have 
indulged  in  with  regard  to  myself 
I  should  not  long  occupy  ray  present 
position  in  the  service  of  the  State. 
But,  apart  from  tliis  question  of  oratorical 
license,  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  allow 
the  government  of  any  Department  to  b© 
delegated  to  any  irresponsible  body  if  the 
service  of  the  State  is  to  be  carried  uu 
without  liability  to  collapse  at  aixy 
particular  moment  by  a  combination  of 
a  certain  number  of  men  insisting  on 
more  wages  or  less  duty,  who  might 
thereby  cripple  the  whole  service  of  the 
Department,  and  bring  that  part  of  the 
business  of  the  country  to  a  standstilL 
1  therefore  say,  freely  and  frankly,  that 
while  I  express  no  opinion  us  to  the 
ordinary  rights  of  Ti-ades  Unions  in 
regard  to  ordinary  questions  as  tietween 
employer  and  employed,  it  is  impossible 
for  the  Government  to  recognise  the 
interference  of  such  bodies  in  the 
relations  between  the  State  and  its- 
servants.  With  regard  to  anothej: 
matter  which  has  been  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member,  I  should  be 
extremely  sorry  if  it  were  sup{io8cd  for 
a  moment  that  with  regard  to  the  70 
petitioners  to  whom  be  referred  I  have 
been  guilty  of  any  intentional  dis- 
courtesy towards  either  him  or  the 
momorialist.s. 

•Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  I  did  not  say 
there  was  any  discourtesy  towai'dS' 
myself. 

•Mb.  RAIKES  :  Wliat  I  have  done  has 
been  done,  I  believe,  in  strict  accord- 
ance with  the  precedent  which  has  lieea 
established  by  those  who  preceded  me  in 
Office.  1  believe  that  when  Memorials 
come  pouring  in,  all  of  them  requiring 
the  same  things,  or  things  very  similar, 
to  what  have  been  previously  urged,  an 
answer  given  to  one  Memorial  has  been 
allowed  to  stand  as  an  answer  to  the 
subsequent  Memorials.  I  may  statotliatthe 
heads  of  the  Department  have  had  these 
matters  under  their  careful  consideration, 
and  one  of  them  has  been  in  constant 
communication  with  the  Treasury  upon 
the  subject,  and  the  result  of  what  haa 
hitherto  been  done  has  been  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  employils  affected. 
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bj  the  new  scales  are  more  than  satisfied 
with  them  ;  in  fact,  I  have  received  tlie 
(Imnks   of    a,   large   majority    of    those 
persons.     I    am    anxions,   a^    far    as    I 
can,  to   meet    the   memorialists'    views 
without    injury     to     the    Public    Ser- 
rice,  but  as  long  as   all   the  details  are 
not   finally  adjusted    it  will  not   be  in 
my    power    to    deal    with    the   matter 
finally.     The  hou.  Member  has   referred 
to  one  otlier  matter  which  I  do  not  think 
quite    germane    to    the    subject    under 
discussion.       He  has  spoken  of  what  he 
has  called  the  grovelling  language  used 
ill  their  Petitions   by  some  of  the  men 
who  went  out   on  strike  the  other  day, 
and  who  have  sought  to  be  taken  back 
again,  and  he  has  said  that  this  language 
showed  the    jiainfal  relations  which  ex- 
isted between  them  and  the  Department, 
when  they  were    under  the  impression 
that  the  use  of  such   language  would  be 
welcomed.     Wlio  is  responsible  for  this  ? 
Over  and  over  again  have  I,  in  reply  to 
Petitions  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  ^lahon,  who 
professed   to  speak    on    behalf    of    the 
Postal    Union,  and  who   is   no   more   a 
postal  servant  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Camborne,  been  obliged  to  state  that  we 
could   not    recognise    him   as  an  inter- 
mediary between  the  Postinaster  General 
and  the  postmen.      It   would  be  an  in- 
tolerable state  of  things   if  we  were  ex- 
pected  to  give  recognition  to  the  inter- 
ference of  men  of  that  description,  who 
live   by    agitation,    and    whose    life   is 
spent  in  fanning  the  embers  of  discontent 
among  various  classes  of  workmen.     If 
any  one  is  responsible  for  such  estrange- 
ment   as    has   tiiken    place   it    is   thoHe 
who  have  incited  these  poor  men  against 
their   employers    by    denouncing   those 
employers    and    painting    them   in   the 
blackest   colours,  and    thus   leading  the 
men  to  form  altogether  erroneous  views 
with    regard    to    the    action    of    those 
employers.    In  conclusion,  I  have  only  to 
say  that  we   have  merely  touched    the 
fringe   of   this  question   as  regards  the 
particular  objections  put  forward  by  the 
hou.  Gentleman  opposite.     I  do  not  wish 
to  take   exception   to  the   terms  of  his 
speech,  but  I  would  add,  before  sitting 
down,  that  I  recognise  with  gratitude  the 
great  forbearance   shown   generally   by 
hon.  Members  opposite  in  refraining  from 
interfering  with   the  action  of   the  Go- 
vernment, thus  enabling  us  to  bring  a 
great  Service  through  a   trying   ordeal 


without  any  great  loss  at  a  most  critical 
moment,  and  with,  1  trust,  every  prosjtect 
of  a  successful  and  pros|>erous  future. 

•(1.37.)  Sm  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  :  I 
fully  agree  with  those  who  regard  this 
subject  as  one  of  great  difficulty  and 
delicacy,  but,  at  the  same  time,  having 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  cannot  help  feeling  that 
he  is  making  a  mistake  which  has  been 
made  on  former  occasions,  namely,  the 
mistake  of  looking  too  intently  on  one 
side  of  the  question  and  neglecting 
altogether  the  other  side.  Several 
remarks  have  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  which  have  tjiken  mo  by 
surprise.  For  instance,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  enumerated  the  ad- 
vantages which  were  possessed  by  the 
civil  servants  of  the  country  he  pointed 
out  that  their  siilary  increases  in  a 
regular  proptjrtion,  but  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  [)resent  disturbed  con- 
dition of  the  Postal  Service,  over  wliich 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  presides,  lias 
arisen  to  a  great  extent  from  his  own 
arbitrary  interference  wHh  the  increase 
of  the  men's  {Kiy,  and  also  from  the 
way  in  which,  in  some  cases,  he  has 
treated  the  men  not  as  servants  who  had 
rights  of  their  own  but  as  servile  beings, 
almost  in  the  position  of  slaves,  while  the 
men  who,  according  to  him,  are  entitled 
to  steady  increase  of  salary,  have 
suffered  deprivations  of  salary  for  no 
fault  of  their  own. 

Mk.    ISAACSON    (Stepney):    What 
have  they  been  deprived  of? 

•Sir  E.  J.  REED  :  I  am  willing 
to  answer  that  question,  but  you,  Mr. 
Courtney,  have  ruled  that  I  cannot 
bring  the  Cardiff  case  in,  although  when 
we  come  to  the  proper  Vote  I  shall  be 
able  to  give  a  detailed  account  of  those 
who  have  suffered,  and  who  are  still 
fiuSering,  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's arbitrary  violation  of  his  own 
principle.  The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
miin  makes  a  great  point  of  the 
fact  that  it  is  a  serious  matter 
for  the  postal  servants  of  the  country 
to  appeal  to  Members  of  this  House 
for  their  consideration,  and  he  asks,  | 
Why  do  they  ,  not  go  to  him  ?  I  can 
give  the  right  hou,  Gentleman  an  answer 
to  the  question,  derived  from  a  practical 
experience  of  the  work  nf  the  postmen 
of  the  great  town  which  I  have  the 
privilege    of   representing.      I    do    not 
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hesitate  to  say  tliat  representations  made 
from  the  town  I  represent,  concerning 
the  inudequutu  administration  of  the 
Postal  Dojiartmont  there,  have  liad  no 
weight  at  all,  and  I  have  here  a  letter  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  in 
whicli  he  recognises  the  fiict  that  the 
representations  previously  made  had  been 
unavailing.  Perhaps  the  Committee 
will  allow  me  to  read  that  letter,  so  far 
as  it  relates  to  this  point. 

•Mn.  RAIKES:  I  do  not  think  the 
matter  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  one  that  should  1^  brought 
before  the  Committee  at  this  stage,  as  it 
has  no  relation  to  the  subject  which  is 
under  discussion. 

•Siu  E.  J.  REED:  I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss   this   point  now.     1  am  merely 
desirous  of  answering  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Geutlemait.     I  have   to  say 
tliat  the  postal  business  in  the  town  of 
Cardiff  was  left  in  a  disgraceful  state  for 
n  long  period,  and  it  is  owing  to  that  condi- 
tion that  very  much  of  the  agitation  has 
arisen.     The  merchants   and  traders  of 
the  town  got   yo   attention   until   they 
obtained     the     intervention    of      their 
Member.      It    will     not     do     for     the 
right    hon.     Gentleman    to     condemn 
the    servants    of    the    Post    Oflice    be- 
cause   they    appeal    to    others,   because 
this      agitation      would      have      arisen 
among  the  merchants   of   the   town    in 
consequence    of    the    condition    of   the 
Postal  Service.     I  sympathise   with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  very  much  indeed 
in    some    of    hi.s    observations.     I    can 
imagine  that  it  must  be  very  distressing 
and   objectionable   for    the    head    of    a 
Department  to  have  men  who  are  not  ui 
that    Dejiartniont   at   all    making   their 
representations   to    him    C'incerning  the 
service  of  the  einployr^  of  that  Dojjart- 
ment.     I  agree  very  warmly    with   his 
general   proposition,    namely,   that    the 
Service  of  the  State  is  an  exceptional 
Service,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that,  for 
the  last  six  months,  I  have  observed  on 
the  piwt  of  the    employt'a   of   the    Post 
Oflice,  and  of  gentlemen  serving  under 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  too  ready 
disposition  to  exhibit  absolute  indepen- 
dence in  their  action.     But  the  answer 
is  this :  In  these  days  if  you  want  to 
claim    authority    over    your     euiploy^s 
you  must  consider  them,  and  fulfil  your 
obligations  as  well  as  calling  upon  them 
to  fulfil  theirs.     I  venture  to  say  that 
Sir  E.  J.  Reed 


{COMMONS}  Revenue  Dejxirtmenls.       624 

nearly  all  the  trouble  that  has  happened 
under  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  recent 
administration  has  arisen  from  the  faot 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
recognise  his  obligations  to  the  servants 
of  the  Department,  while  he  insists  ujion 
their  obligations.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, for  instance,  refen-ed  to  the  obsolete 
rule  introduced  by  Lord  Stanley  in  1 866, 
and    he    seemed    to   think    it   a   rather 
virtuous  and  meritorious  concession  that 
he   did   not   enforce   that    rule.      That 
regulation  was  a  jiositive  and  ridiculons 
absurdity.     Under    the    terras   of    that 
regulation  half  a  dozen  employes  could  not 
discuss  at  the  dinner  table  of  one  of  them 
the  question  of  their  salaries  and  the  con- 
ditions of  their  service  without  incurring 
the  risk  of  punishment  by  the  authori- 
ties.   Is  that  a  reasonable  state  of  things  1 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  denies 
that  a  reporter  was  used  to  take  short- 
hand notes  for  the  purposes  of  espionage, 
and  when  he  challenges  my  hon.  Friend 
to  produce  any  ease   in  which  a  man  has 
been   punished   because   of   the   Report 
of  a  shorthand  writer,  I  can  only  say 
I     should      have     been      very      mnch 
8urj)rised  if  anyone  had  been  punished 
before  this  Debate  occurred,  or  before 
the    close    of    this    Session   of    Parlia- 
ment.    But  I  will  show,  when  we  come 
to  tlie  Telegniph   Vote,  that  men  have 
been  punished  not  because  the  Depart- 
ment   was    in   any    possession    of    any 

knowledge 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  !     It 


is  extremely  irregular  and  very  incon- 
venient to  make  assertions  in  respect  to 
another  Vote  before  that  Vote  has  been 
reached. 

♦Sir  E.  J.  REED  :  I  only  referred  to  it 
to  justify  the  statement  I  make.  I  must 
confine  myself  to  saying  generally  on 
that  question  that  men  are  punished  by 
the  Postal  Autliorities  not  because  of 
what  the  Authorities  know  but  because 
of  what  they  suspect.  That,  Sir,  I 
believe  is  within  the  limits  of  my  know- 
ledge. I  cannot  help  thinking  that,  in 
the  interest  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  as  well  as  the  interests  of  the 
Postal  Service,  it  should  be  under- 
stood that  there  is  a  very  greiit  deal  of 
justifiable  dissatisfaction  with  Ihe  present 
administration.  It  arises  from  the  fact, 
in  my  opinion,  that  while  the  Postmaster 
General  realises  in  the  fullest  and 
intensest  manner  the  obligation  of  sub- 
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ordination  and  other  obligivtions  of  fcbe 
servants  undtr  him,  he  does  not  recog- 
nise, in  anything  like  a  proper  degree  or 
in  a  proper  manner,  his  obligations  to  the 
servants  of  the  Department. 

(1.50.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall, 
Camborne) :  Sir,  I  am  delighted  that  an 
interruption  1  made  towards  the  close  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  apology  gal- 
vanised into  something  like  energy  the 
aomewhat  limp  Postmaster  General. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  must  r*;frain  from 
making  these  irritating  and  aunecessary 
observatiuufi. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  :  I  had  not  the 
smallest  desire  to  cause  irritation  to  the 
Postmaster  General  when  I  intormpted 
him.  Therefore,  I  at  once  withdraw 
the  un-Parlinmentiiry  expression. 

The  CHAIR\LVN  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  Well,  Sir,  the 
Postmaster  General,  in  somewhat  strong 
language,  denounced  the  professional 
agitators  who  have  incited  these  unfor- 
tunate subordinates  into  something  like 
ojjen  rebellion.  It  becomes  my  duty, 
liaving  had  something  to  do  with  tliat 
movement  (though  not  as  a  pro- 
fessional agitator),  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  denounced  in  such 
unsparing  terms,  to  explain  some- 
thing of  the  condition  of  things  which 
led  to  the  formation  of  the  Post- 
men's Union.  The  Postmaster  General 
wouldhavetlio  Uouse  believe  thatbut  for 
ontsido  incitement  everything  would 
have  gone  on  inside  the  Post  Office  as 
merrily  as  the  proverbial  marriage  bells  ; 
just  as  it  is  said  of  Ireland,  that  there 
would  have  been  no  discontent  in 
Ireland  but  for  the  professional 
agitators.  But  in  the  Post  Office  there 
has  been  an  extraordinary  growth  of 
well-founded  discontent,  which  sprang  up 
spontaneously  and  without  any  out>:de 
encouragement  whatever,  and  which 
resulted  in  the  movement  to  which  we 
are  now  directing  our  attention.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  judging  from  his 
caustic  observations  with  reference  to 
my  humble  self,  may  think  that  I  had 
something  to  do  with  the  origination  of 
the  movement.  I  can  assure  him  if  thnt 
is  his  view  ho  is  purely  and  absolutely 
mistaken.  This  movement  originated  in 
September  of  lust  year,  when  I  was 
under  lock  and  key  across  St.  George's 


Channel.  The  formation  of  the  Post- 
men's Union  was  due  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
j>unished  Tom  Dredge,  who  took  the 
lead  in  pressing  the  claims  of  his  fellows. 
It  was  not  an  actual  agitation,  but  was 
conducted  according  to  the  rule  within 
the  walls  of  the  Post  Office.  Tom  Dredge 
was  .summarily  dismissed.  Following 
the  example  of  the  dock  labourers  the 
postmen  determined  to  form  a  Union. 
The  first  thing  that  happened  to  me 
when  1  reached  Euston,  after  my  incar- 
ceration, was  to  receive  a  request  from 
the  Postmen's  Union  to  become  their 
Treasurer.  I  accepted  the  position  with- 
out hesitation,  knowing  something  of 
their  objects.  But  when  I  went  away 
in  the  winter,  I  advised  them  to  obtain 
the  services  of  some  one  else,  as  I  could 
not  perform  the  duties  of  the  office. 
Th.at  is  the  only  connection  I  ever 
had  with  the  Postmen's  Union. 
The  great  stress  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  atbick  is  against  a  gentle- 
man I  know,  and  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  denounces,  and  stigmatises 
on  every  possible  occasion  as  a  pro- 
fussionril  ivgitator.  I  should  like  to 
challenge  the  right  hon.  gentleman  to 
prove  his  statement.  This  gentleman, 
Mr.  Mahon,  with  two  others,  was  appealed 
to  by  the  postmen  themselves  quite 
spontaneously.  He  and  two  others  had 
been  engaged  for  years  past,  not  in 
professional  agitation,  but  in  assisting 
their  fellow  workers,  men  of  their  own 
occupation,  to  fight  the  battle  of  labour,  as 
they,  as  citizens  of  a  free  country,  had 
every  right  to  do.  I  will  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  why  Mr.  Mahon  and  the 
others  wore  appealed  to.  It  was 
deliberately  and  specifically  stated  by  the 
men  that  they  did  not  dare  to  form  a 
Union  themselves  and  to  place  members 
of  their  own  body  in  a  prominent  j)osition 
on  it,  becanso  the  moment  they  did  so 
they  would  incur  the  wrath  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  would  immediately 
suffer  penalties.  I  dare  say  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  say  their  fears 
were  unfounded.  I  tell  him  they  wore 
not.  It  is  perfectly  notorious  that  the 
very  placing  of  these  men  in  a  prominent 
position  as  leaders  of  the  movement  waa 
quite  sufficient  to  bring  about  their 
dismissal.  The  movement  went  on 
without  much  attention  being  paid  to  it 
until    the  spring   of  this    year,    and  in 
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April  tliu  right  hon.  Gcntlemu.ii  found 
it  necessiiry  to  try  and  crush  tlie  Union. 
He  found,  I  suppose,  thnt  it  vros  making 
too  much  headway.  He  pretended,  in 
the  first  place,  that  he  was  anxious  to 
relax  rules  whicli  interfered  with  the 
open  and  free  action  of  the  men,  and  he 
gave  out  more  than  once  in  this  House, 
and  elsewhere,  that  be  was  so  anxious 
to  give  fair-play  to  the  men  that  he 
would  allow  them  to  meet  when  and 
where  they  liked,  and  would  allow  thorn 
to  form  themselves  into  a  Union.  But 
Oie  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  caieful 
to  establish  certain  new  regulations 
which  he  would  have  us  l>elieve  in  no 
respect  restricted  the  freedom  of  action 
of  the  men.  They  were  told  that  notice 
should  be  given  of  the  time  and  place  of 
any  meeting  held  by  the  men,  and  no 
strangers  were  to  be  admitted  to  tho 
meetings,  and  that  an  official  reporter, 
representing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
should  be  present.  I  believe  the  second 
of  these  regulations  was  directly  in- 
tended to  strike  at  the  root  of  the 
existence  of  the  Postmen's  Union 
altogether.  It  is  idle  to  say  that  one  of 
the  postmen  could  undertake  the  mulli- 
fivrious  and  burdensumo  duties  of 
General  Secretary.  The  time  of  a  jK)st- 
man  is  so  taken  up  by  his  duties  that  he 
has  practically  no  spare  time.  Therefore, 
the  men  rightly  resented  this  restriction, 
and  said  truly  that  it  rendered  abso- 
lutely nugatory  the  supposed  new 
concesbion  on  the  part  of  the  Postmaster 
General.  Mr.  Mahon  waa  appointed  to 
the  post  of  General  Secretary  by  a  ballot 
of  the  Union.  It  is  not  true  that  he 
forced  himjjclf  into  it  against  their  will, 
and  it  is  not  true  that  he  luus  no  title  to 
represent  the  men.  It  may  bo  very  con- 
venient for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  to  decline  t« 
recognise  tho  right  of  the  men  to  appoint 
whom  they  please  as  their  General 
Secretary.  But  if  he  recogni.ses  the 
principle  of  Trades  Unionism  at  all  he 
should  recognise  that  this  man  was 
appointed  by  the  ballot  of  the  Trades 
Unionists.  The  man  has  ofiEerod  to 
resign  Ids  position,  but  has  been  forced 
to  continue  in  it,  for  the  reason  that  the 
postmen  cannot  put  in  one  of  themselves, 
every  man  fearing  the  result  of  taking 
such  a  prominent  |>osition. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Nortliampton)  : 
How  much  does  he  get  ? 
JUr.  Conybeare 


Mb.  CONYBEARK  :  The  position  of 
this  officer,  as  well  as  that  of  every 
officer  connected  with  the  Postmen's 
Union,  is  set  fortli  in  the  rules  I  hold  in 
my  hand.  I  shall  lie  happy  to  present  a 
copy  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton, and  he  can  examine  it  at  his  leisure. 
There  is  nothing  to  conceal  in  this 
matter.  With  regard  to  the  official  re- 
jwrters,  I  have  used  an  expression  at  tiroes 
which  maybe  taken  to  be  offensive.  I  have 
described  them  as  s]jies.  But  that  is  a 
word  we  have  been  accustomed  to  use 
in  describing  official  rejiorters  in  Ireland, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  the  phrase  should 
be  any  more  offensive  when  used  on 
this  side  of  the  water.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  use  that  language  now, 
though  I  think  that,  in  view  of 
the  facts,  I  should  be  justified  in 
doing  so.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Would  have  us  believe  that  the  presence 
of  these  official  reporters  at  joost- 
men's  meetings  is  for  nothing  more 
against  the  interests  of  the  men  than 
merely  to  obtain  an  accui-ate  record  of 
what  passes  for  the  information  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  who  is  interested,  aa 
well  as  the  men,  in  the  welfare  of  tho 
Service.  Well,  it  is  true  that  he  and 
they  are  equally  intere8t^.'d  in  the  welfare 
and  prosperity  of  the  Service.  So  are  we 
aU.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
methals  of  improving  that  prosjjerity 
and  general  welfare  will  not  in  history 
redound  to  his  credit.  Listead  of  seeking 
that  prosperity  and  general  wclfarti  by 
encouraging  contentment  amongst  the 
men,  he  has  done  everything  in  his  power 
to  produce  the  maximum  of  discontent 
and  friction  between  tlie  different  officers 
of  tho  Post  Office  and  the  employh.  The 
only  object  of  sending  those  reporters  to 
the  meetings  of  the  men  is  to  enable  the 
officials  to  bring  the  men  up  for  punish- 
ment. At  a  meeting  of  postmen  held  in 
Hyde  Park,  a  certain  official  reporter  was 
coerced  into  acting  as  a  spy,  by  being  told 
that  he  would  be  turned  out  of  his  place 
if  he  did  not,  and,  in  consequence,  men 
were  identified,  and  a  numljerof  postmen 
in  tho  E.G.  District  were  reduced  and 
suspended.  The  disturbance  which 
occurred  at  the  meeting  when  this  man 
was  recognised  has  been  greatly  ex- 
aggerated in  the  Press.  There  is  ample 
justification,  if  justification  were  wanted, 
to  prove  the  injustice  of  the  rule  relating 
to  the  employment  of  these  official  repor- 
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tore.  All  this  has  been  done  by  the  right 
hon.  Gontleman  iu  his  determination  to 
erusli  tlie  movement  which  the  men 
liave,  in  their  own  interests,  tlioiipht 
neoessiiry.  I,  myself,  although  I  have  liad 
no  official  connection  with  the  movement, 
at  the  request  of  the  men,  attended  more 
than  one  meeting,  and  I  can  say  that  the 
men  did  not  recklessly  rush  into  a 
strike,  in  order  to  advance  impossible 
chiims  and  dislocate  the  wliole  Postal 
Service,  but  that  they  acted  with  the 
greatest  reasonableness  and  modera- 
tion. It  is  entirely  untrue  that  the 
E.xecutive  of  the  Union  incited  or  in- 
timidated the  men  into  this  movement, 
and  there  is  no  ground  for  the  monstrous 
insinuation  to  that  effect  made  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Sir  R.  Fowler).  There  is  no 
ground  for  such  an  unmanly  and  cowardly 
suggestion  (though  I  do  not  apply  those 
phrases  to  anyone  in  the  House)  against 
men  who  are  as  worthy  of  respect  and  con- 
sideration as  the  hon.  Baronet  himself. 
There  was  no  attempt  on  the  part  ijf  tlie 
Elxecutive,  or  anyone  outside  the  Uuiun, 
to  intimidate  the  men,  or  get  them  to 
join  the  Union.  All  the  intimidation  and 
coercion  came  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General,  as  I  am  in 
a  position  to  prove.  The  meeting  wliich 
I  attended  at  the  Holborn  Town  Hall, 
■was  attended  by  something  like  1,500 
postmen,  and  the  whole  object  of  the 
meeting,  at  which  Mr.  G.  Shipton  was 
present,  was  to  take  the  decision  of  the 
postmen  themselves  as  to  wliat  should 
be  their  course,  and  what  instruction 
they  should  issue  to  their  Executive  Com- 
mittee in  view  of  the  crisis  which  had 
then  arisen.  The  attitude  of  the  men 
was  determined  and  enthusiastic,  and  the 
advice  given  by  Mr.  Mahon,  as  repri'sont- 
ing  the  Executive  Committee,  was  not  in 
any  sense  in  the  direction  of  inciting  the 
men ;  the  whole  tendency  of  it  was 
to  find  out  the  gravity  of  the  situation 
and  the  risk  they  ran.  For  my  own 
part,  I  only  advised  them  that  if  they 
had  to  strike,  they  should  not  do  so 
unless  tliey  could  bring  out  all  their  men, 
and  it  was  owing  to  the  neglect  of  that 
advice  that  the  movement,  unfortunately, 
failed.  [Zou^A<er.]  You  may  laugh,  but 
even  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposide  side  of  the  House  are  occa- 
sionally known  to  make  mistakes.  Even 
the  Ministry  have  been  known  to  make 


mistakes,  and  not  so  very  long  ago  either. 
At  this  meeting,  Mr.  George  Shipton, 
representing  the  London  Trades  Council, 
made  a  speech,  and,  as  is  well  known,  the 
whole  object  of  his  presence  at  the  meet- 
ing was  to  bring  about  some  conciliatory 
method  of  ending,'  the  dispute,  and  a  re- 
solution was  formulated  and  enthusiasti- 
cally [lassed  by  the  men  to  the  effect 
that  they  should  hold  their  hands  until 
the  result  was  known  of  communication 
with  the  Postmaster  General,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  intervention  of  the  London 
Trades  Council.  The  truce  was  to  last 
12  days,  f)rovided  that  the  risht  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  force  more  active 
measaros  upon  the  men  in  the  interval, 
by  endeavouring  to  coerce  them  by  a 
largo  introduction  of  supernumerary 
labour.  That  same  evening,  I  reported 
what  had  taken  place  at  the  meeting  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  all  I  got 
was  that  I  was  assailed  with  what  I  must 
uill  abuse  from  tliat  Bench.  Abuse  does 
not  affect  me,  as  I  know  it  is  only 
indulged  in  by  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
when  their  case  is  so  wretchedly  weak 
that  they  Imve  not  a  single  good  argu- 
ment to  advance  for  the  defence.  The 
way  the  conciliatory  and  reasonable 
attitude  of  the  men  was  met  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  this.  He  at 
once  pnxieeded  to  draft  into  aU  the 
offices  a  number  of  supemumemrios  and 
outsiders  whom  we  caU  blacklegs,  which 
name  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objects- 
to,  but  the  phrase  is  only  like  such 
phrases  as  "  boycott,"  "  emergency 
men,"  or  "  Government  spies,"  which 
have  found  their  way  into  modern 
[lolitics.  Therefore,  I  shall  continue  to 
use  the  expression  if  I  tind  it  Tiecessary. 
These  words  were  intrwiuced  not  for  the 
purpose  of  overtaking  the  work  which 
the  dismissal  or  suspension  of  regular 
hands  made  it  imperative  to  overtake, 
but  there  were  more  supernnmer;»ry 
hands  taken  on  in  the  difierent  post 
offices  than  the  number  of  men  dismissed 
or  suspended.  There  was  no  excuse  for 
the  employment  of  these  blacklegs.  The 
object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
fitly  shadowed  forth  by  the  declaratioa 
which  Sir  Stevenson  Blackwood  attempted 
to  get  the  men  to  sign  in  the  E.C.  district 
— a  declaration  to  the  effect  that  they 
would  not  strike,  and  binding  them, 
against  the  assertion  of  their  rights  if  it 
became  necessary  by  the  only  means  in 
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their  power.     Sir  S.  Blackwood  wanted 
to   make   this  declarntion  general,    but 
afterwards  he  was  induced  to  limit  it  to 
the  2l8t  July,  that  being  the  last  day  of 
the  truce   decided   on   at   the    Holbom 
meeting,  as  the  last  day  on  wliich  to  ex- 
pect some  result  from  the  intervention  of 
Mr.   George   Shipton   and   the    London 
Trades   Council.      The    men    naturally 
refused  to  bind   themselves  by  any  such 
idiotic    declaration.       They    said    they 
would  do  so  if  the  number  of  supernu- 
meraries was  not  increased  up  to  that  date, 
and  if  the  additional  men  who  had  been 
employed  wure  dismissed.     That  was  a 
Tery  reasonable  proviso,  because   what 
the  Postmaster  General  was  seeking  to 
do   was   to   introduce  as  many  men  aa 
possible   from  outside,    whom    he  could 
train  in  the  elementary  work  that  was 
to   be   done,   and   whom    he   could  put 
in  the  places  of   the  regular   hands   at 
the  moment  which  seemed  most  fitting. 
That  was  not  fair  fighting.     In  the  case 
of  a  great  dispute  between  employer  and 
employed,  when  there  was  a  recognised 
issue  between  the  two,  care  should  have 
been   taken   to   avoid   all   mean  under- 
lianded  methods,  for.  after  all,  the  men, 
however  misguided  they  may  liave  been, 
were  not  orimiuals.     At  the  best  it  must 
be   admitted   that   these  men  are  very 
poorly  paid,  that  they  have  inordinately 
long  hours,  that  they  have  grievances 
which    they   have   sought   by  the  only 
means  in  tlieir  power  to  get  rectified. 
It  was  not  the  Executive  of  the  Union 
that  forced  this  strike  on  the  men.     The 
men  themselves  declared  for  it  by  over- 
whelming majorities.  Tf  they  did  not  suc- 
ceed I  will  notsiiy  it  was  not  to  some  extent 
their  fault,  and  circumstances  also  may 
liave  been   against  them.     At  any  rate, 
they  were  not  coerced  into  it.    What  the 
Executive   did    was    to   carry   out   the 
instructions  given  by  a  practically  unani- 
mous vote,  and    it    would    have    been 
practically  impossible  for  the  Executive 
to  have  acted  otherwise  than  they  did. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  chosen  to 
draw  a  distinction  between  members  of 
the  Civil  Service  and  others  who  may 
b.-'  employed  in  any  work  outside.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  would  not 
favour  the  formation  of  the   men  into  a 
Union   under  him.     Judging  from   the 
experience   we   have    had   of    his   iron 
reffime,  I  should   say  that  if  unionism 
is  justifiable  under  a  private  employer 
Mr.  Conybeare 


it  is  infinitely  more  so  under  the  em- 
ployment of  a  great  State  Department. 
May  I  just  advert  for  a  moment  to  the 
incidents  of   the  great  strike  week,   to 
show   how   the   right   hon.    Gentleman 
exercised  the  irresistible  power  of  the 
State  for  the  purpose  of  crushing  down 
these   unfortunate   men  ?     On   the  day 
when  he  apprehended  a  strike  the  Post 
Office  was  cnimmed  with  policemen  to 
protect   the   non-union   men   and  to  in- 
timidate  those    who    were   union   men. 
There  was  no  necessity  for  the  presence 
of   these   policemen,   as   there    was    no 
violence  on  this  occasion  at  St.  Martiu's- 
le-Grand.     I  maintain  that  civil  servants 
ought   to   bo   allowed    to    exercise    the 
ordinary  rights  of  citizens,  and  to  form 
themselves   into  Unions.     I  believe  it  is 
far  more  imperative  for  them  to  combine 
for    mutual    protection    than    for    the 
servants  of  a  private  firm  to  do  so.     Tho 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  he  has  always  preferred  to  listen  to 
the    representations  made   by  the  men. 
themselves,  but  that  he  will  listen  to  no 
representations  made  by  others  on  their 
behalf,  whether  in  this   House  or  else- 
where, is  a  new  doctrine,  which  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  protest  against.     I  say  tliat 
the  men  in   the   Post   Office,  or  in  any 
other  Government  Service,  have  a  perfect 
right  to  apply  to  their  Representatives  in 
Parliament,  if  they  choose  todo  so,  to  bring 
their  case  before  the  Government,  either 
in  this  House  or  elsewhere.     We  know 
that  it  is  almost  impossible  for  men  in 
Public  Departments  tiiget  their  grievances 
redressed  except  through  the  advocacy 
of  those  who  occupy  superior  positions, 
whether  as  Members  of  this  House  or 
otherwise,  and  I  say  the  men  are  per- 
fectly  justified,    especially    when    they 
know  that  representations  made  by  them- 
selves  never  reach   the  fountain  head, 
but  are  stopped  by  subordinate  officials, 
in  putting  their  cases  before  the  Memliers 
of  this  House,  and  obtaining  the  servioea 
of  those  Members  if  they  can  do  so.  (2.42.) 
(3.3.)     Mr.   ISAACSON:    I    was   in 
hopes  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General,  in  making  his  state- 
ment to  the  Committee,  would  have  told 
us  that  those   postmen   who  went  out  on 
strike  a  few   days  ago   had  been   rein- 
stated.    They    presented    a    Petition    to 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman,   pointing  out 
how  they  were   induced  to   go  out,   in 
fact  forced  to  go  out,  by  intimidation. 
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There  is  no  doubt  they  were  intimidated, 
and  in  many  instances  were  in  fear  of 
their  lives  if  they  did  not  join  the  strike. 
What  is  their  present  position  1  It  is 
scarcely  possible  that  these  men,  having 
to  support  their  families,  can  have  saved 
much  from  their  wrtges,  and  the  result 
must  be  that  they,  their  -wives,  and 
families  must  be  in  extreme  straits  from 
want  of  the  weekly  wage.  The  position 
of  these  men  is,  no  doubt,  brought  about 
by  the  influence  of  paid  agitators,  who 
had  nothing  to  do  with  Post  OflBce  work. 
What  would  be  said  by  any  employer  of 
labour,  say  the  managers  of  a  bank,  if 
they  found  their  clerks  employing  paid 
agitators  to  represent  their  cause,  if  they 
were  dissatisfied,  to  their  employers,  and 
using  intimidation  !  Cei-tainly,  such  in- 
terference in  sucli  a  movement  would 
be  at  once  repudiated,  and  I  do  not 
see  that  any  less  stringent  meosures 
can  be  adopted  in  an  important  i^nblic 
Department  like  the  Post  office.  Anxious 
as  we  all  may  be  to  do  what  we  can  for 
these  officials,  we  cannot  but  look  with 
severity  on  the  conduct  of  those  who,  for 
a  very  slight  cause,  conspired  to  stop  the 
Postal  Service  of  this  vast  Metrojtolis. 
There  is  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  men 
for  the  Service,  and  there  are  far  more 
applications  tlian  there  are  posts  to  fill, 
and  though  the  wages  may  appear  low, 
there  is  the  advantage  of  a  pension  at  the 
end  of  their  working  career.  I  certainly 
was  amuzed  to  hear  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cardiff  speak  of  dissatisfac- 
tion among  the  postmen  engs^cd  at 
Cardiff.  Probably  I  know  as  much  of 
Cardiff  and  Newport  as  most  Members 
in  this  House,  and  certainly  I  have 
always  thought  the  Postivl  Service  in 
those  Uiwns  was  very  satisfactory.  Post- 
men undoubtedly  have,  in  some  instances, 
long  houra,  and  the  lower  grades  are  not 
remarkably  well  paid,  but  there  is  this 
to  be  said,  that  the  work  is  continuous — 
they  are  not  thrown  out  of  employment, 
as  is  the  case  in  many  other  occupations, 
from  depression  of  trade.  The  Committee 
should  ifmemVxir  that  tlie  present  Post- 
master Ci«ner»l  has  hatl  more  difficulties 
to  contend  with,  through  the  introduc- 
tion of  Post  Office  reforms,  than  any 
previous  head  of  the  Ue|)artment.  The 
Parcel  Post  has  been  introduced  during 
bis  time,  and  this,  I  know,  caused  a  great 
derangement  of  business, 


The  CHAIRMAN :  The  Motion  before 
the  Committee  is  one  for  the  reduction 
of  the  Postmaster's  salary,  and  the  hon. 
Member's  observations  are  travelling 
very  wide  of  that. 

Mb.  ISAACSON  :  I  was  endeavouring 
to  show  that  the  increase  and  de- 
velopment of  post  office  business 
has  been  such  that  difficulties 
would  only  be  too  likely  to  occur. 
But,  under  all  the  circumstances,  I 
cannot  see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  at  all  to  blame.  To  this  I  was 
coming,  though  possibly  I  have  wandered 
somewhat  fmrn  the  direct  way.  The 
whole  question  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  reduction  has  been  so  thoroughly 
thrashed  out  tliat  I  find  nothing  to  add. 
I  will  only  add  the  apijeal  with  which  I 
began,  that  I  think  that  a  little  clemency 
might  be  shown  to  those  men  who,  under 
pressure,  were  induced  to  join  the  strike, 
and  who  having  repented,  might  be 
allowed  to  return,  though  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  adhere  to  the 
position  he  has  taken  with  regard  to 
meetings  and  the  active  promoters  of  the 
late  .igitation. 

(3.11.)  Mr.  LABODCHERE:  I 
altogether  disagree  with  the  doctrine 
that  the  postmen  should  be  prohibited 
from  meeting,  or  subjected  to  such  con- 
ditions that  meeting  is  practically  im- 
possible. I  really  think  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  is  making  a  great  mistake  in 
making  this  dead  set  against  postmen 
joining  a  Trades  Union  or  holding  meet- 
ings. This  kind  of  thing  is  often  a  safety 
valve,  and  it  can  do  no  harm,  for  you  are 
not  obliged  to  accept  the  views  expressed 
in  resolutions  at  these  meetings,  though 
you  might  allow  the  expression.  As  to 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Camborne  that  a  wrong  was  inflicted  on 
the  London  postmen  because  the  Post- 
master General  refused  to  recognise 
their  secretary,  that  I  confess  I  cannot 
agree  with,  I  think  a  Postmaster 
General  ought  to  ullow  his  men  to  have 
an  Association — call  it  a  Trades  Union  if 
you  like — and  to  meet  as  much  as  they 
desire  without  restriction  or  jpunishment, 
direct  or  indirect ;  but  the  Postmaster 
General  should  deal  >N-ith  the  men  as  his 
subordinates  and  not  as  members  of  a 
Trades  Union.  Ho  is  not  to  blame  if 
he  refuses  to  receive  as  a  representative 
of  his  men  some  secretary  who  has  no 
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connection  with  the  Post  Office.     When 
the    hon.    Member    for  Camborne   was 
speaking     about      the     secretary,     Mr. 
Mahon,     I     interpolated     the     remark, 
"  What  does  he  get  for  it?"  and  when 
the   hon.   Member    spoke   of    the    men 
crying  with  one  voice,  "  Let  us  have  Mr. 
Mahon,"  it  occnrrod  to  me  that  we  bad 
never   heard  of   this  gentleman  before, 
and  I  think  mo.st  people  connected  with 
the  Post  Office  had  never  heard  of  him, 
and  I  imagined  there  was  some  reason 
why  he  jiut  himself  forward ;  and  that 
in  serving  them  he  was  serving  himself. 
When   I   had  an  opportunity  of  looking 
at  the  book  of  rules  and  regulations,  I 
found   that  among  those  rules,  made,  I 
suppose,  by  Mr.  Maliou,  there  was  a  rule 
providing  that  the  secretary  to  the  Union 
sh<iuld  receive  from  SOs.  to  50s.  a  week. 
Here   is   the   explanation  of  the  whole 
matter.     But   I   have  only  risen  to  say 
that,  while.   I   support   the  Amendment 
and  shall  vote  for  it  if  it  ia  carried  to  a 
Division,  because  I  think  that  the  Post- 
master   General   ought    to   leave   more 
independence   to  the    men    to    meet,    to 
associate  and  expres.s  their  views,  at  the 
same  time,  I  am  entirely  opposed  to  the 
view    that    public  servants  are  wise  to 
join  Trades  Unimis.     There  is  a  distinc- 
tion in  their  ]K)sition  from  that  of  persons 
in     the    employ    of    private    firms.      I 
recognise  that  Trades   Unions  have  done 
much  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
working  and  artisan  class  in  enabling  the 
men    to  fight    their   mvu   cause    against 
employers,   against    whose    decision    in 
trade  disputes  there  is  no  ajipeal.     But 
in  the  case  of  public  servants,  there  is  an 
appeal    to    this    House.     We    are     the 
arbiters    in    matters   where    we    think 
officials  have  made  out  a  good  claim  for 
redress  of  grievances.  There  is  not,  then, 
the  necessity  for  a  Trades  Union  among 
public  servants.    I  do  not  know  whetlier 
Membersof  the  Committee noticedas  Idid 
that  in  reference  to  the  attempt  to  enlist 
the   8ym|mthy    of  other  Unions  in  the 
postmen's  movement  Mr.  Mahon  said — 
I  saw  it  in  the  Press,  but  I  do  not  know 
how  far  it  is  accurate — 

"  He  was  happy  to  say  the  dock  labourers 
would  treat  with  violoncKiiny  postman  who  did 
not  join  in  the  etriku,  should  he  come  to  deliver 
Icttorg  among  them." 

Well,  I  certainly  do   not  think   we  can 
complain  of  the  refusal  of  the  Postmaster 
Genenvl  to  receive  aii  a  representative  of 
Mr.  Laboiichere 


the  men  a  paid  advocate  who  makes  n 
statement  of  that  kind. 
•(3.17.)  Sir   R.   FOWLER   (London)  : 
As  representing  a  constituency  which  is 
very  much  interested  in  the  regularity 
of   the   postal  service,  it  is  only  right   I 
should   thank   the   Postmaster   General 
for    the    course    he    has  pursued  with 
regard  to  recent  events.   It  was  a  matter 
of  the  most   vital    importance  that  the 
strike  should  bo   put    down,   and    the 
course  which  my   right  hon.  Friend  has 
taken  has  redounded  to  his  honour  and 
to  the  honour  of  those  who  are  associated 
with    him.  Sir  A.   Blackwood  and   the 
other  permanent  officials  who  so  loyally 
assisted  him.     The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down    has  referred  to  Mr. 
Mahon,  and  certainly  I  think  it  is  a  very 
great   abuse   that   the   business  of    the 
Government  and  the  public  should  be 
thrown  into  confusion  by  one  of  those 
adventurers  who,  for  the  sake  of  putting 
a  small  sum  into  his  pocket,  comes  for- 
ward and  induces  men  to  violate  their 
duty   and   to  pursue  a  line  of   conduct 
which  has  been  reprobated  by  all  right- 
thinking  men.     I  have  no  doubt  there 
are  grievances  among    the  employi's    of 
the   Post   Office ;   that  there   are   some 
men    connected    with    the    Post   Office 
who     are     more     hardly    worked    and 
worse    paid    than    almost    any    men    I 
know.     I  remember  a  good  many  years 
ago    mentioning  an    instance    to    Lord 
Granville  of  a  driver  in  the  service  of 
the  Department,   who,  every  day,   Sun- 
days included,  had  to  drive  from  Salis- 
bury Plain  through  Devizes  to  Chippen- 
ham, winter  and  summer,  in  all  weiithers. 
This  man   drove    .52  miles   every   day, 
Sundays  included,  and  received,  I  think, 
1 28.,  certainly  not  more  than  1 4a.,  a  week. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  may  say  that  that 
is  the  market  price,  and  so  long  as  men 
undertake  to  do  the  work  at  that  rate, 
he  would  not  be  justified  in  giving  more. 
["  No,  no  !  "]     I  would  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  say  "no"  that  this  is  a  system 
which  has  been  pursued  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  either  side.     I  mentioned 
this  particular  instance  to   Lord  Gran- 
ville, who  was  at  the  time  not  directly 
connected  with  the  Deijartment,  but  he 
was   a   leading    Member    of    the   then 
Government.       The    hon.   Member   for 
Camborne  has  defended  the  employment 
of  Mr.   Mahon  as  the  paid  advocate  of 
the  postmen  ;  but  I  venture  humbly  to 
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represent  to  him  that  the  arguments  he 
has  ased  might  be  used  against  him  with 
very  inconvenient  results  should  he,  as 
possibly  he  may,  being  a  distinguished 
Member  of  the  Partj'  opposite,  find  reward 
for  Ms  services  in  appointment  as  Secre- 
tary t(i  the  Treasury  or  Postmaster 
General. 

•(3.21.)      Sib    WALTER     FOSTER 
(Derby,    Ilkeston) :    I    agree    with   the 
hon.    Member    for    Northampton    that 
Government  employ^  should  be  allowed 
to  combine  and   hold   meetings  for  the 
discussion  of  their  own  interests ;  but  as  ' 
to  the  remark    that   they  have   in   this 
House  a  Court  of  Appeal  for  the  redress 
of  their  grievances,  I  think,  seeing  what 
has  occurred  this  Session,  they  cannot 
have   much     confidence  in  this   House 
as  a   means   of  redress.     Certainly,  the 
men  should    have   our  sympathy   as  a 
large  clas-s  of  public  servants  perform-  I 
ing  most   responsible  and    heavy   duties  ' 
for    comparatively    poor    pay.       When  I 
these  men  combine  and  appoint  a  secre-  j 
tary  at  the  munificent  salary  of  some  £2  ' 
a  week  !  I  do  not  see  in  that  any  occasion  ' 
for  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend.     I  I 
do  not  think  it  is  the  rule  to  find  Gen- 
tlemen   in    this     House    giving    their 
services,   except    political    services,   for 
nothing,  and    if  the  secretary  does  his 
work  well,  why  should  he  not  receive  a 
salary  ?     It  is  essential  that  he  should  be 
paid.  He  is  the  mouthpiece  of  the  men,  t-o 
formulate  their  grievances,  and  to  give 
expression    to   their    representations  in 
matters  in  which  they  are  concerned.  It  is 
manifest  that  this  onuld  not  be  done  by  in- 
dividuals connected  with  the  Post  Office ; 
no  one  of  them  would  take  on  himself  the 
responsibility  of  staTiding  forward   and 
addressing  his  chief  as  the  mouthpiece  of 
his  fellows,  because  if  ho  did  he  would 
be  a  marked  man.     Therefore,  in  self- 
defence,  the  men  are  bound  to  employ  a 
man  from  outside.     I  am  sorry  that  the 
sneer  on  this  action  f)f  the  men  should 
have  come  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
There   is   another    matter    to  which    I 
should  like  to  refer,  not  so  much  con- 
nected with  the  particular  question  before 
the  House  as  with  the  general  adminis- 
tration of  the  Department.      I  think  a 
great  Department  like  this,  making  large 
profits,  ought  to  provide  increasing  facili- 
ties and  conveniences   to  the  public  as 
occasion  arises.     But  as  towns  grow  in 
size  and  importance,  postal  conveniences 


do  not  keep  pace  with  the  progress.  1 
could  mention  several  instances  in  which 
large  and  growing  centres  of  population 
have  less  postal  conveniences  and  advan- 
tages than  smaller  and  unprogressive 
localities. 

Tub  chairman  ;  The  point  the  hon. 
Member  i.s  rnising  is  not  relevant  to  the 
present  discussion. 
•SrR  WALTER  FOSTER  :  Then  I  will 
refer  to  it  later  on. 

(3.26.)  Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet) :  It  does  not  come  within 
my  province  to  interpose  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  ; 
but  I  may  observe  that  the  remarks  of 
tl»e  lion.  Member  for  Northampton  met 
with  the  approval  of  the  great  mass  of 
the  Committee.  That  persons  who  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Post  Office  should 
put  themselves  forward  for,  relatively 
speaking,  a  handsome  salary,  aud  insti- 
gate public  servants  to  neglect  their 
public  duty,  is  a  very  discreditable 
proceeding,  and  I  am  sorry  there 
should  have  been  in  the  House  any 
show  of  giving  countenance  to  it. 
Tlie  Postmaster  General  has  received  a 
great  deal  of  advice  from  both  sides  of 
the  House.  I  am  not  prepired  to  take 
upon  myself  the  rUle  of  Mentor  of  the 
right  hnn.  Gentleman,  who,  I  think,  has 
managed  his  Department  extremely  well 
and  has  displayed  a  forbearance  and 
practical  knowledge  of  affairs  which 
shows  tluit  he  is  capable  of  doing  his 
work  by  himself.  If  my  right  hon. 
Friend  listens  to  some  advice  tendered 
from  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  holds 
out  any  hope  that  the  men  primarily 
responsible  for  these  unfortunate  pro- 
ceedings will  be  reinstated,  he  will  strike 
a  blow  at  the  very  roots  of  departmental 
discipline  which  will  re-act  throughout 
other  branches  of  the  Public  Service.  Of 
course,  I  do  not  undertake  to  say  there 
may  not  be  particular  cases  as  to  which 
consideration  should  be  given  to  the 
evidence  upon  which  men  were  included 
in  the  categoiy ;  but  I  am  sure  the  House 
of  Commons  would  be  discharging  no 
useful  function  to  the  body  politic  if  it 
induced  a  Minister  to  hold  out  any 
clemency  to  those  who  instigated  dis- 
affection among  employes  and  dis- 
organisation of  an  important  Public  Ser- 
vice. We  see  the  lamentible  effects  of 
the  encouragement  given  to  those  who 
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promoted  the  dock  strike  in  the  spread 
of  the  movement  iimong  all  classes  of 
iadustry  and  oven  into  the  PubUc  Service. 
The  pnvctice  of  allowing  persons  not 
themselves  connected  with  the  work  to 
]iut  themselves  forward  as  representa- 
tives of  the  men,  who  may  or  may  not 
have  grievances  of  their  own,  cannot  be 
too  strongly  condemned.  Whether  they 
are  paid,  as  in  the  case  of  Mahon,  or  seek 
political  notoriety  as  in  other  cases  in 
jiutting  themselves  forward,  they  should 
be  told  to  mind  their  own  business,  and 
that  no  communication  will  he  held  with 
them.  ■  1  desire  once  more  to  express  my 
thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  course  which  he  lias  taken.  The 
thanks  of  the  whok'  community  are  due 
to  him  for  the  firmness  he  has  displayed 
throughout  the  dispute. 
•(3.29.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE 
(Bradford,  Central)  :  Hitherto  I  have 
abstained  from  putting  questions  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemaji,  for  I  felt  the 
difiQcnlties  of  his  position,  and  did  not 
wish  to  aggravate  them.  The  Post- 
master General  is  in  the  position  of  being 
the  employer  of  many  thousands  of 
workmen,  and  is,  perhaps,  responsible 
for  the  management  of  the  largest  staff 
in  the  country.  His  administration 
covers  a  large  class,  who  are  enabled  to 
make  their  wishes  known  through  Mem- 
bei'S  of  this  House,  and  he  has  not  abso- 
Intely  a  free  hand,  because  he  is  re- 
stricted l7y  the  action  of  the  Treasury.  I 
realise  the  difficulties  of  his  position, 
and,  therefore,  1  shall  speak  with 
reserve.  The  main  question  discussed 
to-night  is  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  justified  in  refusing  to 
deal  with  outsiders  in  his  communica- 
tions with  the  men  employed  in  his  own 
Department.  On  that  point  I  agree  to 
a  great  extent  with  what  has  beeu  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere).  Post  Office  men  are 
not  in  the  position  of  ordinary  labourers. 
Tliey  have  their  votes  ;  they  are  largely 
represented  in  this  Hou.so  ;  and  it  is 
castomskry  for  hon-  Members  to  put 
questions  in  this  House  on  their  behalf. 
Even  in  the  case  of  oi-dinary  workmen,  I 
believe  Trades  Unions  recognise  that 
only  those  men  employed  in  the  trade 
should  be  mixed  up  with  communications 
with  employers.  But  whatever  may  be 
the  case  with  regard  to  Tnu3es  Unions 
generally,  I  submit  there  is  a  difierence 
3fr.  J.  Lmviker 


Ixjtween  ordinarj-  workmen  and  men 
employed  in  the  Public  Service.  It  is 
not  worth  while,  perhaps,  now  to  go  at 
length  into  the  dispute  itself.  I  am  not 
able  to  say  that  the  men  in  the  Post 
Office  are  badly  paid,  and  I  cannot  regard 
their  position  as  other  thiui  satisfactory. 
When  one  looks  at  the  salaries  they  re- 
ceived, at  the  fact  that  they  are  entitled 
to  pensions,  and  that  they  have  many 
other  advantages,  such  as  sick  pay,  uni- 
forms, and  Christmas-lwxes,  one  cannot 
say  that  they  aro  badly  paid.  But  there 
is  one  class  employed  of  whom  I  cannot 
speak  in  the  same  terms,  namely,  the 
supernnmcTary  postmen. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order!  The 
question  now  before  the  Committee  is 
the  Postmaster  General's  salary  and  his 
policy.  The  question  of  the  adequacy 
or  inadequacy  of  the  |iay  of  the  men  does 
not  arise  on  this  question. 

•Mu.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  It  is  rather 
difficult  to  deal  with  the  whole  ques- 
tion without  adverting  to  the  condition 
of  the  men  in  respect  to  whom  the 
dispute  arose.  When  the  proper  time 
comes,  however,  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
show  that  there  is  something  to  be  said 
for  a  class  of  men  who  are  not  establish- 
ment men,  but  who  are  doing  work 
identical  with  that  of  the  class  above 
them.  I  am  rather  inclined  to  think  the 
Postmaster  General  would  have  done 
wisely  if  he  had  entered  into  their  case 
at  an  earlier  period,  but,  on  the  whole,  I 
am  prepared  to  support  the  Postmaster 
General  in  the  action  he  has  taken,  and 
I  cannot  join  in  the  attacks  made  upon 
him. 

•(3.35.)  Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Durham, 
Mid) :  I  should  not  have  risen  to  take 
part  in  this  discussion,  especially  as  I  have 
only  just  come  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, had  it  not  been  for  some  remarks 
that  have  been  made  from  both  sides  of 
the  House.  The  discussion  has  broadened 
since  it  commenced  and  has  drifted 
into  the  operation  of  Trades  Unions; 
and  an  attempt  has  been  made  on 
both  sides  to  show  the  inadviaa- 
bility  of  men  taking  part  in  Trade 
Union  matters  who  are  not  connected  by 
trade  witli  the  cla.ss  of  men  for  whom 
they  act.  I  think  that  idia  arises,  if 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  so,  fi-om  igno- 
rance on  the  part  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  are  not  sufficiently  con- 
versant  with  the  Trades  Unions  of  this 
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country.  I  could  quote  numbers  of 
cases  whoro  men  who  are  now  secre- 
taries of  Trades  Unions  have  not 
served  their  time  to  the  trades  which 
the  Unions  represent,  but  who  have 
been  called  in  by  the  members  of  the 
particular  Trade  Union  becanse  they 
are  men  of  ability  in  whom  tlie  mem- 
bers have  confidence.  The  statement  has 
been  made  and  frequently  repeated  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  that  Mr. 
Mahou,  who  was  acting  for  the  Post 
Office  emjiloyh,  Imd  put  himself  forward 
for  the  purpose,  as  the  Member  far 
Northampton  has  snggested,  of  getting 
308.  or  OOs.  a  week.  Now,  there  ia  no 
purer  democracy  anywhere  than  the 
Trades  Unions.  No  man  can  foist  him- 
self on  a  Trade  Union  and  say,  "  I  will  be 
your  secretary."  He  must  be  elected, 
and  the  men  must  know  him  and  hare 
confidence  in  him,  1  am  the  treasurer 
of  a  Trade  Union  ;  but  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  mo  to  go  to  the  members  of 
the  Union  and  say,  "  I  will  be  your 
treasurer."  There  are  Members  of  the 
House  who  are  the  secretaries  of  Trade 
Unions — my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt),  fr<r  instance,  is 
secretary  to  the  Miners'  Union  in  North- 
umberland. He  was  called  from  the 
mine  to  become  their  secretary  by  a 
rote  of  the  Members.  Without  saying  a 
word  in  favour  of  Mr.  Mahon,  or  of  hia 
capacity  to  lead  a  Trade  Union,  I  assert 
that  that  gentleman  could  no  more  put 
himself  into  the  secretaryship  of  the 
Postmen's  Union  than  he  could  into 
membership  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
If  there  is  one  reason  more  than  another 
why  the  postmen  should  liavo  an  inde- 
pendent man  to  represent  them  it  has 
been  supplied  by  the  Postmaster  General 
himself.  Supposing  that  the  postmen 
had  thought  fit  to  form  a  Trade  Union, 
and  had  elected  one  of  their  own  num- 
ber to  be  their  secretary,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  consistent  in  his  course 
of  conduct  he  would  have  discharged 
that  man  on  the  very  first  opportunity 
simply  because  he  was  the  secretary  of 
the  Union.  I  do  not  know  whether  tiie 
right  hon.  Grcntleman  intends  to  turn  a 
willing  ear  or  a  deaf  ear  to  the  appeals  for 
mercy  that  have  been  made  from  both 
sides  of  the  House  on  behalf  of  the 
men  whom  he  has  discharged ;  but  he  ! 
knows  in  his  heart  the  reason  why 
these  men  brought  in  an  outsider  ; 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [THniP  SHsres.] 


he  knows  that  if  one  of  the  post- 
men had  been  appointed  secretary, 
there  would  always  have  lieen  hiinging 
over  his  head  the  dread  of  summary 
dismissal  if  he  took  upon  himself  to 
act  on  behalf  of  the  men.  I  hope  the 
House  will  not  agree  with  one  of  the 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Sir  R. 
Fowler).  The  hon.  Baronet  spoke  of  the 
low  wages  the  postmen  are  receiving, 
namely,  lis.  or  14s.  a  week,  as  the 
market  price.  There  may  bo  private 
firms  in  this  country  that  trade  upon 
men's  necessities  ;  but  is  it  to  lie  under- 
stood that  gentlemen  who  pretend  to 
represent,  and  who  do  legally  represent, 
the  constituencies  of  this  country  arc  to 
preach  a  political  economy  like  that,  and 
argue  that,  because  there  are  a  number 
of  men  waiting  for  employment,  the 
State  is  to  offer  starvation  wages  ?  I 
trust  the  hon.  Baronet  is  the  only  man 
in  the  House  in  whoee  mind  that  idea 
rests.  My  own  view  is  that  oven  if 
there  are  a  hundred  or  a  thousand  men 
ready  to  take  a  given  place,  the  man 
chosen  should  he  paid  such  a  price  as 
will  enable  him  to  maintain  himself  and 
hJB  family.  Because  there  are  two  men 
seeking  work,  we  onght  not  to  offer  them 
lOs.  or  128.  a  week,  if  their  necessities 
require  IBs,  or  20b.  I  apologise  for 
trespassing  on  the  attention  of  the  House, 
but  I  thought  it  necessary  that  1  or 
someone  else  connected  with  the  Trades 
Unions  of  the  country  should  speak  on 
this  matter.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  there  has  been  manifested  in  the 
Debate  an  ignorance  thot  is  unbecoming 
in  gentlemen  who  pretend  to  represent 
industrial  constituencies  ;  and  if  I  may 
do  so,  I  advise  hon.  Gentlemen  to  ma'Ce 
themselves  acquainted  with  the  opera- 
tions of  Trades  Unions,  because  Trades 
Unions  are  now  a  power  in  the  land. 
•(3.45.)  Mr.  RAIKES:  I  have  al- 
ready  enlarged  upon  the  position  I 
thought  it  right  to  take  up  with  re- 
gard to  the  movement,  and  the  Com- 
mittee will  hardly  expect  me  to  repeat 
what  I  have  said.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Sir  E.  Reed)  will  forgive  me  if 
I  pass  by  his  observations,  beoanae, 
although  he  was  careful  not  to  introduce 
an  express  reference  to  the  telegraphists 
in  his  speech,  the  whole  of  his  speech 
was  exclusively  directed  to  a  matter 
whit''  can  only  be  conveniently  dealt 
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with  later.  Tho  hon.  Msmbcr  for  the 
Camborne  Division  (Mr,  Conybeare)  gave 
us  the  history  of  tho  Postmon's  Union, 
— might  liu  not  also  hare  composod 
its  epitaph  ? — and  said  that  I  was 
mistaken  if  I  thought  that  the  dis- 
content in  tho  Service  was  wholly 
dne  to  professional  agitators.  I  am 
not  under  that  impression.  I  think 
the  disoonteut  has  been  very  largely 
fanned  and  developed  to  somewliat 
alarming  proportions  by  the  action  of 
professional  agitators.  But  I  do  not 
suppose  they  would  have  boon  able  to 
effect  anything  unless  there  hod  boon  a 
tendency  in  tho  direction  of  discontent 
before  they  began  to  work.  I  believe 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  movement  in 
the  Post  Office  had  its  origin  in  the 
dock  strike.  The  hon.  Memlwr  for 
Camborne  referred  to  Tom  Drodgo,  and 
he  wished  the  Committee  to  believe  that 
there  is  a  groat  deal  of  diasatisfaotion  in 
the  Post  Office  at  tho  present  time  in 
consequence  of  tho  dismissal  of  Tom 
Dredge.  I  do  not  know  what  dissatis- 
faction thero  may  be  amongst  other 
persons  in  the  Post  Office,  but  it  is  not 
shared  by  Tom  Dredge  himself,  because, 
having  been  reinstated  in  tho  office ,  ho 
has  studiously  kept  aloof  from  this 
movement.  Tho  hon.  Member  had 
mixed  up  tho  question  of  shorthand 
writers  and  what  he  calls  an  official 
reporter.  The  two  unoffending  members 
of  the  Postal  Sorvioe  who  were  assaulted 
in  Hyde  Park  were  certainly  not  short- 
hand writers.  [Mr.  Conybkarb  :  I  never 
said  they  were.]  If  the  hon.  Memlier 
looks  back  at  his  remarks,  ho  will  see  he 
used  the  words  "  official  reporter,"  and 
then  slipped  out  tho  word  "  spy."  He 
endeavoured  to  show  how  wrong  •  it 
won  Id  be  on  my  part  to  ask  the  men  to 
receive  a  shorthand  writer.  I  do  not  want 
to  go  back  to  the  scandalous  scene  which 
occurred  in  tho  Mount  Pleasant  Office, 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  something  with 
regard  to  the  hon.  Member's  remarks  as  to 
intimidation.  I  am  constantly  receiving 
oommunications  to  tho  effect  that  in 
what  the  men  did  they  yielded  wholly 
to  intimidation.  There  has  been  some- 
thing said  by  the  hon.  Member  as  to  tho 
cijurso  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by 
Sir  A.  Blackwood  in  trying  to  induce 
the  men  to  sign  a  declaration  not  to 
strike  before  tho  21st  of  July.  Sir  A. 
Black wo<h1  was  in  no  way  rosponaible  for 
Mr,  Jiaikes 


this  suggestion.  I  refer  to  that  mainly  in 
order  tliat  I  may  pay  a  tribute — in  which 
I  think  tho  Coniniittee  will  join  me — to 
tho  great  spirit  and  energy,  courage  and 
readiness  displayed  by  Sir  A.  Blackwood 
at  tho  most  critical  juncture  of  those  pro- 
ceudings.  I  wish  to  add  my  testimony 
to  tlio  invaluable  service  he  has  rendered 
on  this  and  other  occasions  to  the  De- 
partment with  which  he  has  been  so  long 
connected.  But  Sir  A.  Blackwood  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  proposal  that  tho 
men  should  sign  a  declaration  thot  they 
would  not  strike  before  the  2l8tof  July. 
I  believe  tho  declaration  was  projionnded 
by  some  of  the  subordinate  officials  of 
the  Post  Office  merely  as  a  suggestion  to 
the  men  that  if  they  disliked  the  pre- 
sence of  extra  hands,  the  best  way  of 
freeing  themselves  from  their  presence 
would  be  to  give  an  assurance  that  l>y  no 
act  of  theirs  would  they  make  their  pre- 
sence necessary,'  at  all  events  within  a 
certain  period  of  time.  As  thoy 
dochnod  to  give  such  an  assurance,  I 
think  I  should  have  been  wanting  in  my 
duty  if  I  had  not  token  immediate  stepa 
to  reinforce  all  the  services  at  St.  Mar- 
tin's-le-Grand  by  bringing  in  all  the 
hands  I  could  to  supply  any  vacancies 
that  might  arise.  The  hon.  Membor 
referred  to  the  presence  of  the  police  at 
St.  Martin's-le-Grand  on  the  morning  of 
Thursday,  when  the  strike  took  place.  I 
think  the  Committee  will  agree  that 
prevention  is  better  than  cure ;  and  if  the 
presence  of  tho  police  in  any  way  contri- 
buted to  what  the  hon.  Member  called  tho 
unfortunate  failure,  I  am  inclined  to  think 
the  presence  of  tho  police  was  advisable, 
Tho  hon.  Member  behind  mo  (Mr, 
Isaacson)  has  appealed  to  me  to  reinstate 
the  men  dismissed.  It  is  premature  for 
mo  to  announce  any  decision  on  the 
subject  Naturally,  I  should  bo  very  glad 
if  I  felt  it  compatible  with  the  public 
interest  to  reinstate  as  many  of  them  as 
I  could ;  but  tho  Public  Service  must, 
(if  course,  bo  tho  first  consideration, 
together  with  the  question  of  maintain- 
ing the  discipline  of  the  Service.  All  I 
can  say  at  present  is  that  every  applica- 
tion for  reinstatement  will  bo  carefully 
considered  by  myself  after  tho  Reporte 
from  the  district  postmasters  have  been 
received.  Thero  can  be  no  doubt,  I 
think,  that  the  established  potttmcn  in 
London  ore  a  very  fairly-paid  Ixidy  of 
men,  and  they  constitute  the  enormous 
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majority  of  the  Service  in  London. 
Nobody,  I  believe,  has  quostioned  the 
fact  that  the  London  establislied  Post 
Service  is  one  which  men  of  that 
class  benefit  themselves  by  entering. 
There  is,  however,  a  great  deal  of  force  in 
what  has  been  urged  vrith  regard  to  the 
case  of  the  unestablished  postmen.  So 
strongly  have  I  felt  this,  indeed,  that  I 
submitted  proposals  to  the  Treasury 
with  the  view  of  improving  the  position 
of  this  class  just  before  the  postmen 
unfortunately  rushed  into  hostilities, 
without  giving  me  any  opportunity 
whatever  of  explaining  my  views. 
Therefore,  I  at  any  rate  cannot  accept  any 
blame  for  the  wages  at  the  present 
moment  paid  to  unestablished  postmen, 
and  I  still  hope  tluit  the  proposals  now 
before  the  Treasury  may  receive 
favourable  consideration,  and  put  the 
men  in  a  better  position.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Durham  (Mr.  J. 
Wilson)  spoke  of  wages,  such  as  1 38.  or 
Hs.  a  week.  There  is  no  full  postman, 
'  established  or  unestablished,  in  London, 
who  reooivcs  less  than  18b.  a  week. 
There  are,  however,  a  certain  number  of 
auxiliary  postmen  who  do  not  give  their 
full  time  to  the  Department.  In  fact,  it 
is  a  condition  of  the  engagement  of  an 
auxiliary  postmen  that  he  is  able  to  show 
that  he  is  earning  at  least  12s.  a  week 
from  some  other  employment.  I  do  not 
say  that  the  wages  are  on  the  most 
magnificent  scale,  but  they  are  earned  by 
men  who  already  follow  some  other 
calling  as  their  main  source  of  income. 
If  the  State  is  called  upon  to  pay  a  little 
more  than  the  market  rate,  then  the 
servants  of  the  State  ought  always  to  be 
prepared  to  pve  a  little  more  than  the 
normal  requirements  of  duty  demand.  I 
hope,  at  all  events,  that  the  Committee 
have  heard  enough  about  me,  and  that, 
if  we  are  to  discuss  the  other  items  of 
the  Vote,  some  of  which  are  of  much 
interest,  we  may  now  be  allowed  to 
proceed  to  a  Division. 

•(4.1.)  Mb.  BROADHURST  (Notting- 
ham, W.) :  Sir,  I  would  like  bo  join  in 
the  appeal  to  the  Postmaster  General 
that  he  will,  as  early  as  possible,  pxin- 
sider  the  re-admiasion  to  employmont  of 
tlie  men  who  have  been  discharged.  I 
cannot  think  that  the  State  should  toko 
the  position  of  displaying  anger  and 
resentment  at  its  servants  taking  part 
in  whati  I  have  no  doubt,  they  believed  at 


the  time  to  be  a  perfectly  justifiable  move- 
ment for  the  bettering  of  their  condition. 
The  history  of  this  agitation  is  very  like 
that  of  20  years  ago,  which,  as  in  the 
present  instance,  resulted  in  the  creation 
of  a  great  number  of  victims.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  the  Postmaster  General  will 
deal  liberally  and  handsomely  with  the 
men  who  are  now  placed  in  a  similarly 
unliappy  position.  I  tliiuk  the  State 
is  altogether  mistaken  in  its  objec- 
tion  to  the  right  of  combination 
among  the  postmen.  I  think  they 
should  be  permitted  to  combine  for  the 
purposes  of  mutual  assistance  and 
counsel  as  to  what  is  best  and 
not  best  for  the  promotion  of  their 
interests,  and  as  a  Trade  Union  enjoying 
to  the  fullest  extent  the  right  of  com- 
bination permitted  to  their  fellow- 
workers  in  the  country.  We  shall 
never  be  inclined  to  rest  satisfied 
until  that  is  conceded.  Sir,  there 
has  lieen  rather  an  unhappy  difference  of 
opinion  expressed  between  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Bradford 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Durham. 
No  doubt  both  are  right  to  somo  extent. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Bradford  declared  that  it  was  the 
policy  of  Trades  Unions  to  appoint  to 
their  chief  offices  men  of  their  respective 
trades.  That  is  perfectly  true.  There 
is  no  great  Trades  Union  in  Great 
Britain  but  what  is  oflBcered  by  men  of 
that  particular  trade.  Yet  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Durham  is 
correct  so  far  as  some  exceptions  are 
concerned.  There  are  Ti'ades  Unions  or 
lAbour  Associations  that  are  not  officered 
by  men  who  have  worked  in  the  par- 
ticular branch  of  industry  which  is  com- 
bined. Tliero  is  a  great  Association  in 
North  Yorkshire  which  has  a  secre- 
tary  

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
did  not  interrupt  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Durham  in  his  second  maiden 
speech,  but  this  is  wide  of  the  question. 
The  point  is,  the  attitude  of  the  Post- 
master General  with  regard  to  the  Post- 
men's Union. 

•Mu.  BROADHURST:  I  am  much 
obliged  for  the  correction.  Sir.  I 
was  following  in  reply  something  which 
proceeded  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Durham,  but  I  bow  loyally  to  your 
ruling.  May  I,  then,  say  that  the  whole 
ijolicy  of  Ihwles  Unionism  ln^s  hetm  that 
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those  who  direct  its  policy,  or  who  advise 
its  action  in  lubour  and  in  industrial 
matters,  sliall  he  men  who  themselves 
will  share  in  the  failure  or  success  of 
that  policy,  and  not  men  who,  whiitcvor 
the  result,  shall  in  uo  way  suffer  from 
the  consequences. 

(4.7.)  Mb.  ATKINSON  (Boston): 
It  is  not  accepted,  I  wish  to  say,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Geutleman.  who  has 
just  sat  down,  that  Trades  Unions  are 
always  useful.  I  could  give  many  in- 
stances in  which  they  have  been  rai.s- 
chievous  instead  of  useful.  But  that  is 
not  the  point  we  have  before  us.  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  shall  supjwrt  the  jiayment 
of  the  salary  of  uiy  right  hon.  Friend 
upon  this  ground :  that  none  could  liavo 
managed  this  business  better  than  the 
Postmaster  General.  Wo  [>articularly 
feel  grateful  to  him  that  he  has  not  let 
these  busybodies,  or  secretaries  of 
Trades  Unions,  or  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment posing  for  election  two  years  hence, 
or  men  who  have  no  interest  whatever 
in  the  business,  dictate  to  him  ;  and  we 
are  very  glad,  indeed,  that  we  have  a 
Postmaster  General  with  such  a  back- 
bone, and  we  only  wish 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mb.  ATKINSON  :  I  have  expressed 
what  I  wish,  and  I  am  quite  ready  to  be 
called  to  order.  I  have  voted  against 
the  salary  of  the  Postmaster  General  on 
one  point  I  am  now  going  to  vote  for  it 
on  another.  In  that  I  ara  perfectly  con- 
sistent, bocause  I  am  going  to  vote 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne, 
who  lias  been  trying  to  show  us  that  the 
right  hon.  Genttemau  luis  mismanaged 
these  a&iirs.  He  gave  ua  a  digest  of  the 
strike,  but  it  would  have  been  quite 
sufficient  had  wo  taken  the  Times  or  any 
other  newspaper  to  read  on  each 
day  that  it  mentioned  the  Post  Office 
strike,  aud  in  that  way  we  would  have 
avoided  the  waste  of  an  hoar  and  a  half 
of  our  time.  I  protest  against  that  sort 
of  mismanagement,  and  I  support  to  the 
utmost  of  my  ability  the  tiik'ntt^d  and 
right  management  of  the  strike  by  ray 
right  hon.  Friend. 

•(4.10.)  Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM 
(Gloucester,  Cirencester)  :  I  think  a  word 
or  two  is  necessary  to  put  tlie  principle  of 
this  Vote  in  a  clear  light.  I  apprehend 
that  those  who  vote  for  the  proposed 
reduction  will  do  so  as  an  expres- 
sion of  their  opinion  to  tlie  country 
Mr,  Broadlmrisl 


that  the  Postmaster  General  has  shown 
a  want  of  tact  and  a  sad  lack  of 
sympathy  in  dealing  with  a  large 
bixiy  of  public  servants.  ["  No !"] 
You  who  disagree  will  have  an  op- 
portunity of  expressing  your  opinion  in 
the  Lobby  shortly.  This  matter  has  been 
distmsscd  to-night  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  but  it  has  yet  to  be  discussed  by  the 
working  clsisHes,  and  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  from  the  Postmaster  General 
down  to  the  postboy  at  48.  or  5s.  a  week 
the  public  will  not  stand  any  difference  of 
treatment  in  principle  between  the  higher- 
paid  officials  at  £3,000  or  £4,000  a  year 
and  the  smallcr-pnid  officials.  The  Post- 
master General  said  that  it  was  only  tlie 
fringe  of  a  big  question.  He  never  said 
anything  truer  than  that.  The  great 
question  of  the  Relations  of  Capital  and 
Labour  cropped  up  in  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Memlters  opposite,  hardly  one  of 
whom  could  help  alluding  to  the  dock 
strike.  That  was,  in  their  view,  a 
sadly  unfortunate  strike  in  which  labour 
won  ;  tliis  is,  on  the  other  hand,  a  happy 
strike  in  which,  by  what  the  last  speaJcer 
called  the  backbiine  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  labour  has  been  beaten. 
They  were  hardly  able  to  contain  their 
Siitisfaction  at  so  delightful  a  result. 
The  question  is,  whether  these  postmen 
who  have  been  dealt  with  by  the  Post- 
master General  are,  in  common  with  tho 
working  classes  generally,  by  their  grow- 
ing intelligence  and  culture,  entitled  to 
those  full  rights  of  combination  which 
their  follows  demand  and  will  continue 
to  demand.  Tho  Postmaster  General  has 
made  cer  tai  u  small  concessions  which  I  fear 
will  not  satisfy  the  mass  of  the  working 
classes  of  this  country.  The  men  are  to 
have  some  right  of  combination  acknow- 
ledged, but  subject  to  three  conditioua. 
The  first  is  that  notice  of  their  intention 
to  meet  shall  in  every  case  be  given 
to  their  employers.  These  questions  will 
have  to  bo  met  with  tact  (I  speak  as  a 
largo  employer  myself),  and  I  believe 
the  peoplti  will  demand  that  the  business 
of  the  Public  Departments  shall  be 
carried  on  in  the  spirit  in  which 
all  right-minded  employers  seek  to 
avoid  disputes  and  strikes  by  timely 
consideration  aud  fair  play.  Are  these 
throe  conditions  on  which  practically 
this  Division  is  to  bo  taken  con- 
ditions which  largo  employers  of  labour 
would  seek  to  force  on  their  einployt'n  / 
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I  say  thoy  are  uot.  Take  the,  first  that 
notice  of  all  meetings  which  the  Post  OfiBce 
employ^jf  intend  to  hold,  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  matters  affecting  their  own 
interests,  shall  be  sent  to  the  head  of  the 
Department.  I  say  that  that  is  not  fair 
or  reasonable.  The  second  condition  is 
that  no  secretary,  not  being  himself  an 
mujilui/d  of  tlie  Poet  Office,  shall  be 
recognised  by  the  Department.  Fancy 
largo  employers  of  labour  outside  the 
Government  treating  their  einjilijyds  in 
this  way.  Let  the  Oommitteo  imagine 
the  case  of  birge  coal  proprietors  refus- 
ing to  recognise  such  a  man  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  as  a 
spokesman  appointed  by  miners  to  repre- 
sent them  in  a  trade  dispute  !  Men  em- 
ployed for  long  hours,  and  with  but 
little  time  at  their  own  disposal,  ought, 
surely,  to  be  allowed  to  employ  and  pay 
anyone  to  attend  to  their  int«rest8  in  an 
executive  capacity.  I  do  not  think  that 
this  second  condition  is  one  of  which 
public  opinion  will  approve.  Well, 
what  is  the  third  condition  P  It 
strikes  mc  as  being  the  most  hateful  of 
all.  It  is  that  a  Government  shorthand 
writer  muat  be  present  at  each  of  the 
men's  meetings  !  Those  three  conditions 
of  the  Postmjwtor  General  are  really 
the  question  now  before  the  Committee 
— a  question  which  the  Government 
may,  and  doubtless  will,  carry  by  a 
majority  to-day  ;  but  I  say  it  is  the  duty 
of  everylxidy  who  sympathises  with 
working  men  in  their  endeavour  to  im- 
prove their  cnndition  to  protest  against 
these  unfair  conditions  which  it  is 
sought  to  impose — -which  are  dragoon- 
ing conditions,  such  as  no  ordinary 
employers  of  labour  would  for  a  moment 
seek  to  enforce  on  their  workmen,  and 
the  enforcement  of  which  on  Govern- 
ment employes  by  Government  officials 
the  working  classes  wiU  assuredly  dis- 
approve. 

♦(4.18.)  Mr.  cavendish  BEN- 
TINCK  (Whitehaven)  :  I  am  sorry 
to  interpose  between  the  Committee 
and  the  impending  Division,  and  I 
should  not  have  done  so  but  for  the 
sjiecch  just  delivered  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  which  is  in  thorough 
accordance  with  the  manner  he  has 
adopted  since  he  changed  his  colours, 
because  now  he  always  endeavours  in 
tlie  speeches  he  makes  in  this  House  to 
set  class  aguinst  cla«is.     I  hold  in  my 


hand  evidence  which  will,  I  think,  con- 
vince the  Committee  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  wrong  when  he  speaks  of  the 
movement  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General  being  a 
spontaneous  one.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
tlmt  the  movement  was  got  up  by  out- 
siders, and  1  have  hero  sufficient  proof 
of  this.  I  do  not  suppose  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  has  seen  the 
Kvuniug  papers  of  to-day,  or  there  would 
have  come  under  his  notice  a  report  of  a 
meeting  held  last  night,  at  which  it  was 
stated  that  there  are  only  £30  to  bo 
divided  among  the  dismissed  men,  and 
therefore  these  dismissed  postmen  were 
urged  to  obtain  employment  outside  the 
Post  Office  as  soon  as  they  could.  It 
was  also  stated  that  attendance  was  no 
longer  compulsory,  and  that  the  waiting 
room  would  he  closed.  This  notice  wm 
signed  by  Mr.  Mabon.  This  is  all  I  wish 
to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House, 
and  I  think  it  very  pertinent  to  the 
matter  under  discussion. 

(t.20.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE:  Before 
a  Division  is  taken,  I  wish  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Kaikos),  though,  in  the  first  instance, 
I  should  like  to  take  notice  of  the  attack 
the  right  hon,  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Cavendish  Btmtinck)  lias  made  upon  the 
Postmen's  Union.  Ho  has  quoted  from 
an  evening  paper  a  statement  under  the 
name  of  the  General  Secretary  of  the 
Union,  to  the  effect  that  only  £30 
remains  to  bo  divided  among  the  dis- 
missed officials.  For  my  part,  I  am 
surprised  that  there  is  so  much  to  be 
divided.  [^Laitghler."]  Hon.  Momters 
may  laugh,  but  I  would  point  out  that 
these  poor  men  arc  not  in  receipt  of  the 
incomes  enjoyed  by  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  The  facts  con- 
nected with  the  Union  are  these.  It  was 
only  established  less  than  eight  months 
ftgo.  The  men  have  been  contributing  2d. 
and  4d.  a  week  since  that  time,  and 
have  no  large  reserve  fund  to  fall  back 
upon,  while  for  the  last  two  or  three 
weeks  they  have  been  paying  large  sums 
for  the  support  of  the  men  dismissed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Therefore,  1 
think  it  greatly  to  the  credit  of  this 
young  Union,  that  it  should  have  as 
large  a  balance  as  X30,  having  had  to 
maintain  400  men,  and  their  wives  and 
their  children,  for  two  or  three  weeks. 
I     cannot     see     why     the    right    hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  Whitchavou 
sliould  Ixi  so  eothusiastio  against  thcac 
unfortunate  men.  I  should  like  to  see 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  trying  to  live 
upon  18s.  a  week.  In  that  case  I  think 
he  would  have  a  better  understanding  of 
the  men's  position.  As  I  have  been  chal- 
lenged upon  this  subject  by  thehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
I  will  tell  the  Committee  what  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Union  has  to  do  for  his  wages. 
[Cries  of  "  Question."]  Tliis  is  a  question 
on  which  I  have  been  distinctlychallonged. 
I  hold  in  my  hand  the  Rules  of  the 
Union,  and  under  the  circumstanoes  I 
feel  bound  to  refer  to  the  rule  which 
defines  the  Secretary's  duties.  The 
Secretary  waa  elected  by  tlie  postmen 
under  a  general  Ballot,  Rule  6,  and  his 
duties  are  that  ho  should  attend  all 
meetings,  receive  all  monies  on  behalf  of 
the  Union,  prepare  a  balance  sheet,  issue 
cards  of  membership,  keep  a  register  of 
members,  and  an  aooount  of  all  subscrip- 
tions, and  perform  other  duties,  which 
are  detailed,  attending  generally  to  the 
business  of  the  Union.  For  tliis  he  is  to 
be  paid  not  less  than  30b.,  nor  more  than 
508.  a  week,  and  he  is  entitled,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  legal  holidays,  to  two  wueka 
holiday  per  annum.  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
or  any  other  Minister  would  be  content 
to  discharge  one  tithe  of  these  duties  for 
less  than  £6,000  a  year. 

Thk  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  allowed  to  read  those 
Rules  in  answer  to  what  has  been  said 
before,  but  his  answer  ought  to  be  con- 
fined to  that  jx)int. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  Very  well,  Sir. 
Then  I  will  simply  put  this  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General,  whether  in  respect  of  the 
men  whom  he  has  reinstated,  or  intends  to 
reinstate,  he  requires  or  suggests  that 
they  should  make  a  decoration  or  state- 
ment that  they  joined  the  Union  through 
intimidation  or  terrorism  on  the  part  of 
their  fellows.  I  put  this  question  be- 
cauBo  it  will  be  remembered  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  just  now  told  vie 
he  was  constantly  receiving  letters 
from  postmt-n,  asking  for  reinstatement 
on  the  ground  tliat  they  had  been 
intimidated.  I  now  state,  as  a  deliberate 
fact,  that  intimidation  or  terrorism  was 
never  used  to  induce  men  to  join  the 
Ujiion,  though  I  am  not  going  to  say  that 
Mr.  Conybeare 


when  the  blacklegs  wore  introduced 
some  violence  was  not  used.  If  the  rig'ht 
hon.  Gentleman  intends  to  rely  on  that 
violence  as  a  reason  for  the  sweeping 
accusation  made  against  the  Union,  that 
they  intimidated  and  terrorised  their 
follows,  I  say  that  that  is  not  sutScient 
to  traverse  my  statement  that  no  in- 
timidation was  used  to  indace  men  to 
join  their  Union. 

•(4.29.)  Me.  RAIKES:  I  can  only 
repeat,  in  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  who  says  that  no  intimida- 
tion was  practised,  that  1  have  received 
letters  from  some  of  the  men  stating  that 
they  left  their  employment  because  they 
were  intimidated.  With  regard  to  thie 
question  put  as  to  what  men  I  may  feel 
it  right  to  reinstate  in  their  former  em- 
ployment, I  have  to  say  that  I  have  laid 
down  no  oxpreus  or  particular  conditions 
to  be  observed  with  regard  to  such  rein- 
statement, but  that  I  sliall  bu  guided 
entirely  by  the  j)articular  circumstance 
of  each  case. 

•(4.30.)  Mk.  FENWICK  (Northum- 
berland, Wansbeck) :  It  seems  to  be 
supposed  that  the  ^luru  of  the  move- 
ment of  the  Post  0£5ce  servants  was  due 
to  want  of  sympathy  for  them  on  tl»e 
part  of  enijiloyia  in  other  trades.  That 
is  not  80,  and  if  anything  could  increase 
the  sympathy  of  other  workmen  it  would 
bo  the  unyielding  attitude  taken  up  on 
the  subject  of  combination  by  the  Poeb- 
mnster  General  in  his  unfortunate  speech 
this  afternoon.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  can  point  to 
a  single  instance  of  a  large  em- 
ployer of  labour  demanding  from 
his  workmen  such  conditions  as  those 
laid  down  in  his  speech  this  afternoon. 
Why,  then,  Khould  the  employes  of  the 
State  be  sa»ldled  with  responsibilities  that 
are  not  thrownupon  other  workmen  in  the 
country  ?  I  regard  his  second  demand 
aa  highly^  objectioTiiible,  namely,  that 
they  shall  not  appoint  any  outside  person 
to  represent  them  on  all  questions  which 
they  desire  to  have  placed  before  the 
heads  of  the  Department.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  best  employers  in  the 
country  rather  desire,  than  otherwise, 
the  appiintment  of  oflicials  who  havo 
the  confidence  of  the  workmen,  and 
would  rather  deal  with  them  than  with 
the  whole  of  the  workmen,  either  in  a 
body  or  by  seimrato  individuals.  I 
wish    the    Postmaster    Gensral    would 
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re-coiiBidor  his  pobition  in  these  matters. 
I  think  there  would  be  less  friction 
betwoen  him  and  the  employes  of  the 
Post  Office  if  he  would.  I  sineerely  trust 
alBO  that  he  will  re-consider  his  position 
witli  i-egard  to  his  desire  to  have  an 
official  rei>orter  present  at  every  meet- 
ing. Nothing  could  be  more  hateful  to 
any  body  of  workmen  tlian  to  liave  an 
official  reporter  imposed  ujx)n  them  when 
considering  any  qaestiou  affecting  their 
social  condition  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  insists  on  this  condition  wo 
must  conclude  that  there  will  be  uo 
Postmen's  Union,  because,  in  my  opinion, 
the  men  would  rather  continue  to 
go  on  without  one  than  submit  to  such 
a  hateful  condition.  We  know  there  is 
a  tendency  among  some  large  employers 
of  labour  to  try  and  get  to  know  who 
the  men  are  who  bring  forward  griev- 
ances, and  those  men  are  known  as 
marked  men,  and  are  singled  out 
for  punishment.  The  Postmaster 
General  has  already  singled  out 
certain  individuals,  and  dismissed 
them,  for  taking  part  in  a  movement 
which,  according  to  his  own  state- 
ment, they  were  not  responsible  for. 
The  day  has  gone  by  when  any  respon- 
sible Minister  or  any  Government  can 
veto  the  right  of  free  and  open  combina- 
tion. It  is  perfectly  true  that  civil  ser- 
vants are  in  a  different  position  from  the 
great  btxly  of  the  worlcmen  of  the  coun- 
try. It  is  said  they  have  their  repro- 
sentativoB  in  this  Uonse,  but  I  wish  to 
know  who  specially  represents  them. 
No  one  does,  and  that  is  all  the  more 
reason  why  the  interests  of  these  men 
should  bo  more  generously  and  liberally 
considered  than  those  of  the  great  bulk 
of  tho  workmen  in  the  country  are.  I 
sincerely  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  re-consider  tho  [x^ition  he  has 
taken  upon  the  question.' 

•(4.39.)  Mn.  CDNINGHAME  GRA- 
HAM (Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  deeply  deplore 
the  disputes  that  have  taken  place  in 
the  Post  Office,  and  for  many  reasons.  I 
have  looked  upon  the  Post  Office  as  the 
means  by  which  many  of  the  industries 
now  ill  the  bauds  of  employers  may 
oome  into  the  hands  of  the  State,  and  I 
am  exceedingly  sorry  tlmt  i-ccenf  eveiitw 
have  occurred  at  the  Post  Office  whicli 
go  Some  diatouce  towards  shattering  my 
ideal.  I  should  like  to  make  a  few 
remarks   on   the   conditions    the    Post 


master  Gcueiul  has  imposed  relative  to 
the  formation  of  a  Trades  Union  among 
these  men.  I  understand  that  one  is 
that  no  meeting  is  to  be  held  withuut 
previous  notice  having  been  given  to  the 
authorities.  Personally,  I  think  every 
man,  whether  a  soldier  or  sailor,  or  in 
whatever  capacity  he  may  bo,  is 
extremely  foolish  who  places  himself 
under  discipline  whereby  he  forfeits  his 
rights  as  a  citizen,  but  I  have  yet  to 
loam  that  the  postmen  are  placed  under 
such  stringent  discipline  as  enables  their 
elementary  rights  as  citizens  to  be  taken 
away  from  them.  With  soldiers  and 
sailors  it  is  a  different  matter,  bat 
hitherto  I  have  not  understood  that  a 
man  by  accepting  employment  of  the 
State  as  a  postman  lays  himself  open 
U)  such  discipline  as  that  I  havo 
referred  to,  and  I  should  like  a 
definite  explanation  from  the  Postmaster 
General  as  to  whether  a  man,  by  entering 
the  Service  of  the  State  as  a  postnuvn, 
lays  himself  open  to  what  is  practically 
military  discipline,  forfeits  the  right, 
which  is  not  denied  to  any  other  work- 
man, of  freely  assembling  in  public 
meeting  to  ventilate  his  grievances.  I 
know  that  as  to  public  meetings  the 
Postmaster  Geneiul  hivs  in  some  respects 
relaxed  the  rules.  I  believe  the  rules 
were  framed  when  another  Government 
wa.s  in  power,  and,  therefore,  I  hope  wo 
shall  have  some  assurance  from  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  that  when  that  Party 
returns  to  power  they  intend  to  relax 
the  rules  still  further.  With  reference 
to  the  shorthand  writer  whom  the  Post- 
master General  insists  shall  bo  present 
at  the  various  meetings  of  the  postmen, 
I  utterly  fail  to  see  why,  when  the  Press 
is  admitted — and  I  believe  that  most  of 
these  meetings  have  in  that  sense  been 
public — it  is  necessary  to  havo  an  official 
shorthand  writer  present.  When  the 
(Lilly  Press  is  represented,  I  suppose  that 
all  the  facts  that  are  most  valuoble  for 
the  Postmaster  General  to  have  at  his 
command,  in  order  to  carry  on  the  dis- 
cipline and  routine  of  his  office,  are  set 
forth  in  the  various  newsi>a|x,'r  reports. 
Therefore,  as  I  conceive  the  Postmaster 
Genei-al  does  not  wish  in  any  respect  to 
cause  a  feeling  of  irritation  in  the  Service, 
but  very  much  tho  contiury,  I  would  ven- 
ture reapeotf  ully  to  suggest  to  him  that 
he  should  see  lit  to  waive  this  question, 
ill  view  of  the   expression  of  opinion  we 
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have  hr.d  from  working-class  Representa- 
tives from  this  part  of  the  House  on  the 
subject.  The  third  point  I  would  touch 
ni»n  is  in  reference  to  the  Secretary  to 
the  Union.  The  Postmaster  General 
said  no  outsider  or  stranger  should  bo 
emjjloyed  in  thia  capacity.  I  fail  to 
understand  his  reason  for  that,  because, 
if  wo  look  at  the  other  Trades  Unions  in 
the  country,  we  find  that  in  almost  every 
case  the  Secretary  to  the  Union  is 
not  a  man  actively  engaged  in  daily 
lalwur.  To  fulfil  the  position  of  Secre- 
tary eflBciently,  it  is  almost  impossible 
fur  a  man  to  gain  his  livelihood  by  Party 
Iftlwur,  and  at  the  same  time  give  his 
time  to  the  work  of  a  Trades  Union.  I 
dare  say  the  Postmaster  General  is 
acquainted  with  the  working  of  a  Trades 
Union.  Ho  must  know  that  there  ia  a 
great  deal  of  routine  work  to  be  done  in 
the  way  of  keeping  m.inutea,  writing 
Reports,  and  so  on,  and  that  it  must  be 
impossible  for  a  working  postman  to 
discharge  that  duty,  aa  well  as  the  duty 
of  delivering  letters  during  the  day.  On 
this  matter  also  we  have  had  a  decided 
opinion  from  practical  Trades  Unionists 
— from  two  gentlemen  who  have  filled 
the  post  of  Secretary  to  their  trades.  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take 
this  into  consideration,  and,  as  it  seems 
impossible  to  form  a  Union  at  all  without 
having  recourse  to  someone  who  has  not 
to  uaru  his  daily  bread,  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  waive  this  jKiint 
also.  A  great  many  men  have  been  difl- 
raissed  owing  to  the  part  they  took  in 
the  recent  agitation.  These  men  are  un- 
provided for.  The  Postmaster  General 
may  say  they  are  reaping  the  fruits  of 
what  they  have  sown.  That  may  or 
may  no£  be  so,  but  the  fact  is  that  these 
men  are  in  the  main  dependent  on  their 
daily  labour,  and  are  absnlutely  with- 
out employment  of  any  kind,  being 
dependent  on  the  funds  of  the  Union 
for  the  very  small  support  they  are 
receiving  ;  and  as,  undoubtedly,  at  the 
present  moment,  the  Postmaster  General 
is  in  the  position  of  the  greatest  strength, 
I  make  this  appeal  ad  misfricordiam  to 
him.  I  ask  if  it  is  possible  to  overlook 
the  errors  that  were,  perhaps,  merely 
orrora  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  these 
men  and  reinstate  as  many  of  them  as 
pos-sible.  It  appears  to  me  that  many  of 
the  utterances  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man have  been,  perhaps,  utterances  that 
Mr.  CuninglMtne  Graham 


he  would  not  have  given  vent  to  if  it 
bad  not  been  for  recent  occurrences 
having  intensified  bitter  feelings,  which 
it  is  to  be  hoped  will  now  lapse  on  both 
sides. 

(4.48.)  Mb.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN 
(Merthyr  Tydvil) :  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  if  he  will  cousent  to  receive  the 
Secretary  or  the  Hon.  Secretary  or  a 
representative  of  the  postmen  in  that 
capacity,  and  hear  from  him  any 
grievances  he  may  have  to  ventilate 
without  his  being  subjected  to  any  paius 
or  p>enaltio8  for  ap[jeariug  as  the 
reiiresentative  of  the  men.  I  quite 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
assumes  that  he  will  not  allow  any  out- 
sider to  interfere  in  any  way,  but  us  he 
admits  that  the  men  have  a  right  to 
form  thenisolvea  into  a  Union  will  he 
receive  one  of  their  number  to  represent 
them? 

•(4.49.)  Mb.  RAIKES:  The  best 
answer  I  cau  give  the  hon.  Member 
ia  to  inform  him  that  I  have  arranged 
to-morrow  to  receive  a  deputation  of 
jKistmen  from  each  of  the  Loudon 
Districts. 

(4.50.)  The  Committee  divided  :— 
Ayes  111;  Nooh  195.— (Div.  List,  No. 
199.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

•(0.2.)  Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe) :  I  wish  t<j  ask  the  riirht 
hon.  Gentleman  a  question  in  regard  to 
telegraphic  messages  sent  by  Railway 
Companies  free  of  cost  to  them,  and, 
therefore,  at  the  public  charge.  We  hiid 
evidence  before  the  Select  Committee 
in  1887  indicating  the  growing  num- 
ber of  these  messages,  and  we  were 
told  that  they  are  ten  times  as  numerous 
as  they  originally  were.  What  I  want 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  steps  in 
some  form  or  other  to  put  an  end  to  a 
bargain  which  has  turned  out  to  be  an 
extremely  bad  one  for  the  pabhc,  in  a 
way  that  was  never  contemplated  when 
it  was  made) 

•(5.3.)  Mr.  RAIKES :  I  have  watched 
with  the  greatest  anxiety  the  growth  in 
the  number  of  these  messages.  The  situa- 
tion appears  to  me  to  have  very  largely 
altered  since  the  arrangement  was  made 
with  the  Railway  Com[>anie8 ;  but  there 
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is  a  question  still  awaiting  judicial  deci- 
sion which  must  he  settled  Ijefore  any 
action  can  be  taken. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
Does  this  cover  telegraphic  service  1 

Thk  chairman  :  No. 

•(6.4.)  Sib  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  :  I  woald  ask  the  right  iioa. 
Oentleman's  attention  to  the  general 
question  of  providing  postal  facilitifs 
adequate  to  public  requirements  as  towns 
increase  in  size  and  imjx)rtance.  There  are 
many  instances  I  could  point  to,  where  the 
postal  arrangements  in  a  large  industrial 
centre  are  no  more  than  are  provided 
for  a  village  of  500  or  600  inhabitants. 
Wo  have  not,  for  instance,  a  head  office 
at  Ilkeston.  There,  as  in  many  places, 
postal  business  is  conducted  in  a  trades- 
man's shop,  where  there  is  neither  space, 
nor  convenience,  nor  the  privacy  required. 
Yet  while  this  is  the  case  there  are,  on 
the  other  hand,  towns  in  tlic  county  of 
Derby  of  far  less  commercial  importance 
having  each  a  head  post  office,  with  a 
postmaster  giving  his  undivided  atten- 
tion to  [lostal  business.  Then,  again, 
there  is  much  room  for  improvement 
in  the  accommodation  that  is  afforded 
to  the  public  in  poet  offices,  both  in 
London  and  in  the  country.  I  think  that 
a  lucrative  Department  like  the  Post 
Office,  handing  over  to  the  Treasury 
millions  annually,  might  lay  itself  out  to 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  public 
Somewhat.  In  continental  post  offices 
you  will  find  every  convenience  for 
writing  a  letter,  but  so  far  is  this  from 
being  the  case  in  this  country,  that  even 
in  some  officegthereare  notices  prohibiting 
the  public  from  using  a  desk  for  writing 
a  letter  or  post  card.  In  this  direction  1 
think  the  Department  is  conducted  in  a 
very  narrow  spirit.  I  believe  that  if 
greater  facilities  were  given  to  the 
public  in  (x>st  offices  for  transacting 
their  business  it  would  redound  to  the 
popularity  of  the  Department,  and  pro- 
duce an  increase  of  business. 

•(5.8.)  Mr.  cavendish  BEN- 
TINCK :  Tliero  is  a  point  of  some 
importance  not  to  be  left  out  of 
view  in  regnid  to  the  late  disputes 
between  postmen  and  the  authoritifs. 
Commftnts  have  been  made  on  tlie  low 
rate  of  pay,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Loudon  men> 


tioned  an  instance  of  hard  work  and  low 
pay,  in  the  case  of  a  driver  at  Devizes, 
but  is  it  not  the  fact  that  postmen,  in 
addition  to  their  wages,  receive  from  the 
public  a  very  considerable  sum  in  the 
way  of  gratuities  at  Christmas  time  ?  I 
have  heard  that  in  many  cases  this 
results  in  the  men  being  extremely  well 
paid.  I  would  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend 
if  the  Post  Office  have  any  means  of  esti- 
mating the  amount  received  by  the  post- 
men of  London  by  this  means  1  I 
rememlxjr  the  question  being  raised 
some  years  at^o,  when  it  was  contended 
by  some  Members  that  the  {wstmon 
ought  not  to  receive  these  gratuities, 
but  I  am  opposed  to  that  view.  I 
think  the  men  are  fully  entitled  to  any 
gratuities  the  liberality  of  the  public 
m.iy  offer.  I  know  in  my  immediate 
neighbourhood  in  London  the  sums  thus 
given  make  a  vciy  handsome  addition  to 
the  inconffes  of  the  letter  carriera  on  that 
walk.  But  I  think  it  is  rather  unfair 
that  letter  carriers  only  should  participate 
in  these  gratuities,  sorters  and  drivers 
being,  in  my  opinion,  entitled  to  share.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  that  ques- 
tion has  been  considered  in  the  Post 
Office  with  a  view  to  making  some  moro 
equal  distribution  of  the  money  so 
collected.  I  have  been  told  that  in  some 
parte  of  London  individual  postmen  have 
realised  sums  of  from  £50  to  £70  a  year 
from  this  source.  Certainly,  I  am  not 
one  of  thoae  who  would  wish  to  dej)rive 
a  respectable  and  obliging  body  of  men  of 
any  advantage  of  this  kind.  But  there 
is  an  inequality  in  the  distribution  of  our 
favours,  just  as  there  is  in  our  "  tips," 
when  we  visit  a  country  house.  Only  the 
servants  who  are  seen  receive  gratuities, 
and  those  who  bear  the  burden  and  heat 
of  the  kitehen  are  unseen  and  receive 
nothing.  It  is  very  much  the  same  with 
our  pistal  servants.  Could  not  some 
means  be  provided  by  which  all  gratuities 
should  go  into  a  fund  and  Iw  dis- 
tributed j/ro  rata  among  employees  ?  I 
know  in  Italy  and  in  France  there 
is  some  arrangement  of  the  kind. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  attention  of 
ray  right  hon.  Friend  has  been  turned  in 
this  direction.  In  Mr.  Fawcett's  time  I 
remember  there  was  a  discussion  on 
these  gratuities,  and  I  lielieve  an  order 
was  issued  forbidding  |X)8tnien  to  ask  for 
Christmas     boxes,    though    they    wero 
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allowod  to  ifceive  them,  t  tliitik  tliftt 
tlio  fact  that  |>ofitinen's  wa^es  are  very 
considerably  iucreivsed  iu  thia  way  dis- 
poses of  the  suggestion  tlui^  the  men  are 
very  budly  paid. 
•(5.15.)  Mr.  RAIKBS:  I  think  the 
Oonimittoe  will  agree  that  we  might 
now  be  allowed  to  take  the  Vote,  and 
time  will  not  permit  to  do  more  than 
simply  notice  tlie  [witits  raised.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ilkeston  (Sir  Walter 
Foster)  has  called  attention  to  what  he 
regards  as  imperfect  service,  in  the  fact 
that  manufacturing  towns  such  as  that 
in  the  constituency  he  repre-sents,  have 
not  the  rank  of  a  head  office.  As  to 
this,,  I  may  say  that  I  shall  bo  very  glad 
to  look  into  any  specific  case  of  the 
kind,  such  as  he  hjis  mentioned,  hut  I 
may  tvdd  that  districts  ask  for  a  head  office 
often  rather  as  a  matter  of  sentiment 
than  anything  else,  for  it  often  luppens 
that  the  weation  of  a  liead  office  does 
not  confer  any  postal  advantages  in 
postal  business  to  the  district  whore  it  is 
situated.  As  to  the  conveniences  the 
hon.  Member  suggests  might  be  offered 
to  the  public  in  Post  Offices  in  London 
and  elsewhere,  I  should  lie  very  glad  if 
nuything  could  be  done  in  that  direction  : 
but  it  must  bo  obvious  that  though  to  bo 
una  bled  to  write  a  letter  in  a  Post  Office 
might  be  a  convenience  to  some  members 
of  the  public,  to  others  it  might  be 
inconvenient,  as  further  crowding  the 
space,  very  often  limited,  for  the 
transaction  of  the  various  branches 
of  the  business  of  the  Department. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked 
a  question  on  tlie  subject  of  Christmas 
boxes,  but  this  is  a  matter  on  which  I 
have  no  official  information.  In  common 
with  the  rest  of  the  public,  I  liave  been 
informed  that  very  large  sums  sometLraeB 
fall  to  the  lot  of  lucky  postmen,  and  I 
have  heard  the  average  estimated  at  not 
less  than  £15  a  year,  rising  in  some  excep- 
tional cases  to  £75  a  year ;  the  grata  ities 
are  in  many  (;a8cs  pei-sonal  to  the  reci- 
pient, and  it  is  a  matter  in  which  it  has 
been  held  the  Department  would  not  be 
justified  iu  interfering.  And  now  I 
would  ask  the  Committee  to  jiass  the 
Vote.  I  know  the  hon.  Meml)er  for 
Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  intends  to 
raise  another  question,  but  I  would  ask 
him  to  carry  out  his  intention  on  the 
Ueport  stage. 

Mr.  Cavendiah  Bentinck 


(5.18)      Mr.     a.     O'CONNOR:     It 
would   not   be   possible    for  me    to   do 
justice   to  the  subject  1  desire  to  raise 
within  the  few  minutes  now  at  our  dis- 
posal.    It  is  a  question  that  affects  tbo 
whole  administration  of  the  Department, 
the     infraction   of    an    important  Civil 
Service  Rule   by  heads  of   the   Depart- 
ment.    I  do  not  think  it  is  reasonable 
tliat  I  should  bring  it  on  on   the  Report 
stage,  but  as  I  could  not  now  do  justice 
to   the  subject,  I  will  not  trouble   the 
Committee. 
•(5.19.)    Mr.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS 
(Cardiganshire) :  As  I  may  not  be  here 
when  the  Ikiport  stage  is  taken,  may  I 
now   caU    the    right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention    to   a    very   serious  defect  of 
administration  in  the  way  in  which  mails 
are  conveyed  to  and  from   the  town  of 
Aberystwith.      They   are   conveyed    by 
gixids  train,  to  the  g^reat  inconvenience 
of   the  inhabitants  of    that   town    and 
neighbourhood,  and  the  incoming    and 
outgoing   arrangements   are    such    that 
serious  delay  in  correspondence  is  inevi- 
table.    The  town   is  an  important  one, 
and  the  district  in  every  way  worthy  of 
being    considered    by    the    Post    Office 
Authorities.     The  defects,  I  understand, 
could  be  remedied  by  the  additional  out- 
lay of    £1,000,    and    I    do    not    think 
that  this  should  be  in  the  mind  of   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  sufficient  reason 
for  disregarding  the  represontntions  that 
Imve  been   made   to    him.     It    is    slid 
tliat     the     present     state     of     things 
arises     out    of    a    difficulty    with    the 
Railway  Company,  who  demand  a  sum 
which      the      Poet     Office     Authorities 
think   they  are  not  justified  in  giving. 
Now,  I  have  authority  for  saying  that  the 
company  are  quite  willing  to  refer  the 
dispute  to  arbitration,  and,  for  my  own 
part,    if  the   result  should   Iw  an  addi- 
tional    expenditure     of     £1,000,     that 
would   not   be   too  much  to  expend  in 
removing    an    inconvenience    which    is 
voi-y   severely   felt   by   the    inhuhitauba. 
1  am  anxious  to  get  an  answer  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  within  the  time 
when  the  present  discussion  must  noftes- 
sjirily  come  to  an  ond,   and   so   I   luive 
somewhiit     inconveniently    sumniarisod 
my    observations,     which    otherwise    I 
sliould  have  presented  more  fully  and  in 
greater   detail.       However,    the    righi 
hon.  Gentleman   is   awaro  of  tbe    in- 
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convenience,  as  it  has  been  represented 
to  him  by  persons  of  authority  and 
inQaenco  in  the  district,  and  I  hope  he 
will  undertake  to  provide  a  remedy  as,  I 
may  remind  him,  he  did  when  a  some- 
what similar  instances  of  public  ineon- 
Tonienoe  was  brought  to  his  notice  in 
connection  with  the  conveyance  of  mails 
in  the  West  of  Ireland. 

•(5.25.)  Mb.  BAIKES:  1  have  seen 
more  than  one  deputation,  and  have 
received  many  communications  on  the 
subject,  but  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  see 
my  way  to  meeting  the  wishes 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  oonstituents 
by  the  expenditure  to  which  the  hon. 
Member,  in  asjiirit  of  generous  liberality, 
alludes  na  only  j£l,500,  for  it  must  be 
remembered  that  there  are  many  places 
with  equally  good  claims  which  are  more 
ur  less  in  the  same  jto.sition  as  Aber- 
ystwith.  The  advantage  to  be  gained 
by  conveyance  by  passenger  train  would 
not  be  more  than  three-quarters  of  an 
hour,  and  I  do  not  feel  that  I  should  be 
justified  in  recommending  such  expendi- 
ture to  the  Treasury. 

•Mb.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS:  Lot  me 
explain  that  I  did  not  mean  to  assent 
to  or  to  fix  any  sum.  I  said  the  company 
are  willing  to  refer  the  amount  to  arbi- 
tration, and  I  cannot  see  why  the 
Government  should  not  assent  to  that 
course  being  adopted. 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  do  not  myself  think 
there  is  any  special  reason  to  refer  the 
matter  to  arbitration.  I  will,  however, 
not  lose  sight  of  the  matter,  and  I  shall  be 
glad  if  some  steps  may  be  taken  to  the 
advantage  of  the  locality. 

(5.26.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I 
had  intended  to  raise  on  important  ques- 
tion in  relation  to  the  financial  relations 
between  the  Department  and  the  Trea- 
sury, bat  it  is  impossible  to  do  that  now. 

•(5.26.)  Sib  JOHN  SWINBURNE 
(Staffordshire,  Lichfield)  :  I  wish  to  bring 
the  whole  financial  position  of  the  Post 
Office  under  view.  Here  we  have  a  large 
Revenue  annually  handed  over  to  the 
Treasury,  which  otherwise  would  have 
to  be  raised  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  by  taxation.  I  would,  if  I 
Were  in  order,  move  a  reduction  in  the 
salary  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
for  the  purpose  of  calling  attention 
to  the  want  of  public  ocoonimodotion 
'by    telegraph    offices    at  rail- 


way stations  and  in  other  ways  ;  for  I 
I  know  from  exjierience  that  these 
matters  are  really  regulated  by  the  Trea- 
sury. I  object  to  the  Post  Office  receipts 
being  treated  as  a  matter  of  Revenue  by 
the  Treasury,  instead  of  the  money  Iwing 
spent  in  developing  the  postal  and  tele- 
graphic business  all  over  the  country. 

It  being  half  an  hour  after  Five  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  What  Estimates 
will  bo  next  proceeded  with? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  Com- 
mittee will  be  set  down  for  to-morrow, 
and,  if  there  is  time.  Poet  Office  Votes 
will  bo  taken.  As  to  Friday,  I  cannot 
say. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR:  And  afterwards t 

Mk.  JACKSON  :  Inland  Revenue. 
•Sir   J.    SWINBURNE:    After   what 
hour  will  the  Post  Office  Votes  not  bo 
taken  t 

Mk.  JACKSON  :  Not  after  12  o'clock. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tippcrary,  S.): 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  say  when 
Class  ra.  will  be  taken? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  When  the  other 
Votes  are  finished  I  can  tell  the  hon. 
Member. 

SUPPLY  [2-2ND  JUL\]— REPORT. 
Resolution  reported. 

Army  Estimates. 

"That  11  sum,  not  oxcuedinf;  £2')3,400,  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  dufray  Ihu  ClmTge 
for  the  iSalurios  and  MiaooUaneous  Charges  of 
the  War  Office,  which  will  come  in  ooiirse  of 
pavmont  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31it  day 
of  March,  1891." 

(5.35.)  Mb.  HANBURY  (Preeton) : 
Perhaps  the  House  will  allow  mo  to 
make  only  one  or  two  remarks.  I  learn 
that  yesterday  evening,  after  I  left  the 
House,  an  hon.  and  galknt  Gentleman 
made  a  persoiml  attack  upon  me  in  rt^gard 
to  something  which  I  bid  said  witli 
reference  to  a  regiment  with  which  that 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentlumon  is  connected. 
It    is    quite    impoeaibl«    for    me    now 
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to    go    into    any   lengthened    reply   to 
the     hon.  and    gallant    Gentleman      I 
have   only  two  remarks    to  make.     Li 
the   first    placa,   I     think     if  the    hon. 
and    giillant    Member    had    heard    my 
siieoch,  lie  would  not    Imve    made    the 
remarks    ho     did.       The     observations 
which     aroused    the     hon.    and    giiUant 
Gentleman's  criticism   were  confiued  to 
two   piints.     I  stilted  that  1   hivd  soeu 
officers  of  the  Guards  omit  t»>  ivturn  the 
salutes  of  their  men,  and  to  that  sUite- 
ment  I  adhere,  and  no  amount  of  decla- 
mation can  overcome  it.     I  also  referred 
to    the    special    privilege    enjoyed    by 
officers  of  the  Guards  of  not  living  in 
barmcka,   and   I   expressed  the  opinion 
that  the  Guards  ought  not  to  be  treated 
differently    in    this    respect   from    the 
officers    of   any    other    regiment     I  ex- 
pressed that  opinion,   and   I  do  so  still, 
and  upon  the  Barrack  Vote  I  shall  take 
a    Division  upon  the  point.     These  are 
the  only  two  points  raised  in  my  speech 
8f>  far  aa  this  regiment  is  concerned,  and 
though  tiiere   was  a  gofxi  deal  of  fervid 
eloquence  besides  in  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  speech,   it  does  not  tfiuch 
other  points  mentioned  by  me.     As  to 
the  omission  to   return   salutes,  I  have 
seen  this  with  my  own  eyes,  as  I  liavc 
]ias8ed  Wellington  Barracks  on  my  way 
to   and  from  this   House  ;  and   to   that 
statement  I  adhere.     With  regard  to  the 
other    point,    in    reference   to    Guards' 
officers  li^^ng  in  liarracks,    I    not   only 
repeat  the  statement,  but  I  will  take  the 
opportunity    on   the    Barrack    Vote   of 
testing  the  opinion  of  the  ilouse  on  the 
point. 

(5.37.)  Mk.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
doe)  :  The  observations  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  now  and  the  observations 
made  on  the  subject  last  night  prove  the 
great  disadvantage  under  which  this 
House  labours  in  attempting  to  discuss 
events  like  these  njx)n  no  information  at 
all,  or,  at  the  best,  on  hearsay  information. 
The  statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  last  night,  however  impressive 
from  its  earnestness,  was  nothing  more 
than  hearsay  to  the  Committee,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  does  not  pre- 
tend to  give  evidence  to  the  House. 
This  is  my  justification  for  renewing  on 
this  opportunity  the  point  I  ventured  to 
raise  last  night,  and  to  impress  upm  the 
Secretary  for  War  that  this  House  is 
Mr.  Hanbury 


entitled  trj  have  laid  before  it  full  and 
accunvte  Reports  of  pnxsecdings  at  Courts 
Martial.  I  am  not  going  now  to  express 
any  opinion  on  these  unfortunate 
events,  much  less  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
right  in  enforcing  to  the  full  all 
the  powers  he  possosses  for  suppress- 
ing insuliordiuation  in  the  Army.  My 
point  is  to  impress  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  fact  that  it  hjis  not  been 
the  practice  for  Governments  \*i  refuse 
til  give  these  Reports  of  Courts  Mar- 
tial. Let  me  invite  attention  to  one  or 
two  entries  in  the  General  Index  of 
Proceedings  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Taking  one  volume  at  random,  I  find  the 
following  instances  of  records  of  pro- 
ceedings at  Court  Martials  being  laid  on 
the  Table.  In  1863  a  Report  of  the 
prneeedings  at  a  Court  Martial  held  at 
Aldorshot  upon  Colonel  Crawley ;  in  1862 
an  account  of  the  proceedings  against 
Paymaster  Smales  ;  and  again,  in  1866, 
1  V)elieve  the  Report  of  proceedings  at 
Simla  upon  Colonel  Trotter  was  laid. 
Those  are  cases  from  a  volume  of  the 
Index  taken  at  random,  and  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  how  these 
casesdifferentiate  fromthecase  now  under 
discussion.  I  say  it  has  been  the  prac- 
tice to  lay  these  proceedings.  We  must 
not  entrust  to  any  Government  the  duty 
of  making  Constitutional  Law ;  we  must 
defend  our  own  privileges.  I  again 
invite  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
upon  what  rule  he  founds  his  refusal,  or 
how  the  proceedings  in  reference  to  the 
Guards  differ  from  those  other  cases  I 
have  mentioned. 

(5.40.)  Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY 
(Shropshire,  Newport) :  I  had  hoped 
that  the  only  reference  I  need  make  to 
the  hon.  Member's  speech  again  would 
have  been  to  accept,  as  I  would  willingly 
do,  some  expression  of  regret  for  words 
he  used  laist  night,  which  did  not 
i-ecommond  themselves  to  his  conscience 
this  morning.  The  hon.  Member  says 
he  only  alluded  to  two  points,  and  I,  Sir, 
only  alluded  to  those  two  points, 
and  I  am  glad  to  see  from  the  Report 
of  the  hon.  Member's  speech  this 
morning,  that  my  quotation  from  his 
si)eech  was  perfectly  accurate.  There- 
fore, I  do  not  see  my  way  to  withdraw 
'  one  word  or  syllable  1  may  have  used 
last  night.     The  point  I  did  not  discuss 
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or  (vUudo  to  was  that  of  officers  of  the 
Guards  residing  in  Imrracks,  and  on  that 
1  agree  that  there  would  be  considerable 
advantage  in  those  officers  thus  being 
brought  into  close  aasooiation  with  the 
men.  I  do  not  take  exception  to  the 
hon.  Member's  remarks  on  this  account ; 
what  I  do  take  exception  to  is  the  ex- 
pression of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
officers  of  the  Guards,  by  their  behaviour 
towards  their  men,  had  acted  in  a 
manner  unworthy  of  officers  and  gentle- 
men. 

Mh.  HANBURY:  K  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  will  allow  me,  what  I  said 
was  that,  in  coming  down  to  the  House 
time  after  time,  I  have  seen  officers  of 
the  Guards  entering  the  barracks  and 
not  returning  the  salute  of  the  men. 
This  I  said  I  have  seen,  and  I  must 
adhere  to  the  statement. 

CoLONELKKNYON-SLAJ!fEY :  Ifindno 
fault  with  the  hon.  Member's  statement 
of  what  he  has  seen,  but  I  take  strong 
exception  to  the  opinion  he  founded  upon 
that,  that  it  was  conduct  unbecoming 
officers  and  gentlemen.  He  was  pro- 
ceeding to  speak  upon  tliat  when  ho  was 
called  to  order.  The  hon.  Member  is 
not  conversant  with  military  affiiira, 
and  he  is  not  aware,  probably,  that  many 
officers  enter  and  leave  the  birrncks  who 
are  not  officers  of  the  Guards.  It  is 
possible  he  may  have  been  mistaken  in 
supposing  the  officer  belonged  to  the 
regiment,  or  it  is  possible  that  an  officer 
might,  by  inadvertence,  have  forgotten  to 
return  a  salute.  I  repeat  I  do  not  find 
foult  with  the  hon.  Crentlcman  for 
making  that  statement,  but  I  do  take 
exception  to  his  going  on  to  state  that  Ln 
so  omitting  to  return  a  salnto  the  officer 
was  guilty  of  conduct  unbecoming  an 
officer  and  a  gentlemiin.  This  is  only  a 
trivial  point,  and  an  officer  who  omits  tn 
return  the  salute  of  his  men  is  guilty  of 
much  the  same  offence  as  an  hon. 
Gentleman  who  omits  to  return  the 
salute  of  a  [x)!  iceman  at  the  door.  I  am 
informed  tlrnt  the  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self left  this  House  laat  night  without 
returning  the  salute  of  certain  police- 
men. Would  it  not  be  monstrous  to  say 
that  ho  has,  therefore,  been  guilty  of 
conduct  unbecoming  a  legislator  and  a 
gentleman  7  As  a  matter  of  ftu;t,  there 
is  in  the  Guards  the    most  scrupulous 


observance  of  this  point  as  to  the  return- 
ing of  salutes.  Tt  is  to  be  hoped  that 
when  next  the  hon.  Gentleman  indulges 
in  military  criticism  he  will  bo  more 
happy  in  the  subjects  ho  -  chooses  to 
animadvert  n})on. 

•(5.45.)  The  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope, 
Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) :  I  think  that 
the  House  will  regret  that  my  two  hon, 
Friends  were  not  both  present  in  the 
House  at  the  same  time  yesterday.  I 
am  lx)uud  to  say  tliat  when  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  got  up  to  protest  against 
the  language  which  had  been  used 
earlier  in  the  evening,  hon.  Members 
must  have  recognised  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  speaking  on  behalf  of 
a  gallant  regiment,  was  entitled  to  make 
tliose  observations.  There  appears,  how- 
ever, to  be  on  one  point  no  great  diffei*cncc 
between  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen.  It  is 
the  wish  of  the  Government  to  provide 
for  the  officers  of  the  Guards  accommoda- 
tion they  have  hitherto  not  had — namely, 
rooms  in  the  barracks.  With  regard  to 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  has 
said  about  salutes,  it  may  be  true  that  he 
has  seen  officers  of  the  Guards  neglect  to 
return  the  salute  of  their .  men,  and,  of 
course,  ho  has  the  right  to  state  it,  but 
when  he  went  so  far  as  to  say  that, 
whether  the  omission  was  inadvertent 
or  not,  they  had  acted  in  a  manner  not 
becoming  officers  and  gentlemen,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Memlx)r  for  Siiropshiro 
was  fully  justified  in  protesting  against 
it.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  as  to  whether  I  will  lay  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Court  Martial  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  I  venture  to  say 
that,  in  the  interests  of  the  Army  and 
the  Public  Service,  it  is  not  expedient 
that  the  matter  should  be  discussed  by 
the  House,  and  certainly,  so  far  as  I 
myself  am  concerned,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  produce  any  Pajwrs  of  that  descrip- 
tion. 

(5.47.)  Mb.  CAVENDISH  BEN- 
TINCK  (Whitehaven):  I  saw  in  the 
Times'  report  this  morning  of  the  em- 
barkation of  the  Guards  on  board  the 
Tamar  that  the  soldiers  had  been 
deprived  of  their  ration  of  porter.  It 
is  stated  that  the  Bluejacket.><  and  Marines 
on  board  the  same  vessel  would  be  served 
with    the    ration,   though    the   soldiers 
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wonid  not;,  and  that  considerable  diBsatis- 
faction  had  been  caused  in  consequence. 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  tliis  statement  in  the  Times  is 
correct  ? 

♦Mil. E. STANHOPE:  I  aympathiso  with 
tny  riglit  hon.  Friend  ;  I  should  bo  sorry 
myself  to  be  deprived  of  a  ration  of  that 
deseriptiou.  I  am  not  acquainted  with 
the  facts,  hcwever,  and  will  make  in- 
quiry. 

(5.48.)  Mb.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  per- 
mission  to  aay  a  word  or  two  of  personal 
explanation.  lu  the  statement  I  made  I 
did  not  moan  to  say,  with  regard  to  these 
particular  oflBcers,  that  their  omitting 
to  return  the  salute  was  conduct  unbe- 
coming oflSoers  and  gentlemen.  What  I 
said  was  this  — that  I  had  seen  some  of 
the  officers  neglect  to  return  the  salute, 
and  I  am  free  to  admit  that  it  may  have 
been  due  to  inadvertence.  But  I  cer- 
tainly followed  up  this  statement  by  the 
general  remark  to  which  I  adhere — that 
if,  aa  a  rule,  officers  do  not  return  the 
salute  of  their  men,  it  is  conduct  not 
Ijecoming  officers  and  gentlemen. 

Brcsolution  agreed  to. 


SCHOOL  BOARD  FOK  LONDON  ELEO- 
TIONS  DILL.— (No.  78.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

SALARFED  SHOP  ASSISTANTS'  WEEKLY 
HALP-UOLIDAY    BILL.-(No.  203.) 
Order  for  resuming  adjourned  Dehite 
on   Second  Beading  [29th  April]   reiid, 
and  discharged. 

BiU  withdrawn. 

WELSH    INTERMEDIATE    EDUCATION 

ACT  (1889)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(No.  340.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

RIGHTS  OK  WAY  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
(No.  215.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 
Mr.  Cavendish  Jienliiick 


PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 
Fifth    Report,  with  Minutes  of  Evi- 
dence and  an  Appendix,  brought  up,  and 
read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  319.] 

POUCE  AND  SANITARY  REOULA- 
TI0N8  BILLS. 

Special  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee brought  up,  and  read. 

Minutes  of  ProcoodingB,  to  bo  printed. 
[No.  320.] 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  320.] 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Sixteenth   Report    brought    up,   and 
read ;  to  lie  upon  the  IVible,  and  to  be 

printed. 

MOTION. 


no  raON   WIBBAMTS  mii. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hingley,  BiU  to  reguUte 
dealings  in  Fig  Iron  Warrants,  ordered  to  \b 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hingley,  Mr.  Ainiilio,  and 
Mr.  Isaac  Wilson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  3B7.] 


LOCAL  TAXATION  (CUSTOMS  AOT) 
EXCISEi  DUTIES  BILL. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosciiBN,  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square) :  By  an  error  an  un- 
corrected Paper  of  Amendments  to  Clause 
7  of  the  Local  Taxation  Bill  was  handed 
in,  and  pinnted  with  the  notices  this 
mornuig.  1  have  given  in  the  revised 
Paper,  and  beg  hon.  Members  to  substi- 
tute the  fresh  notices  for  those  on  the 
Paper  this  morning.  The  fresh  notaoes 
will  appear  to-morrow  morning. 

Me.  a.  ACLAND  (York,  W.R., 
flotherhom)  :  Is  there  any  hope  of  the 
Local  Taxation  Bill  being  taken  this 
week  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes  ;  there  is  every 
chance  of  the  Local  Taxation  Bill  being 
taken  this  week.  The  matter  has  not 
yet  been  settled,  but  it  is  possible  that 
the  Bill  may  be  taken  on  Friday. 

House  adjourned  at  one  minute 
beloro  Six  o'dook. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Thursday,  S^tli.  July,  1890. 


NEW  PEER. 
E.  Temple — William  Stephen  Gore 
Langton,  Earl  Temple  of  Stowe,  having 
succt't^ded  tio  that  title  on  the  death  of  his 
uncli'  Ricliard  Plantagenet  Dnke  of 
Buukingiiam  and  Chandos,  Earl  Temple 
of  Stow,  A'c,  by  virtue  of  a  special  limi- 
tntion  contained  in  a  [mtent  birring  date 
the  4th  day  of  February  in  the  Third 
year  of  the  reign  of  HLs  Majesty  King 
George  the  Fourth — Was  (in  the  usual 
manner)  introduced. 

PUBUC  UBRAltlES  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  205.) 
SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  ;  In  asking  your 
Lordships  to  give  this  Bill  a  Second  Read- 
ing, I  need  not  detain  you  at  any  length. 
This  Bill  has  come  to  your  Lordships 
from  the  other  House,  where  it  was 
backed  by  Members  of  all  Parties,  and 
where  it  met  with  no  opposition  of  any 
kind  at  any  stage.  It  was  slightly 
amended  in  one  or  two  particulars,  as  I 
shall  explain  toyour  Lordships  in  a  few  ran- 
monts.  Ithink  atthis  timeufday  it  is  quite 
unnecessary  to  enter  into  any  elaborate 
defence  of  the  system  of  Public  Libraries 
paid  for  out  of  the  rates.  I  think  your 
Lrirdships  will  all  agree  they  have  been 
of  groat  benefit  to  the  districts  which 
have  adopted  them.  The  only  cliargo  I 
have  ever  heard  brought  against  Public 
Libraries  is  that  too  many  novels  are 
read  at  them.  But  when  you  consider 
tlmt  the  persons  who  use  these  Libraries 
are  naturally  obliged  to  use  them  more 
for  the  purpose  of  recreation  than  of 
study.  I  do  not  think  that  charge  can  be 
regarded  as  a  very  serious  one.  Just  to 
show  your  Lordships  how  the  matter 
stands,  I  will  explain  shortly  what  the 
previous  legislation  on  the  subject  has 
been.  The  first  Act  under  which  Public 
Libraries  were  formed  was  passed  in  the 
year  1850,  and  tlie  first  Public  Librai-y 
was  opened  at  Manchester  two  years 
later.     Since    then   the    Act    has    been 

VOL.  CCCXLVII.     [thibd  seribs.] 


amended'in  the  years  185.5,  1877,  and 
1887,  and  last  year.  For  some  time 
after  the  passing  of  the  first  Act 
the  formation  of  Public  Libraries  did 
not  moke  any  very  great  progress  ;  but 
the  statistics  of  later  years  show  a  much 
more  satisfactory  result.  In  1879  there 
were  only  87  Public  Libraries  open; 
in  1886  there  were  133,  and  at 
this  moment  there  are  209,  being  an 
increase  of  76  in  the  last  four  years.  At 
the  same  time,  it  would  be  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  districts  are  always  ready 
to  adopt  Public  Libraries.  On  the  con- 
trary, there  liave  been  as  many  as  12 
refusals  in  one  year  after  the  matter  had 
heen  submitted  to  the  ratepayers.  Some 
supporters  of  this  movement  go  as  far  as 
to  say  that  the  time  baa  now  arrived 
when  a  poll  might  be  dispensed  with  alto- 
gether, and  when  Public  Libraries  might 
be  formed  on  the  motion  of  the  Local 
Authority  only.  This  Bill  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  present  to  your  Lordships 
does  not  go  so  far  as  that,  though  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  if  such  a  proposi- 
tion was  made,  I  should,  for  my  own  part, 
not  bo  prepared  to  oppose  it.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  the  cost  of  the  poll,  which 
in  some  cases  amounts  to  hundreds  of 
pounds,  is  regarded  by  the  ratepayers  as 
a  serious  obstacle  to  having  a  Public 
Library  at  all.  As  regards  the  Bill 
itself,  its  object  is,  I  think,  cleai'ly  stated 
in  the  Memorandum  annexed  to  it. 
Clause  1  substitutes  for  the  very  broad 
electorate  which  now  votes  on  this 
matter,  in  boroughs  the  burgesses  of  the 
Ixirough,  and  in  counties  the  county 
electors  registered  in  respect  of  their 
qualifications  in  the  district.  The  object 
of  that  is  to  carry  out  what  va  supposed 
to  have  been  the  intention  of  Parliament 
in  consolidating  all  the  local  franchises 
into  one,  and  also  to  give  a  clear  and 
authoritative  list  of  the  persons  who 
would  bo  entitled  to  vote  for  this  object. 
Upon  Clause  2  the  Memorandum  is  not 
exactly  accurate.  It  was  originally  pro- 
posed that  in  places  having  a  population 
of  less  tlmn  5,000  the  proceedings  should 
be,  if  it  is  so  desired,  by  public  meeting 
and  not  by  voting  pipers.  An  Amend- 
ment was,  however,  introduced  in  the 
other  House  on  the  ground  that  public 
meetings  cause  a  good  deal  of  needless 
trouble  and  expense  to  the  ratepayers, 
and  that  Amendment  was  accepted  by  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill.  Therefore,  as  the 
2  A 
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Bill  now  stands,  the  proceedings  will  be 
in  uvury  casu  by  voting  piipere.  Clause 
3  enables  voters  to  state,  if  they  so  desire, 
and  if  a  request  has  previously  been  made 
accordingly,  that  they  wish  to  have  a 
halfpenny  or  three-farthings  rate  instead 
of  the  statutory  )>ouny  rate.  Clause  5 
prevents  the  question,  when  once  it  has 
been  settled  by  a  vote,  being  re-oponi'd 
for  a  year  from  the  time  that  the  p)ll 
was  taken.  Clause  7,  which  is,  1  think, 
one  of  some  importance,  emibles  Eccle- 
siastical, Parochial,  and  Charitable  Bodies 
to  convey  tlit-ir  projwrty.  under  proper 
restrictions,  for  purposes  connected  witli 
Public  Libi-aries.  Clause  13  states  that 
the  Bill  does  not  extend  to  ScotLvnd  or 
Ireland ;  and,  as  far  as  Scotland  is 
concerned,  the  reason  is  a  very  good 
one — that  Scotland  has  already  a  very 
good  Public  Libraries  Act,  which  was 
passed  in  1887,  and  from  which,  in  fact, 
many  of  the  provisions  in  tliia  Bill  are 
borrowed.  With  this  short  explanation 
I  appeal  with  con6dence  to  your  Lord- 
ships to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  and 
to  allow  it  to  [mss  in  the  shape  in  which 
it  has  oome  from  the  other  House. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"." 
— (7'/m3  L(rrd  HuuglUon.) 

•Thk  Eakl  of  MEATH:  My  Lords, 
this  Bill  appears  to  be  a  very  desirable 
one,  but  there  is  one  clause  in  it  which 
was  insertetl  at  the  very  last  moment 
when  it  passed  the  other  House.  I  refer 
to  Clause  8.  I  do  not  think  the  other 
House  or  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
addressed  your  Lordships  intended  that 
this  clause  should  have  the  effect  which 
it  undoubtedly  will  h<ivo  in  regard  to 
open  spaces.  By  this  clause  any  land 
which  is  left,  we  will  say,  as  an  open 
space  for  ever,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
.citizens  of  this  Metropolis,  or  of  any 
other  largo  town,  might  be  alienated 
from  that  purpose.  It  might  be  either 
given  a\vay  or  sold  or  exchanged  for  a 
Public  Library  ;  and  I  know  one  piece  of 
ground  in  a  very  densely- populated  part 
of  London  which,  under  this  clau.se, 
might  be  built  upon  which  would  involve 
B  very  g^at  loss  to  the  people.  It 
would  be  jx)ssible  for  the  Trustees,  if  tliey 
liked,  U)  sell  that  ojK'n  space  for  the  pur- 
pose of  building  upon  it  a  Public  Library. 
I  do  not  imagine  that  the  noble  Lord 
desires  that  this  Bill  should  have  that 
Lord  Uoughlon 


effect,  and  I  theivforc  propose  in  Com- 
mittee to  move  the  addition  to  Clause  8 
of  the  following  words  : — 

"  I'rovidcd  alan  that  land  held  on  trost  to  be 
posseiuteJ  as  an  open  apace  or  on  trusts  which 
prohibit  building  thereon  shall  not  be  granted 
or  conveyed  for  the  purpoaug  of  this  Act." 

•The  paymaster  GENERAL  (The 
Earl  of  .Teksey)  :  My  Lords,  I  think  it 
will  be  hardly  necessary  for  mo  to  say 
anything  ujion  this  Bill.  Though  it  is 
not  a  Government  measure,  yet  it  had 
the  assent  of  the  Government  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  and  I  do  nf)t 
suppose  it  will  meet  with  much  opp>si- 
tion  in  this  House.  It  there  should  be 
any  Amendment  to  be  made,  it  can,  of 
course,  be  made  in  Committee. 

LOKD  HOUGHTON  :  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  cannot  conceive  that  there 
could  be  any  objection  to  accepting  the 
Amendment  propo-sed  by  the  noble  Lord 
provided  it  dot«  not  go  farther  than  he 
has  stated. 

On  Question,  agreed  to, 

Bill  rcivd  2'>  (accortling  to  order),  and 
cniiunittod  to  a  Committee  of  tlie  whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

REMOVAL   TERMS  (SCOTLAND)    ACT 

(1886)  AMENDMENT   BILL. -(No.  206.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tlie  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

•The  SECRETARY  ov  STATE  tob 
SCOTLAND  (The  Marquess  of  Lotbun)  : 
In  asking  your  Lordships  to  give  a 
Second  Reading  to  this  Bill,  perhaps  you 
will  allow  me  to  say  a  very  few  words 
to  explain  what  the  object  of  it  is.  In 
Scotland,  as  your  Lordships  are  probably 
aware,  it  is  the  practice  for  a  great  many 
persons  both  in  regard  to  the  occupation 
of  houses  and  also  in  service  to  change 
their  houses  and  their  service  at  the 
respective  terms  15th  May  and  11th 
November.  But  a  practice  has  grown 
up  in  Scotland  under  which  it  has  been 
customary  for  people  to  remove  from 
their  houses  or  to  exchange  their  service 
not  at  the  exact  dates  of  these  terms, 
but  to  be  allowed  a  few  days'  longer 
before  the  actuiil  removal  from  their 
houses  or  the  transference  of  service 
takes  place,  the  time  being  generally 
about  a  fortnight.  It  has  been  found 
that  this  time  varies  very  much  in  the 
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counties  and  in  the  burghs,  and  the 
natural  consequences  has  been  that  great 
inconvenience  hiis  been  caused  to  those 
80  removing,  because  soiuetinies  they 
have  to  remove  from  one  occupancy  or 
►  service  before  they  are  entitled  to  enter 
I  npon  another  occupancy  or  service.  To 
remedy  this  inconvenience  an  Act  was 
puflsed  in  1S81  called  the  Removal  Terms 
(Scotland)  Burghs  Act,  which  fixed  the 
terms  for  removal  as  being  the  2Sth  of 
May  and  28th  of  November  respectively. 
But  it  was  found  afterwards  that  that 
Act,  which  referred  only  U)  burghs,  did 
not  do  away  witli  the  incouvenienet;  as 
Lregarded  counties,  and  a  subsequent 
Act  was  passed  in  18SG  which 
a|)j)lied  that  Act  to  counties  as 
well  as  to  burghs,  fixing  the 
t«rras  both  as  to  counties  and  burghs 
as  tlie  28th  of  May  and  the  28th"  of 
November.  But  that  has  not  done 
away  with  the  whole  difficulty,  because 
those  two  Acts  did  not  refer  io  terms  of 
service,  and  it  has  now  been  found  that 
as  the  terms  of  service  may  vary  from 
the  usual  terms  of  removal   veiy   great 

I  inoinvenience,  and  in  some  cases  even 
hardship,  hag  followed  from  the  present 

Lpractice.  The  object  of  this  Bill  is  to 
[make  the  terms  of  removal  of  service 
F'idontical  with  those  in  respect  ol  houses. 

I I  think  your  Lordships  will  see  that  it 
[  may  sometimes  hivppen,  especially  among 
iBgricnltural  servants,  that  a  servant  miiy 
[be  obliged  to  leave  one  service  before  ho 
'  is  entitled  under  the  present  Acts  to  take 

np  another,  and  he  may  be  without 
shelter  for  a  few  days.  The  whole 
object  of  the  Bill  is  to  make  the  teniis  of 
service  in  agreement  with  the  two  Acts 
[of  1881  and  1886.  I  may  tell  your 
iXiovdships  that  this  prtjpogal  has  met,  us 
fav  as  I  know,  with  universal  accept- 
'anco  in  Scotland,  where  this  state  of 
things  is  prevalent.  I  have  myself 
received  maiiyapplications  on  the  subject ; 
and  I  am  sure  that,  under  the  circuni- 
Btances,  your  Lordships  will  see  it  is  very 
lesirable  to  get  rid  of  what  is,  though 
perhaps,  a  small  hardship,  is  imo  which 
it  is  extremely  desirable  should  be 
remedied.  I  hope,  therefore,  your  Lord- 
ships will  give  a  Second  Reading  to  the 
Bill. 

Bill  read  2"  (according  to  oi-der),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  General  Bills. 


SETTLED  LAND  BILL.— (No.  185.) 
Amendments  reported  (according   to 
order)  ;  further  ameudmcnta  made  ;  and 
Bill  to  he  read  3*  on  Tuesday  next. 

BANKRUPTCY  BILI^(No.  188.) 
SECOJJn    HEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•LoBD  MACNAGHTEN  :  I  have  to  ask 
your  Lordships  to  give  a  Second  Reading 
to  tiiis  Bill  which  comes  from  the  House 
of  Commons.  As  your  Lordships  know, 
this  matter  lias  attracted  a  good  deal  of 
attentii>u  in  various  quarters.  In  the 
House  of  Commons,  both  in  Grand  Com- 
mittee and  in  the  House  itself,  the  Bill 
has  been  very  fully  discussed  in  all 
its  stages.  It  has  been  before  all 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  it  has  been 
approved  by  them  all.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  Petition  from  the  Asscx;iation 
of  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  a  body  which  I  believe 
includes  all  the  Chambere  of  Commerce 
in  the  United  Kingdom  except  the  London 
Chamber,  praying  your  Ijordships  to 
pass  the  Bill  during  this  Session,  and 
I  am  informed  that  the  London 
Chamber  of  Commerce  is  prepared  to 
present  a  Petition  to  the  same  effect. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think 
the  Bill  cornea  before  your  Lordships 
with  a  strong  claim  to  the  favourable  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  It  cannot  be 
denied,  and  certainly  1  am  not  concerned 
to  deny,  that  the  Act  of  1883  has  worked 
fairly  well,  quite  as  well  in  almost  every 
respect,  and  in  stmie  respects  cortiiinly 
better  than  any  one  of  its  numenms 
and  short-lived  predecessors.  But  the 
Act  has  now  been  in  operation  for  six 
years  and  a  half,  and  it  is  not  sur- 
prising if,  in  the  course  of  that  period, 
many  points  have  been  discovered  in 
which,  at  any  rate,  it  is  reasonable  to 
think  that  the  Act  is  susceptible  of 
improvement.  The  Amendments  which 
this  Bill  proijoses  are  many  and  various. 
There  are  sUps  in  the  Act  of  1883  which 
require  to  be  corrected.  Hero  and  there 
in  the  construction  of  the  Act  there  b*¥0 
been  a  view  taken  or  a  deci&uBt,  as  it 
nounced  which  is,  .Jd  by  the  House, 
erroneous,  but  wladvantage  to  pass  a 
been  nnfortunate^ient  in  one  of  the 
fancy,  in  accontees.  I  therefore  moTe 
2  A  2 
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framers   of    the    Act. 
give    your    Lordships 


tentions  of   the 
Perbapa  I    may 

one  instance  by  way  of  illustration.  The 
Board  of  Trade  has  power  to  remove 
a  Trustee  for  misconduct.  That  is  a 
very  useful  and  a  very  wholesome  power, 
and,  as  far  as  I  know,  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  always  exercised  it  witli 
discretion  and  firmness.  But  I  um 
told  that  this  has  hapjiened  :  A  man  is 
Trustee  of  several  estates  ;  in  one  he  is 
found  to  have  misconducted  himself,  and 
the  Board  of  Trade  promptly  remove 
him  ;  but  having  done  that,  the  Board  of 
Trade,  as  I  understand,  are  advised  they 
can  do  no  more,  and  that  they  cannot 
remove  him  from  the  Trusts  of  the  other 
e8t4ite8  in  which,  it  may  be,  he  has  uot 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  misconductinof 
himself  or  in  which  his  misconduct  has 
not  yet  been  discovered.  I  cannot  think 
that  is  satisfactory.  I  think  it  is  almost 
scandalous  that  a  man  who  has  committed 
a  breach  of  trust  in  regai-d  to  one 
estate  should  not  be  immeduitf  ly  removed 
from  other  similar  Trusts  which  he  holds. 
On  that  point  I  think  your  Lordsliips 
will  have  no  difficulty  in  agreeing  to  the 
Amendment  proposed.  I  only  give  that 
instance  by  way  of  illustration.  There 
are  many  other  Amendments  which 
are  important,  no  doubt,  but  yet  which 
do  not  involve  any  question  of  principle. 
For  instance,  the  Bill  deals  with  the 
much-vexed  question  of  proxies.  It 
cannot,  I  think,  be  disputed  that  creditors 
who  are  unable  to  attend  in  i)erson  at 
meetings  of  creditors  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinions  by  proxy  iu  as 
full  and  ample  a  manner  as  is  consistent 
with  the  due  and  safe  administration  of 
the  estate.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
is  nothing  so  mischievous  as  traffick- 
ing in  proxies.  There  is  nothing,  ac- 
cording to  my  experience,  which  so 
much  conduced  to  the  discredit  which 
attached  to  the  Act  of  1869  as  the 
trafficking  in  proxies  to  which  that  Act 
gave  rise.  The  consequence  of  that 
discredit  was  that  with  regard  to  proxies 
the  Act  of  1883  is  very  severe.  Many 
neople  think  it  is  unduly  strict,  and 
acco'?:Ungly  the  Bill  deals  with  that 
matter.  Ycflir-liordahiiJS  will  find  there  is 
a  greater  latitude  allowed  with  regard 
to  proxies,  but  yet  there  are  restrictions 
which  I  should  hope  would  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  any  such  abuses  as  were 
Lord  Maoncu/liten 


rife  under  the  Act  of  1869.  Then,  my 
Lords,  there  is  another  point.  Your  Lord- 
ships  will  find  elaborate  provisions  are 
made  with  regard  to  compositions  and 
arrangements,  the  object  being  to  make 
the  procedure  in  compositions  and 
arrangements  more  expeditious  and 
more  in  harmony  with  proceedings  in 
biinkraj)tcy  under  the  Act  of  1883. 
Those  are  all  matters  of  detail  or 
iidniinistration,  and  it  would  not  be 
right  that  I  should  detain  your  Loi-d- 
ships  now  by  dwelling  upon  them  ;  but 
there  are,  as  it  seems  to  me,  some 
matters  which  are  matters  of  principle, 
and  perhaps  I  may  bo  allowed  very 
shortly  to  refer  to  two  or  tlu-ee  of  them 
before  I  sit  down. "  The  most  important 
provision  in  this  Bill,  and  the  one 
which,  it  seems  to  me,  will  be 
the  most  far-reaching,  and  I  should 
hope  the  most  beneficial  in  its  effect, 
is  a  provision  with  regard  to  the  dis- 
c^harge  of  the  bankrupt.  Your  Lord- 
ships may  jierhaps  remember  that,  under 
the  Act  of  1869,  it  was  made  a  condition 
of  the  bankrupt  obtaining  his  disehiirgo 
either  that  he  hivd  paid  10s.  in  the  £,\,  or 
that  the  creditors — and  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  note  that  the  power  was  by  that 
Act  given  to  the  creditors — should  pass  a 
specuil  Resolution  stating  that,  in  their 
opinion,  the  bankruptcy  or  the  failure  to 
[Kiy  10s.  in  the  £1  was  due  to  circum- 
stances for  which  the  bankrupt  was  not 
justly  responsible,  and  that  they  wore 
desirous  that  the  bankrupt  should  obtain 
his  order  of  discliarge.  At  first  sight 
that  seems  a  very  reasonable  provision, 
and,  one  would  think,  nf)t  specially 
o]jen  to  abuse.  But,  unfortunately, 
there  are  creditors  who  care  more 
for  their  pockets  tlian  for  an  abstract 
idea  of  commercial  mondity  ;  and  it  was 
found  that  when  the  creditors  had 
obtained  all  they  could  get  in  the  bank- 
ruptcy, they  were  supremely  indifferent 
as  to  what  became  of  the  hmkrupt — 
whether  he  got  his  discharge  or  not. 
That  led  to  various  abuses.  It  led  to 
bribery.  Many  a  bankrupt  obtained  his 
discharge  by  means  of  bribery,  and 
sometimes  by  fictitious  votes,  who,  if 
the  mivtter  had  rested  with  the  Court  or 
with  an  official  body,  such  as  the  Board 
of  Trade,  would  have  been  severely 
dealt  with.  The  consequence  of  those 
abuses  was  that  there  is  no  similar 
provision  to  be  found  in  the  Act  of  1883. 
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Under  the  Act  of  18^3  a  bankrupt  is  in 
precisely  the  same  position  witli  regard 
to  obtaining  his  discharge,  other  matters 
being   equal,  whotlier  his  estato  pays  a 
dividend   of    6d.    or    15b.    in    the   £1. 
That,   again,    has    led    to    abuses.      A 
trader  in  a  bankrupt  condition,  hoping 
against  hope,  goes  on  long  after  there  is 
any  possibility  of  retrieving  his  position, 
and  the  consequence  is  that,  under  the 
present   Act,    dividends    are    miserably 
small.     On  this  point    there   is  a  vei-y 
sti-ong  feeling  among    the   commercial 
community.     They  think  a'  man  ought 
to  know  the  state  of  his  affiurs,  and  they 
tliiuk  he  is  bound  to  stop  as  soon  as  he 
finds  it  is  impossible  for  him  to  retrieve 
his  position.      They    think    he    is   not 
justified  in  going  on  and  wasting  money, 
which,  in  reaUty  and  in  truth,  is  not  his 
own,  but  which  belongs  to  his  creditors, 
cither  in  keeping  up  appearances  or  in  a 
hopeless  adventure.     The  Bill,  therefore, 
proposes  in  tliis  matter  to  return  to  the 
principle  of  the  Act  of  18G9  ;  but  with 
this  important  difference  :  tlmtthe  power 
which,  in   the  Act  of   1869,  was  rashly 
confided   to   the  creditors    is   placed   in 
tlio    hands  of   the  Court.       Under  this 
Bill  the   fiict    that   a    bauki-upt  estate 
has  not   paid  lOs.    in  the  £1   is  one  of 
the  facts  on    proof  of   which  the  Court 
has  power  either  to  refuse  the  dischua-ge 
or  to  suspend  tlie  discharge,  or  to  grant 
the  discharge  under  certain  conditions. 
I  trust  that  tliat  alteration,  which  is  a 
very  important  one,  will  commend  itself 
to   your    Lordships'    judgment.       Then 
there  are  two  other  provisions  which,  in 
some    resjxjcts,    certainly   touch    on    a 
question  of  piinciple,  to  which  1  will  very 
shortly  refer.     There  is  one  which  deals 
with  so  mucli  of  the  debts  provable  in 
bankruptcy  as  consists  of  interest.   That 
provision  is  directed  ngsiinst  a  class  of  per- 
sons who  have  very  few  friends.  I  do  not 
think  that  oven  the  Liberty  and  Property 
Defence  League  will  take  up  the  cudgels 
on  their  behalf.  It  is  directed  against  the 
class  of  money-lenders.     Money-lendei*s 
I  trade,  of  course,  upon    the    necessities 
of  mankind,  and  they  protect  themselves 
in  this  way:  as  regards  the  princijial, 
they  advance  in  cash  as  little  as  tlicy 
can ;  and  as  regards  interest,  they  demand 
a  rate  which  is  certainly  liberal,  if  not 
exorbitant.     Now,  the  Bill  proposes  to 
deal  with  that  matter  in  this  way  :     It 
proposes  that,  as  I'ogards  debts  provable 


in   a   bankruptcy,  so  much  as  consistB 
of  interest  should  be  calculated  as  be- 
tween the  creditors  and  in  the  adminis- 
tration  of    the    estato    at    a    rate    not 
exceeding    5    per     cent.,    leaving    the 
money-lender  as  regards  any  balance  to 
look   to  the  estato  after  all  the    other 
creditors    have    been    paid    in   full.     I 
think,  under  all  the   circumstances,  that 
is  not   an  unjust  provision.     The   only 
objection  that  one  feels  to  it  is  that  it 
seems  rather  like  jMiying  money-lenders 
in  their  own  coin,  in  holding  out  to  them 
the  somewhat  illusory  hope  that,  after  all, 
the  bankrupt  estate  will   prove   to    bo 
solvent.     There  is  just  one   other   pro- 
vision,   and    I    mention  it   with    some 
diffidence,  because   I  have  heard  it  said 
tliat  this  House  will  not  fairly  consider 
it — I  do   not  in  the  least  degree  beUeve 
that — and    that    ia   the   provision  with 
regard  to  distress.     Your  Lordships  will 
find  the  power  of   distress,  which,  under 
the  Act  of  1 8S3,  was   available   for  the 
recovery  of  12  months' arrears  of  rent,  is, 
under   this  BUI,  to   be   available  for  six 
months'  arrears  only.      No  doubt  that  is 
an   important  change,  and  some  people 
think  it  an  unwise  one.     But  I  am  sure 
your  Lordshijjs  will  consider   it   fairly. 
Your     Lordships    will    bear     in    mind 
that  it  only    applies    to    cases    of    dis- 
tress  levied   after  the    commencement 
of  the  bankruptcy.      You   will   also  re- 
member   that   the    Act    of     1883,    as 
originally    introduced,  proposed    to    do 
away   with    the    right   of   distress   alto- 
gether ;  and   perhaps  this   is  a  case  in 
wliichyour  Lordships  may  think  it  bettor, 
in  view  of  the   present  current  of  legis- 
lation,  to    secure    one-half    instead    of 
standing  out  for  the  whole.     My  Lords, 
with  these  obsei-vations  I   leave  the  Bill 
in  your   hands,  and  1  beg  to  move  the 
Second  Reading. 

Bill  read  2"  (according  to  order). 

•LOKD  MAONAGHTEN  :  With  regard 
to  the  Committee  to  which  the  Bill 
should  be  referred,  perhaps  your  Lord- 
ships may  think  it  right  that  it  should 
be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House.  The  time  of  year  is  getting 
very  late,  and  there  are  only  one  or  two 
matters  of  principle  which  must,  as  it 
seems  to  me,  be  decided  by  the  House, 
and  it  would  be  no  advantage  to  pass  a 
preliminary  judgment  in  one  of  the 
Standing  Committees.    I  therefore  more 
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that  it  bo  rcfomid  to  a   Ctimmitteo   of 
the  whole  House. 

Moved,  "Tliat  tlie  Bill  be  committed  to 
a  Committee  of  the  ^V^lole  House." — (The 
Lord  Jfacnttg/iicH.') 

LoBD  HERSCHEIJj:  If  my  uoblo 
and  learned  Friend  will  tell  mo 
that  he  has  considered  all  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill  so  as  to  be  able  to 
vouch  for  it,  then  I  should  not  oppose 
the  Motion  ;  but,  judging  from  other 
meHSures  which  we  have  hjjd  before  us, 
altliough  they  have  come  up  after  con- 
sideration by  the  other  House,  they 
have  not  been  without  the  necessity  of 
careful  revision.  ■ 

•Lord  MACNAGHTEN  :  T  think  this 
Bill  stands  in  rather  a  different  position. 
I  may  say  that  "I  have  gone  carefully 
through  it,  aud  I  think  it  is  one  wliicli 
your  Lordships  might  deal  with  in 
Committee  of  the  whole  House. 

The  prime  MINISTER  ktw  SECRE- 
TARY OK  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
Ai'FAIRS  (Tlie  Marquess  of  Salisbuky)  : 
I  hope  the  House  will  think  twice  before 
it  makes  so  great  a,  broach  in  ita  custom 
of  roferriug  such  Bills  to  a  Committee. 
Of  conrae,  we  all  place  the  greatest 
possible  c<jnfidence  in  the  assumnce  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  but  if  it  is 
to  be  a  rule  that  simply  upon  the  asser- 
tion or  upon  an  assurance  on  the  part  of 
a  noble  Earl  who  brings  in  a  Bill  that 
it  is  of  no  use  for  the  Bill  to  go  to  a 
Standing  Committee,  then  I  think  the  use 
and  value  of  Sbinding  Committees  will  be 
greatly  diminished. 

•Lord  MACNAGHTEN:  I  need  not 
say  that  I  was  not  in  the  least  claiming 
anything  of  the  sort  for  myself.  It  was 
only  in  consequence  of  the  late  period  of 
the  Session  that  I  ventured  to  suggest 
it. 

The  Marquess  or  SALISBURY :  Wo 
have  still  got  a  good  throe  weeks,  I 
think. 

The  I/)RD  CHANCELLOR :  I  would 
only  point  out  tliat  this  Bill  involves 
important  questions  upon  tlie  Bankruptcy 
Law,  and  1  think  if  a  Bill  dealing  with 
somewhat  delicate  and  difficult  subjecta 
of  that  nature  is  not  to  go  to  a  Standing 
Committee  it  would  lie  very  difiScult  to 
say  what  Bills  ought  t.o  be  so  referred. 

Lord  BRABOIJRNE :  In  i-egard  to 
referring  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  I  think 
this  is  one  of  the  instances  in  which  a 
Lorfl  Matnayhten 


very  iraj^Kirt«nt  Bill  would  be  practically 
withdrawn  from  the  cognisance  of  the 
House  by  being  referred  to  one  or  other 
of  the  Committees.  This  practice,  I 
think,  is  really  becoming  exceed- 
ingly unpleasant.  We  never  know  to 
which  Committee  a  Bill  is  going  to  be 
rf'ferred  ;  and  if  such  a  Bill  as  tliis,  at 
the  present  period  of  the  Session,  is  to  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  the 
jiractical  effect  will  be  that  it  will  not 
it'coive  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
and  I  do  not  think  really  that  a  Bill  of 
so  much  importance  ought  to  be  with- 
di'awn  from  your  Lordships'  cognisance. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  I  cannot  at  all 
agree  ^vith  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
sat  down.  The  Bouse  is  just  as  much 
cognisant  of  the  details  of  the  Bill  after 
it  has  gone,  and  in  spite  of  its  having 
gone,  to  Committee,  as  before.  And, 
more  than  that,  I  will  venture  to  say 
that  1  can  prove  that  Bills  after  they 
have  gone  through  Committee,  have  been 
more  discu»<sed  in  this  House  than, 
according  to  former  precedent,  they  would 
ever  have  been  before. 

Lord  BRABiJLTRNE  :  What  I  meant 
was  that  they  are  withdrawn  from  the 
cognisantic  of  the  public  by  being  with- 
drawn from  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  They  have  not  the  public  eye 
U[>on  them,  as  they  would  have  if  dia- 
ciissed  before  the  Committee  cf  the 
House. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  I  must  say.  in 
a  matter  like  this,  affecting  the  interests 
of  the  great  commercial  community 
throughout  the  country,  that  a  Bill  of 
such  importance  should  not  bo  referred 
to  a  hole-and-corner  Committee  upstairs. 
It  is  very  important  indeed  that  the 
public  should  know  not  only  what  is 
actually  done  by  this  House,  but  also 
the  grounds  of  our  decision  ;  and  though 
our  Dc'ljfttea  may  not  be  as  fnlly  and 
perfectly  reported  in  the  public  jourmils 
as  we  may  desire,  1  would  p)iut 
out  to  your  Lordships  that  there 
is  still  a  complete  record  of  our 
Debates  in  the  imperishable  images 
of  IJaiisard.  There,  at  least,  a  Ri> 
port  iif  whatever  may  have  been  said  in 
this  House  will  be  found.  Small  Bills, 
like  the  Public  Libraries  Act,  may,  no 
doubt,  by  very  properly  and  effectually 
discussed  in  Committee,  but  when  we 
are  dealing  with  great  interests  affecting 
the    whole    uommercial    community,    I 
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think  it  is  very  dusirabie  thtit  the  de- 
liboraHoiiB  upon  them  should  not  bo 
withdrawn  from  the  cognisance  of  the 
public,  as  they  certainly  are  when  such 
deliberations  take  place  in  a  snuill  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  and  not  in  full  Committee 
of  this  House. 

The  Eael  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  would 
point  out  to  the  noble  Lord  that  this 
"  hole-and-corner "  system,  as  ho  de- 
scribes it,  was  adopted  by  the  other 
House  in  reference  to  this  very  Bill,  and 
I  apprehend  tliat  there  must  be  there  at 
least  at«  many  Members  as  in  this  House 
who  have  regard  to  the  commercial 
interests  of  the  country.  I  think,  there- 
fore, we  shall  be  at  least  pursuing  a 
course  which  lias  a  very  good  precedent 
in  what  has  been  done  elsewhere. 

Earl  BEAUCHAAU':  I  am  very  glad 
to  find  that  the  uoble  Lord  is  so  fnnd  of 
precedent. 

•Lord  MACNAGHTEN  :  I  propeee, 
then,  that  the  Bill  shonld  be  referred  to 
Committee  of  the  Whole  Hmisc. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPKRDOWN  :  My 
Lords,  I  beg  to  move,  as  an  Amendment, 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee on  Law. 


Judicature  Bill. 

Clause  3. 

A  verbal  Amendment  made. 
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Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  the 
words  ("a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  ")  and  insert  ("  tiio  StAndin<<  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  i:v."} — 
{The  Earl  of  Camperdouyn.) 

On  Question,  whether  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  shall  stand  part  of 
the  Motion  ? 

The  House  divided  : — Contents  22  ; 
Not-Contents  46. 

Resolved  in  the  negative.  Bill  com- 
mitted to  the  Standing  Committee  fur 
Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c.,  accordingly. 

METKOPOUS    MANAGEMENT  AMEND- 

MENT  ACT  (18ti2)  AMENDMENT 

BILL.— (No.  213.) 

Order  of  tbo  Day  for  the  House  to  be 

put  into  Committee  (on  Re-commi(  ment), 

,  road  and  discharged. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 

(PROCEDURE)  BILL 

now 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 

BILL.— (No.  215.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Re^commit- 
ment)  (according  to  order). 


Clause  5. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  Tliere 
was  one  point  with  regard  to  Clause  5  to 
which  I  had  desired  to  call  the  attention 
of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  ;  but  it 
is  too  late  now,  1  think,  before  the  final 
stage  of  the  Bill  is  reached.  This  is  an 
Act  to  amend  the  Judicature  Act  of 
England,  and  I  am  unable  to  see  what 
l>ossiblo  benefit  can  be  gained  by  apply- 
ing it  to  Scotland  or  Ireland. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  It  is  to  amend 
the  Supreme  Courts  of  Judicature  Acts. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  body  of  it  con- 
fining the  Bill  to  England,  and  it  might 
be  held  to  apply  to  Ireland  but  for  those 
words. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  It  cer- 
tainly could  not  be  held  to  apply  to  Scot- 
land. 

Lord  HEBSCHELL  :  Perhajw  if  you 
say  Sootbmd  you  say  L'elaud  too. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  Tlio 
clause  I  now  propose  to  move,  if  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  no  objec- 
tion, is  with  regard  to  the  question  which 
was  raised  the  other  night  with  refer- 
ence to  another  Bill  concerning  costs 
being  gi-auted  under  the  Judicature  Act ; 
but  it  appears  to  me  this  is  not  a  fitting 
opportunity  to  settle  any  doubt  upon  that 
point,  and  I  will,  therefore,  not  move  it 
if  my  noble  and  learned  P'riend  will 
allow  a  little  time  for  considering  it. 
What  I  propose  is  that,  subject  to  the  rules 
of  the  Judicature  Act,  the  costs  of  and 
incident  to  all  proceedings  in  the  Supreme 
Court,  including  the  administmtion  of 
estates  and  trusts,  shall  be  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Court  or  Judge,  and  that 
the  Court  or  Judge  shall  have  full  power 
to  determine  by  whom  and  to  what 
extent  such  costs  sliiiU  lie  jiaid. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  If  ray  noble  and 
learned  Friend  will  allow  me,  I  should 
like  to  see  that  in  print  before  I  say  any- 
thing with  regard  to  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  By  all 
means  ;  then,  I  will  move  it  now. 

Amendment  moved,  after  Clause  4,  to 
insert  as  new  clause — 

"  Subject  to  the  Suprt:mo  Court  of  JudicAture 
Acta,  and  the  rules  of  couit  made  thereunder, 
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and  lo  the  express  provisions  of  any  Statute, 
whether  passed  before  or  after  the  commence- 
ment of  uiiB  Act,  the  costs  of  and  incident  to  all 
proceedings  in  the  Supremo  Court,  including 
the  administration  of  estates  and  trusts,  shall 
he  in  the  discretion  of  the  court  or  judge,  and 
the  court  or  judge  shall  have  full  power  to 
determine  by  whom  and  to  what  extent  such 
costs  are  to  be  paid." — {The  Lord  C/iantelhr.) 
Agreed  to. 

Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
on  Monday  next. 

POOR  LAW  (LftELANU)  RATING  BILL. 
(No.  183.) 
Houie  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (ncconling  to  Order) :  Bill  re- 
ported without  amendment ;  and  to  be 
road. 3'  to-morrow. 

SHERIFFS  (ASSIZES  EXPENSES)  BILL. 
(No.  218.) 

Amendments  reported   (according   to 
order). 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  Lords,  upon 
this  Motion  I  desire  to  say  a  word  or 
two  with  regard  to  what  took  placi* 
when  this  Bill  was  in  Committee.  I 
am  not  going  at  all  to  revert  to  the  sub- 
ject which  waa  then  discussed,  namely, 
the  qnestion  of  adding  another  person 
whoso  ooncuTTonce  shall  be  necessary 
before  the  regulations  which  shall  be 
made  by  the  County  Councils  with 
regard  to  the  reco{)tion  and  accommoda- 
tion of  the  Judges  are  sanctioned.  It 
is  merely  with  reference  to  the  opera- 
tion of  that  clause  that  I  desire 
to  say  a  few  words.  It  seems 
to  me  that  its  effect  has  not  really 
received  aofficieut  consideration.  I  do 
not  propose  to  move  the  Amendment 
now,  but  what  I  would  venture  to  throw 
out  for  your  Lordships'  consideration  is 
that  it  would  be  really  much  better  tliat 
the  rules  referring  to  these  matters 
shoulil  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Homo  Department  than 
that  they  should  be  made  by  the  County 
Councils,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  I  will  point  out  in  a 
moment  my  reasons  for  saying  so.  The 
proposal  in  the  Bill  might  obviously  in 
particular  cases  lead  to  a  deadlock  of  u 
very  disagreeable  character,  and  one 
which,  I  think,  would  not  tend  to  the 
dignity  of  the  Judges  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  or  to  the  advantage  of  the 
country.  The  Bill  proposes  that  these 
rules   for  tjjc  reception  of  the  Judges 


and  their  accommodation  should  Ix) 
mtide  by  the  County  Councils ;  but  the 
rules  would  be  absolutely  ineffectual 
unless  the  Lord  Chancellor  concurred  in 
them.  No  doubt  that  was  put  in  as  a 
safeguard  in  order  to  secure  that 
arrangements  which  would  be  suitable 
in  the  administration  of  justice  on 
circuit  should  be  made,  or,  at  all 
events,  that  no  others  should  lie  made. 
But  let  me  ask  your  Lordships  to  con- 
sider for  a  moment  what  would  happen. 
Supposing  Ct)unty  Councils  made  rules 
wluch  the  Ixjrd  Chancellor  did  not  tliink 
fit  to  concur  in  ;  he  would  refuse  to 
sanction  them,  and  the  consequence 
would  be  that  in  that  particular  county 
there  would  be  no  rules  at  all.  Matters 
then  would,  I  presume,  go  on  as  at 
present,  and  the  Judge  would  bo  left  to 
determine  upon  the  mode  of  conducting 
the  arrangements  as  between  himself 
and  the  Sheriff.  Uo  would  still  have 
the  power  which  he  has  now  of  enforc- 
ing his  views,  and  the  Sheriff  wonld  have 
to  submit  to  them.  Therefore,  the  result 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  not  concurring  in 
the  regulations  proposed  by  the  County 
Councils,  would  be  that  things  would  be 
brought  to  a  deadlock  and  the  Sheriff 
would  be  leftuudcr  his  present  liabilities. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that,  in  a  case 
where  the  Lord  Chancellor  did  not  con- 
cur, disputes  would  be  engendered  be- 
twecji  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
County  Councils,  and  that  the  kind  of 
discussion  which  would  take  place  as  to 
what  was  sufficient  accommodation  for 
the  Judges,  or  what  sort  of  lodgings 
would  do  for  them,  or  what  other  provi- 
sions should  be  made  for  their  reception, 
would  not  be  likely  to  bo  of  a  very  edify- 
ing character,  or  be  calculated  to  be  of 
much  advantage  in  the  administration  of 
justice.  It  seems  to  me  it  puts  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  a  very  undesirable 
jwsition,  because  there  would  be  a  possi- 
bility of  his  being  thus  brought  into 
collision,  or  into  something  like  conflict, 
with  any  of  the  various  County  Councils, 
because  each  one  of  them  has  to  form  its 
own  regulations,  and  to'carry  out  its  own 
conception  of  what  is  proper  accom- 
modation and  a  proper  mode  of 
receiving  the  Judges.  It  seems  to  mo, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
administration  of  justice  is  a  matter  of 
general  concern  for  the  whole  commu- 
nity,   although    the    administration    of 
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justice  niiiy  be  curried  out  by  the  Judges 
going  to  each  county,  that  the  country 
at  largo  is  interested  in  the  proper 
administration  of  justice  and  in  ensuring 
that  everywhere  proper  rules  shall  bf 
carried  out  relating  to  the  accommoda- 
tion and  reception  of  the  Judges.  Bat 
there  is  this  further  reason ;  if  the 
whole  of  these  expenses  fall  upon 
the  county  then  I  quite  nnderetjind 
the  feelings  that  the  County  Council 
ought  absolutely  to  determine  what 
the  extent  of  those  expenses  should  be. 
But  many  of  these  expenses  do  not  fall 
entirely  on  the  county.  That  jiart  of 
them  which  relates  to  the  accommodation 
of  the  Judges  falls  almost  exclusively  on 
the  Treasury,  and  in  many  counties  ex- 
clusively. I  du  not  understand  that  my 
noble  Friend  who  introduces  this  Bill 
intends  that  the  County  Councils  should 
pay  any  exjieniics  which  they  do  not  at 
present  pay.  The  pjovision  is  that  the 
regulations  should  be  made  by  the 
County  Councils,  and  that,  of  course, 
relates  to  the  accommodation  of  the 
Judges.  I  have  looked  at  the  evidence 
which  was  given  before  the  Committee, 
and  it  comes  to  this,  that  in  many 
conntios  a  very  large  portion  of  the 
money  is  found  by  the  county  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  Judges.  The 
view  is  that  thoy  should  find  that  money, 
and  the  only  question  is  as  to  the  amount 
to  be  found.  Then,  as  regards  the  other 
oxpctnses.  When  a  third  Assize  is  neces- 
sitated the  Sheriff  assisted  in  bearing  the 
expense  of  that  Assize.  The  Sherifi 
largely  contributed  to  the  expense  of 
that  third  Assize.  That,  of  course,  would 
continue.  Therefore,  as  regards  the 
third  Assize  the  money  wU]  be  found 
largely  by  the  Treasuiy,  while  the 
County  Council  is  given  expressly  juris- 
diction over  the  rules  relating  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  that  money.  Of  course,  I  am 
not  suggesting  that  in  every  cose,  or  in 
many  cases,  you  would  bo  likely  to  have 
these  questions  arising  as  to  how  the 
Judges  should  be  received,  or  what 
accommodation  is  sufficient  for  them. 
But  I  can  conceive  County  Councils  ex- 
isting in  the  future,  though  not,  perhaps, 
at  the  present  day,  where  there  might  be 
discussion  of  a  very  undesirable  kind 
regarding  the  administration  of  justice, 
arising  out  of  circumstances  which  might 
have  taken  place  owing  to  the  manner 
in  wliich  justice  had  been  administered. 


Now,  that  seems  to  me  to  bo  n  result 
which  it  is  very  desirable  to  avoid.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  have  this  further  reason, 
that  in  the  view  which  may  be  adopted 
hereafter,  wlien  this  matter  is  more 
thoroughly  dealt  with,  I  apprehend  the 
Counties  will  not  have  to  bear  any  part 
of  this  expense.  There  are  counties  nowj 
which  I  believe  bear  practically  none  of 
these  expenses.  An  arrangement  is 
made  with  the  Under  -  Sheriff,  by 
which  the  fees  that  are  raised  are 
taken  by  him,  and  he  bears  the 
necessary  expense  of  the  shrievalty, 
so  that  in  those  cases  no  burden 
would  fall  on  the  county ;  and  I 
kimw  tJiat  is  the  case  in  a  very  large^ 
cuunty  which  I  have  in  my  mind.  At 
the  same  time  you  would  ri'Iieve  the 
counties  of  matters  of  Imjicrial  interest 
where  the  burden  should  not  fall  u[»n 
them.  Of  course,  that  state  of  tilings  is 
not  brought  a1x)utby  this  Bill,  but  I  hope 
tliat  will  ultimately  be  the  case  every- 
where. It  is  very  undesirable  to  bring 
the  County  Councils  into  a  matter 
of  this  description,  and  for  them  to 
make  the  rules  now,  when,  if  you  have, 
say  next  year,  a  complete  meaaure  deal- 
ing with  this  matter,  they  wU  bo  parties 
really  not  interested  in  making  the 
rules  at  all,  because  they  will  not  have  to 
bear  the  burden  of  the  expense.  I 
would  submit  under  those  circumstance 
whether,  if  this  be  a  temporary  measure"" 
it  would  not  be  better  to  leave  the 
determination  of  these  matters  to  the 
Home  Secretary,  in  which  case  ytm 
could  not  have  any  of  these  difficulties 
and  differences  of  opinion,  probably 
resulting  in  a  deadlock,  which  you 
might  have  if  these  proposals  were 
carried  out.  I  do  not  tliink  it  is  con- 
ceivable that  any  injustice  would  in  that 
way  be  done  to  anybody,  and  1  think  that 
it  would  bo  better  for  the  matter  to  be 
carried  out  uniformly  over  the  whole 
country,  than  that  each  County  Council 
should  act  according  to  its  own  ideas  in 
reference  to  the  rules  under  which  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  shall  bo  cai'ricd 
out. 

*The  Eabl  ok  CAJHPERD0\VN  :  My 
Lords,  the  proposal  of  my  noble  Friend, 
as  shadowed  out  by  him,  i.s  rather  a  largo 
one  to  make  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  and 
until  we  see  the  Amendment  drawn  out 
in  terms,  I  should  prefer  to  reserve  such 
remarks    as    1  may    have    to  make  to 
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it.  But  there  are  one  or  two  things 
which  I  should  like  to  say  to  your 
Lordships  which  strike  me  at  this 
moment.  In  the  first  place,  tliis  question 
of  Hubstituting  the  Home  Secretary  for 
the  County  Councils  and  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor Imd  not  escaped  my  attention,  in 
the  first  instance,  and  I  Iiavc  tiiken  steps 
to  try  to  aseertiiin  whether  such  an 
arrangement  was  likely  to  be  approved 
of.  I  am  bound  to  say  I  did  not  find 
that  that  arrangement  was  likely  to  meet 
with  approval  in  certain  influential 
quarters.  But,  leaving  that  point,  there 
is  another  one  which  I  think  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  almost  entirely 
passed  over,  and  that  is  that  the  County 
Councils  will  have  to  find  the  money. 
The  noble  and  leame<l  Lord  says  the 
County  Councils  will  not  have  to  find 
the  money,  becixusc  ultimately  the  Under 
Sheriffs  will  beuime  the  oiiioials  of  the 
County  Councils,  the  fees  which  arc 
received  by  the  Under  Sheriffs  will  go 
to  the  County  Councils,  and  the  County 
Councils  will  bo  able  to  make  such 
arrangemcnta  as  to  make  the  sum  which 
is  received  in  fees  i-eooup  them  for  alt 
the  expenses  which  have  been  incurred 
in  respect  of  the  duties  of  the  High 
Sheriff.  That  may,  or  may  not,  be  the 
ease  ;  we  do  not  kiiow  how  that  wiU  be 
until  it  is  proved ;  but,  at  all  events, 
even  if  it  happens,  as  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  supposes,  that  the  County 
Councils  -will  have  the  control  of  the 
Under  Sheriffs,  the  Under  Sheriffs  will 
be  tlio  officers  of  the  County  Councils, 
and  the  money  will  therefore  pass  through 
the  hands  of  the  County  Councils.  So 
that,  to  that  extent  at  all  events,  the 
County  Councils  will  have  to  find  the 
money.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
Judges'  lodgings,  I  must  remind  your 
Lordships  that  the  Judges'  lodgings  is 
only  (jne  of  the  matters  oonoerned,  and 
that  the  other  point,  the  protection  of 
tlie  Judges,  wiia  left  mmoticed  altogether. 
But  is  it  true,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the 
TivHsury  do  find  the  money  at  present, 
and  are  they  prepared  to  find  it  in  the 
future  ?  I  know  tlmt  in  certain  cases 
the  Treasury  do  find  a  very  substantial 
jjart  of  the  money,  if  not  the  whole 
of  it;  but  there  are  a  gi"eat  many 
other  cases  in  which  they  do  not,  and  1 
think  the  Treasury  would  to  very  reluc- 
tant to  take  upon  themselves  any  addi- 
tional burden.  Of  course,  if  the  Trea- 
Th*  Earl  of  Camperdoion 


forward  and   say  that 
upon    themselves    the 


sury    will  come 
they    will   take 

whole  expense  of  lodging  the  Judges, 
and  if  they  are  also  prepared  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  whole  expense  of 
proU«ting  them  and  managing  the 
business  of  the  Assizes,  then  I  quite 
a<lmit  the  ai-gumentis  a  very  good  one,  and 
that  we  may  hand  over  the  making  of 
these  regulations  to  the  Home  Secre- 
t<iry,  or  to  any  other  ofiicial  whom  the 
House  may  choose.  But  we  have  to 
deal  with  the  state  of  things  which 
at  present  exists,  and  here  I  must 
point  out  that  the  High  Sheriffs'  ex- 
penses are  not  limited  to  finding 
accommodation  and  lodgings  for  the 
Judges,  but  that  the  High  Sheriff 
has  also  to  find  the  javelin  men,  or  else 
to  arrange  for  the  attendance  of  police 
who  are  to  protect  the  Judge.  Those 
police  are  to  be  paid  for  by  the  county  ; 
and  when  it  is  also  proposed  by  this  BiU 
to  throw  upon  the  county  any  other  ex- 
penses of  that  kind  which  may  be 
incurred,  1  think  the  county  will  be  very 
reluctant  to  say  that  they  ore  prepared 
to  pay  whatever  expenses  the  Home 
Secretary  may  choose  to  throw  ujX)n 
them.  The  reason  why  the  Bill  at 
present  proposes  to  enable  the  County 
i'liuncils  to  make  these  regulations  is 
bc'Ciiuse  it  expects  the  County  Councils  to 
pay,  and  I  do  not  know  why  we  should 
not  trust  (the  County  Councils  in  the 
matter.  I  apprehend  the  whole  prin- 
ciple of  our  local  legislation  is  to  trust 
the  County  Councils  as  far  as  we  can  in 
these  matters.  Of  course,  it  is  possible 
there  may  be  certain  cases  where  the 
regulations  made  by  County  Councils 
may  not  bo  approved.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor may  not  approve  of  the  regulations 
which  are  made  by  the  County  Councils. 
If  such  case  occurred,  what  would 
happen?  Why,  you  will  have  to  fall 
hiiek  uptin  the  present  practice,  and  if  the 
present  practice  would  be  discreditable 
then  it  is  discreditable  now,  and  it  is  llie 
more  discreditable  U'cuuse  it  is  universitl. 
That  is  the  reason  why  this  Bill  is 
introduced  My  Lords,  I  shall  not 
offer  any  further  remarks  until  I  see  the 
Amendment,  but  I  think,  at  the  same 
time,  it  is  a  very  large  Amendment  to 
make  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  noble  Earl  has 
not  quite   sufficiently  answered   the   ob- 
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joctiou  wliicli  has  beoii  pointed  ont  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Hcr- 
schell.)  He  says  you  will  revert  to  the 
old  practice  if  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  County  Councils  disapree.  1  do  not 
find  that  in  the  Bill,  and  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  that  is  a  true  construction. 
It  seems  to  me  things  would  tlien  come 
to  a  daadl(x:k,  and  I  do  not  find  any  pro- 
vision as  to  what  is  to  be  done  in  that 
event.  I  can  only  say  that  I  cannot  find 
it  in  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  oic  CAMPERDOWN  :  If  I 
may  bo  allowed  to  give  an  answer,  I 
think  what  would  happen  would  be 
this :  If  a  deadlock  arose  the  Judge 
would  settle  the  matter  with  the  High 
Sheriff  by  telling  liim  if  he  did  not 
do  so-and-so,  ho,  tlie  Judge,  would  fine 
him,  just  the  same  as  at  present. 

Tbe  lord  chancellor  :  I  very 
much  doubt  whether  that  is  the  true 
construction  of  the  Bill.  It  seems  to 
me  to  deprive  the  Judge  altogether  of  any 
such  poworas  he  now  possesses.  Of  course, 
I  do  not  acquiesce  that  he  does  (wssess  any. 
As  the  Bill  is  framed,  it  seems  to  me 
to  leave  the  particular  ciises  pointed 
out  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  un- 
provided for.  I  point  that  out  to  the 
noble  Earl,  because,  if  that  is  so,  and  that 
is  my  present  impression,  he  will  pro- 
bably think  it  right  to  meet  that  in  the 
event  of  the  Bill  going  further.  1  can 
only  say  for  myself  that  so  long  as  I 
keep  my  present  ofiBce  I  shall  bo  heartily 
grateful  to  anybody  wlio  will  tmnsfer 
this  function  to  any  other  member  of  the 
Government.  I  do  not  feel  at  all  anxious 
to  exercise  the  jurisdiction  which  this 
Bill  puta  uiKin  me,  and  I  am  not  quite 
certain  that  arrangements  might  not  be 
made  by  the  Home  Secretary  with 
the  County  Councils  which  probftbly 
would  satisfy  everybody.  I  will  take 
tliis  opportunity  of  referring  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke  the 
other  night  of  a  Judge  threatening  a 
High  Sheriff  for  not  wearing  a  particular 
coat,  and  I  said  I  had  no  knowledge  of 
such  an  occurrence  ;  but  I  must  mention 
that  1  have  received  a  letter  from  a 
gentleman  who  says  that  he  remembers 
the  circumstances  well,  and  he  goes  on  to 
give  the  name  of  the  persons  concerned 
in  the  incident.  This  only  shows  how 
such  things  can  be  exaggerated.       I  do 


not  name  the  persons  to  the  transaction, 
because  some  of  the  actors  in  it  are  alive, 
and  it  might  give  pain  to  do  so.  It  was 
a  matter  which  occnired  long  ago,  and 
so  far  from  its  having  any  relation  to  the 
dross  worn  by  the  High  Sheriff,  the  fact 
is  that  the  High  Sheriff  bid  been  guilty 
of  the  greatest  possible  impropriety  and 
defiance  of  the  Queen's  Representative, 
and  it  was  for  that  that  he  wiis  fine<l 
£500.  It  had  no  more  relation  to  Court 
dross,  or  to  the  coat  the  High  Sheriff  was 
dressed  in  at  the  time,  than  it  lias  to  do 
with  this  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLPJY  :  There  ia 
just  one  point  to  which  I  would  refer 
with  regard  to  the  compulsion  upon  the 
County  Councils  to  imy.  I  apprehend  as 
the  Bill  stands,  whether  they  make 
regulations  or  not  the  constniction 
which  has  been  put  upon  the  Bill 
is  correct,  that  they  will  have  to  pay.  It 
would  be  a  considerable  punishment  to 
them  that  they  would  still  have  to  pay 
all  the  expenses  ;  but  I  really  do  not 
think  we  need  be  so  very  distrustful  of 
these  County  Councils.  We  have  con- 
stituted them,  and  our  whole  wish  is  to 
make  them  useful  and  responsible  bodi(«. 
In  most  of  the  counties  they  consist  of 
persons  of  considerable  position  in  the 
county,  and  they  are  the  principal  hidy 
now  in  the  county  itself.  I  cannot  think, 
therefore,  that  it  is  at  all  necessary  we 
should  show  the  distrust  of  them  which 
is  apparently  shown  by  my  noble  Friend 
tehiud  me.  I  have  no  doubt  they  will 
feel,  as  we  all  feel,  that  the  dignity  of  the 
Judges  shonld  be  consulted,  and  that 
eveiything  which  is  proper  to  be  done 
for  the  purfiose  of  showing  respect  for 
whatever  is  connected  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  will  be  done.  If  it 
should  happen,  unfortunately,  that  any 
County  Councils  should  fail  in  their 
duty,  it  may  probably  be  necessary  to 
deal  with  them  in  another  way  ;  but  1 
quite  agree  with  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  b«liiiid  me,  that  if  the  regula- 
tions are  tote  imposed  upon  the  County 
Councils  by  an  authority  from  without, 
then  it  is  only  reasonable  that  the 
Treasury,  that  is  to  say  the  Secretary  of 
State,  should  act  in  the  matter,  and  I  do 
not  suppose  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  would  mnJse  any  great  objection 
to  that  arrfvngement. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 
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BIIWTALL  WE8LEYAN  0UAPELTRU8T 
SCHEME  CONFIRMATION  BILL.— 
(No.  204.) 

House  iu  Committee  (according  to 
order)  j  Bill  reported  without  ameud- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 

ALDERSHOT  ROADS  BILL.— (No.  218.) 
SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  under  SECRETARY  oc 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Karl  Bbowxu)w)  :  My 
Lords,  the  object  of  this  Bill  ia  so  to 
re-construct  and  ru-organiso  the  rojids 
and  tracks  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Pirbright  and  Bisley  Common  that  a 
sufficient  track  may  be  found  for  rifle 
practice  with  the  long  range  rifles 
without  any  undue  danger  to  the  public. 
The  Bill  has  passed  through  the  other 
House,  and  I  trost  your  Lordships  will 
give  it  a  Second  Reading.  I  propose 
that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 

Bill  read  2"  (;iccordiug  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Wholo 
House  on  Tuesday  next. 

COMMITTEE   OF    SELECTION    FOE 
STANDING  COMMirrEES. 

Report  from.  That  the  Committee 
have  added  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  General  Bills  the  Lord  Chaworth 
(E.  Meath)  for  the  consideration  of  tliu 
Pharnwcy  Act  (Ireland)  (1875)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  and  the  Lord  Watson  and 
the  Lord  Macnnghtcn  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Marriages  in  British 
Embassies,  Ac.  Bill.  Read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

BANKRUPTCY  BILL.— (No.   188.) 

Petition  in  favour  of ;  of  the  Associa- 
tion of  Chamlwrs  of  Commerce  of  the 
United  Kingdom  ;  read,  and  referred  to 
tlio  Standing  Committee  for  Law,  inc. 

PENAL  SERVITUDE. 
QUESlitiNS — ODSKKVATIONS. 

•Lord  NORTON  :  In  rising  to  ask  the 
Lord  Chancellor  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  introduce  a  Bill  next 
Session  on  the  subject  of  the  length 
of  terms  of  penal  servitude,  said : 
This  is  a  repetition  of  the  question 
which   I   put  to   the  Lord    Chancellor 


at  the  end  of  last  Session,  and  I 
need  not  repetit  tlie  reasons  for  tho 
question,  which  I  gave  at  full  length 
then.  The  answer  that  I  got  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was,  that  he  was 
aware  that  the  subject  was  under 
the  notice  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
but  that  it  luid  not  been  considered  by 
the  Government.  I  understand  now 
that  a  Bill  is  ready  drafted,  and  I  hojw 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  will  be 
able  to  tell  yonr  Lordships  that  it  lias 
been  approved.  What  I  want  to  know 
is,  now  that  the  commencement  of  the 
next  Session  is  so  very  near,  if  tho  noblo 
and  learned  Lord  can  tell  us  whether 
the  Government  have  made  up  their 
minds  to  introduce  this  Bill  eai4y  next 
Session.  I  can  only  say  it  is  a  far 
more  important  Bill  than  it  seems  from 
the  size  of  the  Bill,  the  proposition 
being  simply  to  restore  among  the  terms 
of  penal  servitude  a  minimum  term  of 
thnie  years  which  was  omitted  in  the  Act 
of  1879.  In  a  very  interesting  little 
pamphlet,  published  by  Sir  Edmund  Du 
Cane,  in  1885,  he  pointed  out  two  things : 
tiret,-that  a  very  great  mistake  was  made 
by  Parliament  in  1 891,  when  penal  ser- 
vitude was  substituted  for  the  exhausted 
and  no  longer  practicable  punishment 
of  transportation.  I  served  ui^on  the 
Committees  which  considered  this  subject 
myself,  and  I  protested  then,  as  Sir 
Edmund  Du  Cane  says,  against  the 
mistake  of  assigning  periods  of  penal 
servitude  in  proportion  to  the  pre- 
vious terras  of  transportation,  which  was 
a  punisliment,  as  your  Lordships  know, 
of  no  similitude  whatever  to  tho 
substituted  punishment  of  penal 
servitude.  It  was  also  a  mistake,  that 
not  only  were  the  maximum  terms  a 
givat  deal  too  long,  but  by  the  omis- 
sion of  the  minimum  term,  the  term 
which  comes  between  the  maximum  term 
of  imprisonment  and  the  minimum 
term  of  penal  servitude  in  the  Act  of 
1879,  there  is  a  wiint  of  sequence  in  tho 
scale  of  punishments  which  is  very 
detrimental  to  their  eflSoacy.  As  Sir 
Edmund  Du  Cane  puts  it,  the  two 
punishments  of  imprisoimient  and  penal 
servitude  are  absolutely  similar.  They 
are,  indeed,  only  two  kinds  of  the  same 
category  of  punishment,  the  latter  being 
the  longer  and  ending  in  service  on 
public  works.  But  the  two  ingrada- 
tions   would  make  a  complete  scale  of 
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punialinienta.  The  longer  terms  of 
penal  servitude  had  lost  much  of 
their  deterrent  effect  by  their  length, 
which  is  the  principal  cibject  of 
all  punishment ;  but  this  minimum 
term  which  has  been  omitted  would  bo 
found  to  be  most  usefnl,  and,  by 
its  omission,  leaves  a  gap  in  the 
centre  of  the  scale,  and  I  am  perfectly 
convinced  myself  that  the  simple  restora- 
tion of  that  minimum  term  of  three 
yeiirs,  which  is  the  whole  object  of  the 
Bill  which  I  understand  the  Home  Secre- 
tary has  ready  drafted  fi>r  introduction, 
w<juld  make  the  punishment  of  imprison- 
ment a  much  more  useful  weapon  in  the 
hands  of  the  Judges  and  Magistrates  of 
this  country.  Tiiey  ask  for  that 
restoration,  and  I  believe  we  should  not 
have  the  number  of  re-committals  to 
prison,  which  is  a  painful  subject  of 
comment  by  all  visitors  of  prisons  at  this 
moment.  It  is  at  thi.s  moment,  I  believe, 
the  only  thing  which  arrests  the  steady 
decrease  of  crime  in  this  country  which 
has  been  brought  about  by  our  improved 
system  of  education,  Reformatories,  and 
Discharged  Prisoners'  Aid  Societies.  I 
therefore  hojie  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  assure  your  Lordships 
that  they  intend  to  introduce  a  Bill  fi)r 
that  purpose  eai'ly  next  Session. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  I  am 
afraid  I  am  unable  to  give  my  noble 
Friend  anything  very  satisfactory, 
because  what  I  was  about  to  state  he 
appears  already  to  know,  that  is  to  say, 
that  [the  Bill  he  mentions  has  been 
drafted,  and  has  been  approved  of.  It 
contains  in  it  the  clauses  to  which  he 
refers,  that  is  to  say  clauses  for  the  intro- 
duction of  a  minimum  t/erm  of  penal 
servitude  of  three  years.  With  regard 
to  the  other  point  which  he  asks  about,  I 
am  unable  to  give  him  any  information 
as  to  the  time  when  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  introduce  the  Bill,  as 
its  introduction  will  depend  on  the  state 
of  public  business. 

MARRIAGES    IN    MALTA. 
QUKSTION — OBSEHVATIONB. 

•The  Aecitbishop  of  CANTERBURY, 
in  rising  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— (1)  Whether  any  regulations 
now  proposed  to  be  made,  under  an 
ordinance  to  be  submitted  to  the  Council 
of  Government  in  Malta,  to  regulate  the 
civil    effects     of    marriages    celebrated 


heretofore,  or  which  will  in  future  be 
celebrated  in  that  island,  will  in  any 
way  invalidate,  or  cast  any  doubt  upon 
the  validity  of,  any  mixed  marriages 
heretofore  celebrated  in  bond  fide  with 
the  sanction  of  the  constituted  au- 
tliorities  of  the  island;  (2)  on  what 
ground  of  law  it  is  projiosed  to  bo 
declared  that  any  marriages  so  cele- 
brated will  be  invalid  in  the  future, 
sjiid  :  My  Lords,  the  questions  of  which 
I  have  given  notice,  ajid  wiiieh  are  upon 
the  Paper,  arise  out  of  certain  statements 
which  appear  in  the  Correspondence  e^n- 
nected  with  Sir  Lintorn  Simmons's  Special 
Mission  to  the  Vatican  with  regajd  to 
religious  questions  in  the  Island  of  Malta, 
and  I  must  say  that  the  statements  a.s 
tliey  stand  have  given  rise-  to  a  great 
deal  of  disquietude.  I  need  scarcely 
assure  your  Lordships  that  I  shall  not 
introduce  any  rehgious  oia8j>eration  into 
the  discussion  of  questions  like  these, 
although  they  are  very  important  from 
a  religious  point  of  view.  I  shall 
import  no  odium  iheologiciim  into 
the  question,  but  I  will  just  read,  in  the 
first  instance,  two  paiugraphs  from  a 
letter  of  Sir  Lintom  Simmons  to  Cardinal 
RamjK)lla,  and  when  I  liave  done  so  I 
think  you  will  Jigree  with  me  that  it 
was  not  wonderful  that  they  have  occa- 
sioned disquietude.  The  fii-st  paragraph 
is  this — 

"  The  ondorsigned  (that  is,  SirL.  SimmonB), 
hu  to  inform  your  Eminence  that  Uer 
Britannic  Mujosty's  Govemmi  nt  will  cau.se  ii 
project  of  law  to  be  iotroduoud  in  the  Council 
of  Government  of  Malta  in  accordance  with 
its  doclarations." 

The  first  declaration — being  a  declaration 
of  the  Pope,  having  for  its  object  to 
regulate  the  civil  effects  of  marriages 
celebrated  heretofore,  or  which  will  in 
future  be  celebrated — is  this — 

"  That  marriages  celebrated  in  Malta  by  all 
those  who  profess  the  Catholic  religion,  whether 
both  contracting  partioa  bo  Catholics,  or  whetlier 
one  of  thorn  be  a  Catholic  »nd  the  other  a  nun- 
Catholic,  are  not,  and  shall  not  be,  valid  if  they 
are  not  celebrated  according  to  the  form  estfib- 
liahed  by  the  Council  of  Trent." 

And  a  second  declaration  of  His  Holiuoss 

was — 

"  Tliat  persona  professing  any  other  religion 
may  validly  celebrate  their  marriage  without 
the  necessity  of  going  through  the  form  estab- 
lished by  the  CouncU  of  Trent.'' 

Well,  a  va.st  amount  of,  I  do  not  hesitate 
to    say,  'alarm    and   anxiety    has    been 
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crnated  by  the  statement  that  what  are  ! 
called  mixed  marriages  between  Roman 
Catholics  and  i^ersons  of  other  religions 
arc  not  at  the  present  moment,  and  shall 
not  be  in  futore,  valid  unless  they  aro 
Celebrated  according  to  the  regulations 
of  the  Council  of  Trent.  There  have  been 
a  VL-ry  great  number  of  marriages  during 
the  Lust  90  years,  since  we  first  entered 
upon  the  occu]iation  of  the  island, 
which  have  not  been  celebrated  in  that 
manner,  and,  therefore,  the  Pope's 
declaration  goes  to  show  that  all  those 
marriages  aro  invalid,  that  all  marriiiges 
so  celebrated  will,  in  future,  he  invalid- 
That  declaration  affects  all  ranks  of  per- 
aons  in  our  own  Church,  as  well  as 
Presbyterians,  Methodists,  and  others, 
in  great  numbers,  who  have  been 
married  upon  the  faith  of  a  licence  fi'om 
the  Bishop  of  Gibraltar,  or  upon  licence 
issued  by  the  Governor  of  Jliiltiv.  All 
thoeie  marriages,  accordingto  this  declara- 
tion, are  at  the  present  moment  invalid, 
and  it  is  declared  that  no  valid  marriage 
can  bo  celebrated  in  future  except  in  the 
particular  manner  described.  Of  counse, 
also  a  gre.it  deal  of  proj)erty,  a  great 
deal  of  character,  and  a  great  deal  of 
]Kisition,  depends  upon  this  decliiratioii. 
'ITie  British  Government  intend,  as  wc 
were  informed  by  a  letter  which 
apia'ored  in  the  Press,  by  direction 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  on  the  18th 
of  this  month,  to  remove  the  doubts 
which  have  arisen  by  legislation 
in  cases  in  which  neither  party  is  a 
Roman  Catholic.  It  is  desirable  to  re- 
move those  doubts  by  legislation,  and  in 
order  to  Secure  that  legislation  it  has 
been  found  necessary  to  consult  the 
Vatican.  Well,  there  is  no  donbt  as  to 
what  the  answer  from  tlie  Vatican  is. 
Of  course,  marriages  in  which  neither  of 
the  jjarties  is  a  lioman  Catholic  will  be 
considered  from  this  time  as  valid. 
But  the  question  of  mixed  marriages 
remains.  That  is  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion, and  in  Malta  a  very  large  one,  if 
the  Pope's  declaration  is  to  be  our  law. 
Very  serious  civil  effects  will  be  created 
by  the  declaration  that  they  are  not 
valid  unless  colebratud  according  to  the 
decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  which 
require  that  where  either  party  is  a 
Roman  Catholic  the  marriage  shall  be 
celebrated  before  a  Roman  Catholic 
priest,  and  the  custom  has  grown  up  iu 
moilern  times  of  a  refusal  on  the  part  of 
T/ie  Archbisluip  of  CaiUerbury 


Roman  Catholic  priests  to  celebrate  such 
marriages  at  all  unless  there  is  a  promise 
that  the  children  shall  be  brought  up  as 
Roman  Catholics.  That  is  the  first  point. 
There  is  another  promise,  though  of 
less  importance,  that  the  marriage  shall 
not  be  celebrated  again  by  a  minister  of 
any  other  religious  bo<ly.  The  action 
to  be  taken  of  declaring  Protestant 
marriages,  aa  we  speak  of  them,  to  be 
valid  in  future,  would  .seem  to  make 
those  mixed  marriages  which  have  not 
been  celebrated  with  Roman  Catholic 
rites  more  doubtful  than  they  can  be 
regarded  as  being  at  present,  and  would 
make  them  impossible  in  future.  It 
would  certainly  leave  a  wretched  in- 
heritance. There  is  no  question  what- 
ever as  to  the  force  of  the  language.  It 
speaks  of  marriages  which  have  bi<en  cele- 
brated "  heretofore,"  and  the  sUite  of  mat- 
tei-a  which  I  have  described  will  greatly 
curtail  the  liberty  of  English  people  in 
the  future.  We  contend  that  such  mar- 
riages are  valid  already,  and  that  they 
do  not  want  validity  at  all.  We  df)  not 
admit  that  they  want  to  be  made  valid. 
The  whole  view  of  those  who  desire  to 
introdni-e  this  legislation,  that  is  to  say, 
to  adopt  the  declaration  of  the  Pope 
{those  {lersons  not  being,  of  course,  our 
own  Government,  except  as  a  matter  of 
necessity  or  jwlicy),  is  that  these  marri- 
ages are  now  legally  invalid,  and  to  be 
treated  as  invalid  in  future.  But 
that  most  serious  issue  rests  u{K>n 
a  singL'  assertion.  That  single  asser- 
tion is  this,  that  the  Canon  Law  is  in 
Malta  the  Civil  Law  in  respect  of  mar- 
riage. It  is  asserted  that  the  Civil  Iaw 
iu  Malta  is,  and  always  has  been,  aa 
regards  marriage,  the  Canon  Law  of  the 
Roman  Church.  That  is  stated  by  Sir 
Lintorn  Simmons  jxirfectly  distinctly  in 
a  Memorandum  with  which  he  himself, 
upon  the  advice  of  the  Law  Officers  in 
Malta,  furnished  the  Cfiurt  of  the 
Vatican.     He  says — 

*'  I'ho  law  of  Malta  in  ref^urd  to  the  forms 
neoeiiS)iry  to  the  validilj-  of  a  marriage  even 
HA  tu  the  contract  in  the  Canon  Law,  and  in 
that  respect  the  Canon  Law  is  iilno  tho  Civil 
Law  of  Malta  " 

Now,  my  Lords,  what  does  that  meant 
Does  it  not  present  itself  us  a  very 
singular  thing,  in  the  first  in.stance,  that 
Canon  Law  should  Ixj  the  Law  in 
Malta  as  regards  the  marriages  of  all 
persons)       I  need  not  refer  to  the  fact 
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that  the  Canon  Law   rules  na    regards 
ecclesiastical  l)onefict*8,   advowsons,  and 
matters   of    that    kind.     Of   course,    it 
does.     Bat  we   are   told  that   a   single 
fnignicnt    of   the     Canon  Law  exists  in 
Malta  for  all  persons  for  this  one  purpo.so. 
My  own  idea  is   tliat  neither  this  nor 
liny  other  part  of  tlie  Canon   Law  has 
Ill-en  the  Civi]  Law  in    Malta.     I  should 
like,    parenthetically,    to  insert  a  single 
consideration   hero,  namely,  that   it    is 
not  tlie  Canon  Law  which  is  named  in  the 
Declaration  of  the  Pope,  but  the  decrees 
of  the  Council  of  Ti-ent..     Now  "l  wish  to 
oliserve,  in  passing,  that  it  is  admitted  on 
all  hands  that  the  decrees  of  the  Council 
of  Trent  are  not  ipso  J'liclo  part  of  the 
Canon  Law  ;  they  only  become  part  of 
the     Canon     Law    if    there     is     some 
8[>ecial    law     or    Order    of    State     by 
which  they  are  inserted,  importing  the 
provisions  of  the  Council  of  Tivnt  into 
the  Canon  Law.     That  is  a  matter  on 
wliieh  I  do   not    wish   to  sjx^iik  further 
now,   and  I  pas.s   it  by  for  tlie  jiresent, 
because  the  point  now  rests    upon    the 
assertion  that  the  Canon  Law  is  the  Civil 
Law  of  Malta.     But  how    is   it   shown 
that  the  Canon  Ijaw  is  the  law  of  Malta  ? 
We    have  had    lately    a    Report   from 
the  Crown  Advocate  of   Malta  on  this 
subject  which  the  Right  Hon.  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  read  the  other  evening  in  another 
place,    and  with   your  Lordshijjs'    per- 
mission I  will  quote   it.     In    his  answer 
to  ii  question  pat  to  him  on  the  subject 
the  Right  Hon.  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  said— 

"  The  Crown  Advocate  at  Malta  hiu  reported 
thut  the  iniitterB  which  in  Malta  are  governed 
by  the  Canon  Law  are  marriages,  eccleniasticnl 
lienttiocs  and  advowgona.  The  Canon  Law  of 
th> du  matters  was  introduced  into  these  islands 
by  usage  long  before  the  British  occupation, 
Kn<l  baa  remained  in  force  to  the  present  duy." 

Now,  I  particularly  call  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  what  immediately  follows 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement. 

"  This  is  the  whole  of  the  Report." 
There  are  no  grounds  of  law  alleged  at 
all  upon  which  that  ia  laid  down.     The 
whole  of  the  statement  is  that — 

"  The  Canon  Law  on  these  matters  was  intro- 
duced into  the  island  by  usage  long  before  the 
British  occupation  and  has  so  remained." 

But,  my  Lords,  usage  is  never  quoted  in 
matters  of  this  kind,  and  things  have 
never  been  settled  upon  osage  when 
there  is  an  enactment  to  be  produced, 
and  clearly  there  is  no  enactment  to  be 


produced  in  that  sense.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  wo  have  nn  cn:ictment  to  produce 
on  our  side.  Tliere  was  an  enactment 
made  in  the  contrary  sense,  and  I  say 
the  omiD  rests  upon  the  Crown  Advocate 
and  other  Law  Officers  of  Malta  to  show 
us  when  and  how  the  enactment  was 
superseded,  which  I  shall  lay  Ix-foreyour 
Lordships,  and  that  it  is  not  sufficient 
merely  to  make  a  statement  of  that  kind. 
I  will  take,  then,  this  as  the  text,  that 
the  existing  law  as  regai-ds  marriages  is 
the  Canon  Law,  and  that  tlmt  was  the 
usjige  in  the  island  before  the  time  of  the 
British  occupation.  Now,  it  is  mere  matter 
of  history  that  the  law  under  which  the 
island  was  governed  at  the  time  of  the 
British  occupation  was  a  very  distinct 
Code,  called  the  Code  Rohan.  Rohan 
as  your  Lordshijis  know,  was  Grand 
Master  of  the  Knights  of  Malta,  and  by 
the  year  1 782  the  Code  Rohan  wiis  fully 
established.  A  provision  in  the  Code 
Rohan  orders  that — 

"  If  a  marria<j;e  shall  have  been  contracted 
between  a  foreigner  and  u  Maltese  woman,  or 
between  a  Maltesi>  'nan  and  a  foreign  woman, 
in  default  nf  written  compncta  and  agree- 
nientrt,  it  xhall  bo  considcrea  na  having  been 
contnctrtd  in  aicordaneo  with  the  practice  and 
usage  of  the  country." 

That  is  to  say,  unless  there  is  some 
written  contract  or  compact,  or  agree- 
ment to  the  eontniry,  a  marriage  con- 
tra»!ted  (it  does  not  say  how,  there  are  no 
limitations)  shall  be  considered  to  have 
been  celebrated  according  to  the  practice 
and  usage  of  the  country.  Therefore,  of 
course,  in  the  supposed  case,  it  was  not 
contracted  according  to  the  decrees  of  the 
Council  of  Trent,  since  an  article  in  the 
Code  Rohan  has  to  state  that  it  was  to 
be  C(jnsidered  as  if  it  had  been  contracted 
in  that  way.  So  that  under  the  Knights 
of  Malta  the  Code  Rohan  was  in  force 
containing  a  provision  to  the  contrary  of 
what  was  said  to  Ijo  the  provision  of  the 
Canon  Law  ;  and  it  had  been  so  for  a 
long  time  before  that,  because  there 
is  a  lxx)k  called  Appeals  from  Malta, 
published  in  181 1,  where  it  is  pointe'd  out 
that  the  Code  Rohan  (I  should  tell  your 
Lordships  that  these  appeals  are  put 
forward  by  the  nobility,  gentry,  and 
people,  of  Malta  to  th«  English  ]>eople) 
differs  very  little  from  the  Code  which 
was  in  existence  in  the  year  1721. 
Then  came  the  occupation  by  the  French 
Republic,  and  it  is  quite  certain  that  the 
French    did   not   introduce   the    Canon 
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Law.  But  we  find  in  the  history  of 
Malta  tliat  one  of  the  chief  objections 
of  the  MivlteBo  people  to  the  dominion  of 
the  French  arose  from  the  feeling  on  the 
part  of 

"  Tho  clergy,  who  not  only  saw  themselve* 
denpoiled  of  their  reaauroes,  but  withdrawn 
from  ihe  iniluenco  of  the  Court  of  Rome." 

It  is  very  clear,  therefore,  that  the 
island  hiid  a  distinct  Code,  and  that  in 
tliat  Code  there  waa  an  article  which 
tiiuchc'd  the  ciuestion  of  mixed  marriiiges, 
and  ratified  tlieni,  without  providing  that 
the  supposed  foreisjnermust  be  a  Roman 
Catholic.  Then,  in  the  next  place, 
I  suppose,  it  will  not  he  contended 
that  the  English  introduced  the  Canon 
Iaw.  In  the  year  1811  was  pub- 
liahed  this  book  of  Appeals  of  the 
Nobility,  Gentry,  and  People  of  Alalta  to 
the  consideration  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, and  there  we  read  a  complaint 
on  this  very  account  that  the  British 
Government  had  adopted  and  recognised 
this  very  Code  Rohan.  It  is  stated  there 
that  the  Code  of  Rohan  and  the  Decrees 
of  Hompesch,  who  succeeded  Roluui,  were 
in  force.  Those  were  the  only  ru  les  of 
justice  and  the  lex  Hcripfa  actually  in 
force  ;  and  this  book  is  actually  a  tirade 
against  the  British  Government  for 
goVerningthe  country  still  under  the  Code 
Rohan.  I  have  seen  the  terms  of  the 
Proclamation  of  1801  quoted  on  the 
other  side.     That  declares  that 

"  The  King's  Majesty  of  England  will  pro- 
tect your  country,  your  holy  religion,  j'our 
persona,  and  your  property." 

It  is  a  promise  to  protect  their  country, 
religion,  and  rights,  and  not  to  introduce 
the  Canon  Lsiw.  That  it  was  in  force 
is  refuted  by  the  bold  tirade  against 
GUP  Government  which  runs  through 
this  book  of  1811,  complaining  that  the 
Code  Rohan  has  beon  adopted  by  the 
English.  Throughout  the  whole  book 
there  is  not  the  slightest  mention  made 
of,  or  request  for,  the  Canon  Law.  I 
pass  over  a  numlxjr  of  other  pjissages,  as 
I  do  not  wish  to  weaiy  your  Lordships. 
But  wo  have  abnndaTit  ]iroof  theiv,  that 
the  Canon  Law  was  not  recognised  ils  the 
law.  Then  there  i.'S  a  well-known  Ixiok, 
or  materials  for  a  book,  on  the  history 
of  Malta,  published  in  1811,  which  gives 
na  the  condition  of  Maltese  law.  It 
states — 

•'In  the  present  practice  of  Malta,  whenever 
Jilliculties  arise,  not  only  precedents  are  sought 
The  Arehhishop  oj  Cattlerbun/ 


for  of  cases  formerly  decided  in  the  Island, 
but  the  Roman  Law  and  the  decisions  of  the 
Italian  Doctors  are  referred  to." 

Then  came  the  Proclamation  of  the  year 
1813,  which  is  in  its  terms  very  like  the 
Proclamation  issued  in  the  year  1801.  I 
need  not  detivin  your  Ixjrdships  with 
that.  But  let  us  see  if  any  of  the 
learned  persons  who  have  investigated 
the  question  on  the  spot  have  ever 
found,  or  even  heai-d,  that  the  Canon 
Ijaw  was  the  Civil  Law  in  Malta.  Tliere 
is  not  a  trace  of  it.  Take  the  Rejxjrt  of 
Mr.  Austin  and  Sir  Geor^'  Cornewall 
Lewis  in  1 839.  That  bears  out  all  that  wo 
have  seen  already.  This  was  an  inquiry 
into  the  law  of  Malta,  and  it  says — 

"  The  law  of  Malta  is  mainly  derived 
mediately  or  immediately  from  the  Roman 
Law  ;  its  technical  language  for  the  most  pitrl 
is  the  language  of  the  Roman  Law,  and  it  is 
the  boast  of  tho  people  that  they  have  the 
Roman  Law." 

Again,  Sir  George  Cornewall  Lewis  and 
Mr.  Austin  say — 

'•  Most  of  the  Maltese  Law  is  derived 
directly  from  the  Roman  Law  ;  and  there  have 
been  new  principles  introduced  into  the  Roman 
Law  from  the  Law  of  England," 

but  not  from  the  Canon  Law.  They 
say  that  many  of  the  principles  of 
the  law  of  England  have  been  introduced 
into  it.  There  is  not  a  mention  of  the 
Canon  Law  having  any  part  in  deter- 
mining the  destinies  or  affecting  the  pro- 
perty or  jiersons  of  the  people  of  Malta. 
Then,  again,  it  is  stated  that 

"  The  members  of  other  Churches ;  that  ia, 
other  than  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  have 
complete  protection  in  their  public  worship." 

I  apprehend  that  would  not  have  been 
tlie  case  if  a  member  of  any  Protestant 
denomination  was  obliged  as  a  solemn 
act  to  be  married  only  before  a  Roman 
Catholic  priest ;  so  that  if  he  is  not 
married  before  a  Roman  priest,  he  is 
to  lose  his  civil  rights  as  a  married 
man,  and  that  lus  children  shall  lose 
their  rights ;  or  if  he  had  been 
bound,  upon  the  celebration  of  his 
marriage  by  a  Romiin  priest,  to  make 
a  promise  as  to  the  bringing  up  of  his 
children,  and  also  that  he  would  not  go 
into  his  own  church  to  he  married  by 
licence  of  his  own  Bishop  in  accordancu 
with  the  ritt:'S  of  liis  own  Church.  Thero 
is  no  indication  of  anything  in  the  least 
like  that;  and  the  Article  of  the  Code 
Rohan  was  established  as  the  law  of  the 
island  on  this  point.    But,  besides  that, 
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we  have  had  a  perfectly  continuous 
current  of  authority  upon  the  matter 
from  time  to  time.  We  have  had  the  in- 
terpretation of  90  years.  Daring  the 
whole  of  those  90  years  licences  have 
been  granted  by  tlie  English  clergy,  and 
Civil  Authorities  in  the  isLmd,  whether 
the  Bishop  or  Governor  ;  marriages  have 
been  celebrated  by  our  clergy,  and 
the  ministers  of  other  denomina- 
118  there,  and  the  certificates 
those  marriages  have  been, 
am  assured,  received  in  Probate  and 
Divorce  proceedings,  botli  in  our  own 
country  and  in  the  Courts  of  Malta, 
as  establishing  the  validity  of  such 
marriages.  My  contention  is,  that  the 
marriages  are  valid ;  and  I  say  the 
it  thing  we  want  is  that  they  should 
now  made  valid  by  an  enactment.  My 
rds,  it  would  introduce  a  state  of 
things  in  which,  by  our  own  law,  every 
child  of  a  mixed  marriage  in  MaltJi 
would  have  to  be  brouglit  up  to  be  a 
Roman  Catholic.  There  is  no  such  state  of 
things  anywhere  else  in  our  dominions. 
We  have  other  places  quite  as  Roman 
Catholic  as  Malta — Quebec  and  the 
unritins,  for  example — and  in  Ixith  of 
ose  places  people  can  be  married  by  their 
own  rite.H,  and  mixed  marriages  can  be 
carried  out  without  any  difficulty.  Such 
is,  and  should  be,  the  case  in  Malta.  The 
lion  r.aw  is  not  the  Civil  Law  of 
!alta,  and  to  make  it  sucii  would  he  to 
introduce  the  decrees  of  the  Council  of 
Trent  for  the  first  time  na  tiie  Ijaw 
of  Marriage  in  the  island.  The 
Canon  Irivw  has  had  its  power  over 
all  Cath<ilic  countries  at  one  time  or 
another ;  but  what  I  jiarticularly  contend 
is  that  all  I  have  said  shows  that  iu 
Ita,  in  regard  to  this  particular  point, 
long  ago  came  t<i  an  end  there 
elsewhere.  It  is  not  our  mar- 
riages that  need  vindication,  but  so 
strange  an  assertion  as  that  in 
this  day  in  respect  of  civil  marriages — 
"  iC  Canon  Law  is  the  law  of  Malta.  Thi.s 
■ould  fix  the  yoke  of  the  Canon  Law  and 
the  Decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent  to- 
gether upon  marriage  for  the  first  time. 
As  I  have  said,  the  Decrees  of  the  Council 
of  Trent  did  not,  and  do  not,  become  |mrt 
of  the  Canon  Law  or  Civil  Law  in  any 
country  unless  by  special  intervention  of 
the  State.  My  Lords,  there  is  a  very 
;rong  fei^ling  on  this  matter  both 
.ong  Nonconformists  and  Church 
VOL.  CCOXLVII.    [thibd  sebibs.! 


people.  This  very  week  the  great 
Wesleyan  Conference  is  delnting  this 
matter,  .ind  I  would  urge  that  law  and 
justice  should  be  done  in.  this  matter. 
We  desire  ^»^  be  fair  and  just  to  Roman 
Catholics,  and  to  ienngui.se  the  rights 
of  Roman  Catholics,  but  justice  to 
Roman  Catholics  in  this  Crtse  does  not 
certainly  involve  or  require  the  sacrifice 
of  the  rights  or  the  violation  of  the  con- 
sciences of  our  own  people.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  to  he  just  on  all  sides,  but  it  would 
not  be  acting  justly  to  our  own  people 
that  these  arrangements  of  Sir  Lintoni 
Simmons  should  verbatim  et  literatim  Vie 
carried  out.  I  have  very  little  doubt 
that  the  Government  will  lie  able  to  give 
an  answer  tliat  will  allay  the  great  dis- 
quietude that  exists  on  this  matter — an 
uneasiness  that  is  incrensing  from  dny  to 
day  ;  and,  in  these  circumstances,  I  have 
thought  it  right  to  ask  the  Government 
whether  they  intend  to  do  anything 
which  will  cast  doubt  upon  the  mixed 
marriages  which  have  hithei-to  been  con- 
sidered valid  when  celcV)rated  bond  fide 
under  the  authorities  of  the  island,  and 
also  on  what  ground  of  law  it  is  pro- 
posed to  declare  that  marriages  so  cele- 
brated will  be  invalid  in  the  future  ? 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THR  COLONIES  (Lord  Knutsfokd)  :  My 
Lords,  in  reply  to  the  most  rev. 
Pn.'late,  I  have  to  state  that  the  ordinance 
which  lias  been  referred  to  in  his  ques- 
tion has  only  been  sent  over  in  draft  for 
the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. It  does  not  in  itself  invali- 
date any  marriages  which  have  been  here- 
tofore celebrated.  It  is  proposed  in  the 
Ordinance  to  validate  marriages  as  to 
the  validity  of  which  doubts  have  been 
entertained.  Those  doubts  have  not  been, 
and  are  not,  created  by  the  ordinance 
itself,  but  they  have  existed  for  many 
years.  In  the  year  1865  the  question 
was  raised  and  laid  before  the  Law  Officer 
of  Malta,  and  before  the  Law  Officers  of 
this  country,  and,  after  full  consideration 
of  all  those  opinions,  Mr.  Cardwell,  then 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
advised  that  the  doubts  should  be  re- 
moved, and  that  validity  should  be  given 
to  marriages  contracted  by  formalities 
which  the  parties  themselves  believed  to 
be  binding.  He  suggested  that  for  this 
purpose  a  local  ordinance  should  bo 
passed  under  the  powers  given  to  the 
2  B 
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Local  Legislature  to  piws  Acts  validating 
past  nmrriageei.  Such  piiwcrs  were  given 
by  the  Imperial  Act  28  &  29  Vict.,  cap  64. 
It  does  nut  appear,  however,  thtit  ivny- 
thing  was  done  at  that  time.  There  is 
no  question  as  to  the  validity  of  mixed 
marriages  celebrated  in  Malta  by  Roman 
Catholic  priests,  but  doubts  have  arisen 
as  to  the  validity  of  mixed  niarriagus 
which  have  not  been  celebratetl  before  a 
Roman  Catholic  priest.  The  highest 
Legal  Authorities  in  \Liltji,  including  the 
present  Chief  .Justice  and  the  present 
Crown  Advocati',  Imve  all  advised  us 
that  marriages  in  Malta  are  governed  by 
the  Canon  Law,  of  which  the  Decrees  of 
Trent  form  an  integral  part.  My  answer, 
therefore,  to  a  great  part  of  the  most 
rev.  Prelate's  argument  is  that  the  Law 
Officers  hiive  advised  that  the  Canon 
Law  is  the  law  of  Malta,  and  that  the 
Decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent  are  part  of 
that  law.  It  may  be  contended  that  the 
Decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent  have  no 
force  in  the  island  unless  it  is  proved  that 
the  Council  wiisduly  promulgated;  buttho 
Legal  Authorities  in  Malta  have  iid vised 
that  it  wasdaly  promulgated  there ;  tliat  it 
wasaL'cepted  by  theCivil  Authorities;  and 
that  it  has  ever  since  continued  to  be  the 
Civil  Law  of  the  island.  Upon  this 
assumption,  the  same  Legal  Authorities 
have  a<lviseil  that  the  celebration  of 
mixed  marria<,'e8  before  a  Rouuin  Catholic 
priest  has  always  been  deemed  indis- 
pensable in  order  to  give  validity  tosuuh 
marriages.  I  understand  now,  from  the 
argument  which  has  been  brought  for- 
ward by  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  that 
he  disput-es  the  opinion  which  is  held  by 
these  Maltese  Legal  Authorities  — 
namely,  that  marriages  in  Malta 
are  governed  by  the  Canon  Law. 
It  would,  of  ixiurse,  be  quite  out  of 
place  now  for  me  to  argue  in  defence  of 
the  ojiiuiun  which  has  been  formed  by 
the  highest  Legal  Authorities  in  Malta, 
but  I  should  like  to  refer  very  briefly  to 
one  or  two  points  brought  forward  by 
the  moat  rev.  Prelate.  In  the  lirst 
plaicc,  he  has  referred  to  Quebec  and 
Mauritius.  Those  colonies  were  in  a 
very  different  position  from  Malta,  inas- 
much as  both  were  conquered,  and  the 
Canon  Law  was  not  in  operation  there 
before  they  wei-e  conquered.  In  Quebec 
the  law  is  founded  ou  the  old  French 
Code  Civile,  known  as  the  Cou(.utiie»  <i« 
I'aris.  In  Mauritius  no  question  could 
Lord  KnuUford 


have  arisen,  as  there  is  a  civil  maiTiuge 
under  tlio  Civil  Code  known  ob  the 
Coda  A'apolt^on  and  the  Civil  elatua 
ordinance  of  180L  As  regards  the 
Code  Rohan,  which  has  also  been 
referred  t<i  by  the  most  rev.  Prolate, 
I  can  only  say  I  do  not  profess  to 
give  a  legal  opinion  on  the  clause  ho 
has  mentioned,  but  I  |)uta  very  different 
construction  upon  it.  The  word  used 
in  it  is  ■' forestieri,"  strangers,  foreigners, 
and  it  provides  for  the  case  of  a  foreigner 
marrying  a  native,  bnt  there  is  no- 
thing in  that  particular  article  to  show 
that  they  may  not  Injth  be  Roman 
Catholics.  All  it  says  is  that  if  a 
foreigner,  a  "  stranger,"  marries  a  Mal- 
tese the  marriage  should  be  conducted  ac- 
cording to  the  laws  of  that  country. 

•TiiR  Archbishop  or  CANTERBbTiy  : 
The  words  are  "  shall  lie  considered  to 
have  been  "  performed  according  to  the 
laws. 

•Lord  KNTTTSFORD  :  That  is,  for 
the  purposes  and  in  regfard  ot^  the 
partition  of  property.  The  whole  of  th^ 
chapter,  from  beginning  to  end,  refers  ' 
the  partition  of  property  arising  out  of 
a  marriage,  nor,  as  for  as  I  am  aware,  is 
there  any  provision  ivs  to  the  mode 
or  formalities  of  celebrating  mar- 
riages. Uowever,  I  do  not  wish  to 
argue  the  question.  I  can  only  Siiy  that 
the  construction  of  it,  as  I  am  advised  in 
the  matter,  is  entirely  different  from  the 
Construction  placed  upon  it  by  the  most 
rev.  Prelate.  The  Report  of  Sir  G.  C. 
Lewis  and  Mr.  Austin  refers  to  certain 
jiarta  of  the  law  of  Malta  which  have 
no  bearing  upon  marriage,  and  the  very 
words  quoted  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
show  that  the  Commissioners  were  not 
dealing  with  the  whole  question.  I  think 
I  may  say  that  there  is,  in  truth,  no 
allusion  to  the  Marriage  Law  of  Malta  in 
the  whole  of  that  Rej>)rt.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will,  of  coui-se,  Okrefully 
consider  and  will  submit  to  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  any  legal  opinions  or 
arguments  which  may  be  given  on  this 
question  inopiMsition  totheview  which  we 
have  been  advised  is  correct,  namely, 
that  the  Canon  Law  is  the  Civil  Law  of 
Malta.  We  have  certainly  proceeded 
on  the  assumption,  which  we  believe  to 
be  correct,  that  marriages  in  Malta  have 
been,  and  are,  gt)vorned  by  the  Canon 
Law.  This  is  not  the  place  to  hold  a  legal 
argument,  especially  between  the  most 
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Prelate    and     myself,     who     do 

speak    with    authority    upon    the 

views    I'f    tliis    question  :    and  I 

ftve    only  to  iidd   that    Her    Majesty's 

ovemment  fully  recognise  the  Lmport- 

pnce  of  the  subject,  and  that  no  decision 

be  arrived  at  until  all    tlie    points 

have  been  carefully  and  fully  considered. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  xMy  Lords,  I 
should  like  to  ask  one  question  upun  a 
point  wlu'ch  arises  out  of  this  discussion 
and  the  answer  which    has   just    been 

ivcn  by  the  noble  Lord.  1  understtind 
position  to  be  that  certain  high  Legal 
Autliorities  now  express  the  view  that 
the  Canon  Law  at  present  governs  the 
Jaw  of  MaltJi.      What  I  should  like  to 

now  is  this ;    Whether  this  has    been 

the    view    acted    upon    by     the    moat 

'ev.      Prelate,      that       these       mixed 

riftges,  which,  accordingto  that  view, 

ould  be  illegal,  have  taken  place  over 
a  long  aerioB  of  jrears  and  have  been 
recognised  as  valid  marriages  not  only  in 
the  Courts  of  this  country,  but  in  the 
Courts  of  Malta.  I  think  it  is  an  im- 
portant matter  *o  know  whether  that  is 
the  case,  and  /rhether  during  the  many 
years  that  these  marriages  have  been 
taking  place,  they  have  been  held 
judicially  in  Malta  to  bo  invalid,  or,  on 
the  contrary,  have  been  held  to  be  valid, 
and  the  children  of  them  to  be  legitimate 
and  entitled  to  the  ordinary  rights  of 
legitimate  children. 

•LoEt.  KNUTSFORU:  I  understand 
the  noble  and  learned  Ixird  to  refer  to 
mixed  marriages  which  have  not  been 
performed  before  a  Roman  Catholic 
jiriest  ? 

Lord  HERSCH ELL:  Yes, 
•LoKD  KNUrSFORD:  We  are  not 
.ware  of  a  single  case  which  has  been 
rought  before  the  Court  of  that  kiTid. 
Tliert^  liave  been  csMurn  in  Malta  where  the 
partie.s  have  been  mjirried  before  a 
Roman  Catholic  prientand  havilx'eusome 
time  afterwards  ni:irrird  Ix^fore  a  Protes- 
tant minister,  but  we  are  not  aware  of 
any  case  in  wiiich  that  question  has  been 
raised  before  the  Maltese  Courts.  That 
18  why  I  am  not  pre|)ared  to  argue  the 
question  now.  I  think  itis  quite  proV»able 
that  where  the  Governor  has  given  a 
licence,  and  a  certificate  has  been 
granted,  it  may  be  i-ectjgnised  in  the 
Courts  here,  but  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
decision  in  the  Courts  of  Malta. 


•Lord  KINNAIRU:  May  I  ask  whether 
it  is  proposed  that  any  power  which  the 
Governor  of  Malta  has  hitherto  exercised 
should  be  taken  away  under  the  new 
project  of  law  1 

♦The  prime  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY or  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
The  noble  Lord  is  asking  a  question  in 
regard  to  the  future.  As  my  noble 
Friend  has  stated,  the  proposals  of  the 
Maltese  Legislature  in  draft  are  now 
before  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
will  ho  subjected  to  the  most  careful 
consideration.  Therefore,  it  will  not  be 
possible  for  us  to  say  in  the  present 
state  of  affair's  what  future  legielation 
there  may  be. 

•Lord  KINNAIRD:  May  1  ask  whether 
the  matter  will  be  brought  before  this 
House  before  it  is  finally  ratified  1 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

ITrUE  RENT-CHARGE. 

QCErtTlON — observations. 

Lord  BRABOU'RNE,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether,  before  the 
re- introduction  of  any  Bill  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  tithes,  he  will  cause  to  be  liiid 
before  Parliament  statistics  as  to  the 
varying  incidence  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  in  English  counties,  the  propor- 
tion in  which  the  same  is  now  paid  by 
owners  and  by  occupiers  not  being 
owners,  and  tlie  number  of  distraints  for 
tithe  rent-charge  which  have  been 
levied  in  English  counties  during  the 
last  three  years,  said  :  My  Lords,  the 
question  I  have  put  upon  the  Paper  will 
only  retjuire  a  few  sentences  on  my  part 
to  explain  it,  but  it  can  hardly  be  denied 
that  the  matter  is  an  iinj>ortant  one. 
During  the  existence  of  the  present 
Government  several  measures  have  been 
introduced  upon  the  subject  of  tithes,  all 
of  which  have  from  the  force  of  circam- 
stances  been  withdrawn  ;  but,  as  far  as  I 
am  aware,  no  statistics  whatever  have 
been  placed  on  the  Table  of  either  House 
with  regard  totheimportantquestion  with 
whichthose  Bills  have  dealt.  I  thinkit  htis 
very  often  been  said  with  regard  to 
these  measures  by  supjjorters  of  the 
Government  that  they  really  do  not  re- 
open the  settlement  of  1875  ;  but  how 
thikt  can  be  said  when  proposals  ar-e  made 
to  alter  the  conditions  in  the  country 
with  regard  to  it  it  is  rather  difiScult  to 
2  B  2 


imagine.     When  it  is  said  tliat  that  will 
be    the  effect  that  will  be  produced  by 
legislatioa,    it    is   desinible   we    should 
know  the  facts  not   only  with  regard  to 
the   difficulty   which    tithe  owners  will 
have  in  collecting  their  tithes,  but  also 
the  present  numlx;r  of  tithe  rent-charges 
in     the     different      English      countien. 
I     have     Been     it     stated     that     four 
or       five        English        counties        fiay 
nioro  than  half  the  entire  rent-charge. 
This,  I  think,  is  a   matter  on  which  we 
should    obtain    information    before  we 
legislate  on  the  matter.     But  there  are 
other   points   which   I  think  press  even 
more  severely  upon  us  ;  that  is  to  say,  it 
ia  more  necessary  they  should  be  eluci- 
dated, because  various  Governments  have 
dealt  with  them.     It  is  believed  in  this 
country  that  what  the  Government  have 
intended  to  do,  and  will,  no  doubt,  wish  to 
do,    ia   to  make   the  owners  pay  some 
impost :   and  it  is  desirable  to  ascertain 
whether   there  are  any  owners  who  do 
not  pay  the  charge,  and  whose  occupiers 
pay    the    rate    instead.      Again,    it    is 
desirable  we  should  know  whether  there 
is  a  large  number  of  owners  who  do  pay, 
what  the   jxisition    of    the  tithe-payers 
h&s  been,  and  how  the  whole  question 
will  be  affected.     Then   there  is  another 
question,   and    that   is   the   numlier   of 
distraints  fortithe rent-charge  which  have 
been    levied    in   the    English    counties 
during  the  last  three  years.     I  think  it 
is  desirable,  before  any  legislation  is  pni- 
posed.  that  we  should  know  something 
upon  these  pninta,  and  for  this  reason. 
We  are   told  in  many  quarters  that  the 
whole   legislation  proposed  has  been  in 
consequence  of  the  opposition   made  in 
parts  of  Wales  to  the  collection  of  tithes, 
but  as  far  as  I  can  understand  this  tins 
not  been  at  all  in  connection  with  the 
collection  of  tithes,  but  in  consequence 
of    the   incidence   of    the    tithes    them- 
ael^ee.     Of  course,  if  the   Welsh  people 
ohoose  to  disobey  the  law,  as  long  as  it  is 
the  law,   it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  the  law  in  force  ;  and  why 
there   should  be   legislation  unless  yon 
show  that  there  is  some  necessity  for  it 
upon   the  basis  of  statistical  information 
rather   passes  my  comprehension.     The 
importance  of  this  qnestinn  can,  I  think, 
hardly    be    denied.       I    do    not  know 
whether  the   Government  are   aware  of 
the  gathering  feeling,  especially  in  the 
southern   counties,   with  respect   to  the 
Lord  ^raboiirne 


legislation  that  has  been  already  pro- 
posed upon  this  question,  but  that,  it  is 
gaining  strength  I  cannot  doubt.  I  have 
recently  seen  a  letter  written  by  a  very 
near  relative  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Prime  Minister,  oi  which  I  will  only  say 
it  shows  that  sons  do  not  always  take 
the  same  view  as  their  fathers  take  ;  and, 
therefore,  1  do  not  wish  to  suggest  for  a 
moment  that  the  noble  Marquess  ia  Ixiund 
by  the  opinicju  of  his  relative,  but  the 
writer  of  the  letter  presses  for  this  kind 
of  legislation,  because  he  considers  that 
we  are  upon  the  eve  of  a  struggle  for  the 
endowments  of  the  Established  Church. 
Without  passing  any  opinion  upon  this 
judgment,  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  if 
we  are  upon  the  eve  of  such  a  struggle, 
the  sooner  there  is  full  inquiry  made  as 
to  the  endowments  likely  to  be  attacked, 
and  they  are  placed  on  a  sound  footing, 
the  better  will  it  be  for  those  who  have 
to  defend  them.  Therefore,  1  merely 
put  the  matter  before  your  Lordships, 
tliat  as  we  are  threatened  with  a  re-intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  on  this  important  sub- 
ject, it  is  most  desii-able  that  statistics 
should  he  laid  before  Parliament  which 
will  enable  Parliament  to  come  to  n  just 
■  conclusion  in  regard  to  the  actual 
pnsition  of  the  question. 

•The  Maequbss  of  SALISBURY;  I 
will  follow  the  good  example  of  my 
noble  Friend  by  avoiding  all  contestable 
matter  in  reference  to  this  subject,  and 
will  simply  address  myself  to  answering 
the  question  he  has  addressed  to  me.  I 
am  afraid,  in  the  fii-st  place,  I  cannot 
make  the  re-introduction  of  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  subject  to  the  com- 
]>letion  of  the  statistics  for  which  the 
noble  Lord  asks,  because,  even  if  the 
statistics  were  t<i  l>e  easily  obtained 
between  this  and  November,  considering 
that  that  period  includes  the  habitual 
holidays  of  all  sorts  of  persons  employed 
in  public  offices,  I  do  not  think  thera 
would  be  sufficient  time  to  enable  the 
statistics  to  be  collected  with  the  care 
and  accuracy  necessary  to  give  them 
such  value  that  they  could  be  used  with 
ctinfidi-noe  find  certainty.  But,  even  witli 
that  deduction,  1  am  afraid  I  can  haidly 
give  an  unqualified  affirmative  to  the 
question  of  my  noble  Friend.  Ha 
asks  me  to  lay  before  Parliament  stn.; 
tistics  as  to  "  the  varying  incidents  of  the 
tithe    ront-rharge  in   English  counties,' 
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and  I  should  have  been  very  glad  if  my 
noble  Fricud  had  appended  a  gloss  which 
vrriuld  liave  indicated  the  precise  mean- 
ing which  tliat  phrase  would  boar  wheu 
submitted  to  the  officer  who  would  have 
to  make  up  the  Return.  What  ia  "  the 
varying  incidence  of  the  tithe  rent- 
chat^  V  The  tithe  rent-charge  was 
imposed  by  the  provision  and  ma- 
chinery of  the  Act  of  1836,  and  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  general  inci- 
dence for  any  particular  county  or  locality. 
There  is  simply  laid  down  by  agreement 
what  is  thought  to  lie  a  fair  rent-charge 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1836, 
and  that  is  returned  to  the  Tithe  Com- 
miBsiouers.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
such  general  principle  either  over  large 
or*  smiiU  areas  as  the  question  of  my 
nohle  Friend  assumes.  As  to  "  the  pro- 
jwrtion  in  which  the  same  is  now  [laid 
by  owners  and  by  occupiers  not  being 
owners,"  there  is  no  authority  that  has 
the  slightest  cognisance  of  the  fsicts. 

IjOKv  BRABOUBNE:    There  is   the 
incumbent. 

•The  Marqdess  ok  SALISBURY :  There 
is  no  public  office  which  has  cognisance 
of  the  state  of  facts.  It  would  involve 
the  question  in  each  case  whether  the 
man  who  paid  the  rent-charge  was  of  a 
particular  bit  of  land  tlie  occupier  or 
the  owner.  Very  ofteu  a  man  is  the 
occupier  of  a  certain  number  of  fields, 
and  the  owner  of  a  certain  number  of 
adjoinuijj  fields  ;  ho  might  pay  tlie  tithe 
for  the  whole  of  this  land,  and  the 
incumbent  would  have  no  jwwer  of  dis- 
tinguishing lietween  that  which  was 
owned  and  that  which  was  occupied.  A 
Return,  the  value  of  which  would 
depend  upon  its  accuracy,  and  which 
must  contain  many  very  complicated 
figures  to  bo  obtained  from  20,000 
clergymen  all  over  England — well. 
I  will  not  say  more  of  it  than  that 
it  would  not  lie  completed  by  next 
November.  I  am  not  sufficiently  ac- 
quainted with  legal  practice  to  know 
whether  it  is  (HDssible  to  obtain  a  Return 
of  "  the  number  of  distraints  for  tithe 
ront-chargo  which  have  been  levied  in 
English  counties  during  the  last  three 
years,"  or  whether  materials  for  that 
Return  exist.  Of  course,  where  there 
have  been  distraints  ordered  by  any 
Court   they    would   not   be   difficult   to 


ascertain  ;  but  those  restraints  are  not 
ordered  by  the  Court,  and,  therefore,  I 
am  at  a  loss  to  know  where  to  obtain 
the  necessary  materials ;  but  if  it  is 
possitle  there  will  not  be  any  objection 
to  the  Return  being  produced. 

Loud  BRABODRNE;  What  I  mean 
by  "  varying  incidence"  is  the  amount 
of  the  tithe  in  relation  to  tho  letting  or 
rateable  value  of  the  land  ;  in  some 
counties  the  proportion  is  very  high,  and 
in  others  it  is  very  low. 

*The  Marquess  or  SALISBURY:  That, 
I  think,  is  quite  impossible  as  regards 
entire  counties,  for  I  know  by  my  own 
experience  that  of  two  fields  lying  nex* 
each  other  the  amount  of  the  titho  in 
relation  to  the  value  of  the  land  or  the 
rent  it  bears  will  vary  as  much  as 
possible,  and  to  get  at  these  variations 
you  would  have  almost  to  take  each  pir- 
ticular  field  from  one  end  of  the  country 
to  the  other. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  suppose 
there  would  he  no  difficulty  in  giving  the 
total  amoumt  of  titho  jiuid  in  each 
county?  It  varies,  no  doubt,  in  a  most 
remarkable  manner;  but  I  think  it  might 
bo  obtjvincd. 

The  Marquess  or  SALISBURY  :  It  is 
already  before  the  House. 

ViscountCRANBROOK:  Lord  Beau- 
champ  moved  for  tho  Return  two  years 
ago. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  I  believe 
that  showed  that  the  tithe  rent  varied 
very  greatly  in  different  parts  of  Eng- 
land. I  am  not  moving  now  for  the 
Return. 

Lord  BRABOURNE:  My  noble  Friend 
will  see  that  Lord  Beancharap's  Return 
gives  it  for  each  county,  the  total  amount 
in  each  parish,  and  the  amount  of  appro- 
priation between  the  lay  impropriators, 
the  ecclesiastical  establishments,  and  the 
schools. 

Uouae  adjonraed  at  twenty  minutea  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  paat  Ten  o'clock. 
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QUESTIONS. 


CHKLSEA  PENSIONERS. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea):  I  Jx'g  to 
ask  the  Chftncellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  con.sidering  tlie  smalluess  of 
the  inofiey  allowance  received  by  the 
pensioners  of  the  R<">yal  Hospital,  Chelseti, 
ho  can  see  his  way  to  arrange  with  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Hospital  for  the 
free  distribution  amongst  the  pensioners 
of  some  portion  of  the  tobacco  seized 
aH  contraband,  and  which  is  now  de- 
stroyed 1 

Thb  chancellor  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosoHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
add  anything  to  the  answer  I  gave  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salisbury  in  March 
in  a  similar  case,  that  I  could  not.  see  my 
way  to  distribute  the  contraband  tobacco 
Bfl  suggested. 

AGRICULTURAL  INSTRUCTION. 

Sir  RICHARD  PAGET  (Someraet, 
Wells)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  his  attention  lias  been 
drawn  to  a  paragraph  in  the  laat  Reyiort 
of  the  Science  and  Art  Department, 
signed  T.  H.  Huxley,  Dean,  in  which  it 
is  recommended  that — 

"  The  Courses  of  Agricullural  Instruction  at 
the  Normal  School  should  be  made  more  widely 
known  by  adverlisnments  iu  the  agricultural 
newspapers ' ' ; 

and  whether,  in  view  of  the  exti-eme 
difficulty  of  extricating  from  the  "  Direc- 
tory with  Regulations,"  published  by  the 
Department  of  Science  and  Art,  and  the 
Annual  Report  of  the  same  Deportment, 
information  respecting  the  advantages 
and  opportunities  offered  by  the  Dejiart- 
ment  to  teachers  and  others  desirous  of 
receiving  instruction  in  agriculture,  or  of 
the  results  of  the  BTaminations  in  n^gricnl- 
ture,  or  of  expenses  incurred  in  uoanec- 
tion  therewith,  he  will  cause  a  suniraary 
to  be  prepared,  for  general  circulation 
among  the  managers  and  tea/chers  of 
Rural  Elementary  Schools,  setting  out 
shortly   all    necessary  information    with 


respect  to  the  imiK>rtant  matter  above 
referred  to? 

Thb  vice  PRESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dtke,  Kent, 
Dartford ) :  I  freely  acknowledge  the 
importance  of  the  subject-matter  of  this 
question,  and  I  promise  to  see  what  can 
b3  done  to  make  the  advantages  offered 
by  the  Science  and  Art  Department 
more  widely  known.  But  it  is,  perhaps, 
as  well  that  I  should  point  out  to  my 
hiiu.  Friend  tluit  one  of  the  courses  in 
agriculture  at  the  Normal  School  of 
Science  is  not  tuiapted  to  teachers  of 
Elementary  Schools,  and  that  as  regards 
the  other — the  short  summer  course — 
there  arc,  I  fear,  already  more  applicants 
tlian  can  lie  admitted  under  existing 
cii-cumstancos. 

THE  BIVER  CLWYD. 

Mr.  ROBERTS  (Flint,  Ac):  I  bog 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  Major 
Rowley  Conway,  who  is  a  member  of 
the  B«ird  of  Conservators  of  the  Rivers 
Clwyd  and  Elwy,  has  caused  large  stones 
t«"i  be  [ilaced  in  that  part  of  the  River 
Clwyd  known  as  the  Junction  Pool, 
which  is  admittedly  tidal  and  navigable, 
80  as  to  prevent  the  netting  of  it  by 
licensed  fishermen  :  whether  he  is  aware 
that  criminal  proceedings  have  twice  been 
taken  by  him  against  the  fishermen  for 
netting,  and  that  on  both  occasions  the 
Justices  considered  their  jurisdiction  to 
be  ousted  by  a  bond  fide  claim  of  right ; 
and  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  will,  in 
the  interests  of  the  navigation  of  the 
river  and  of  the  fishermen,  take  steps  to 
cause  the«f  sti^mes  to  he  removed  ? 

•TuE  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
\V.) :  I  am  informed  that  nt  Junction 
Pool  the  river  is  not  either  navigable  or 
tidal,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  have,  there- 
fore, no  power  to  interfere.  I  am  also 
infnnned  tliat  the  matter  in  dispute  is 
hcforo  the  Superior  Courts. 

THE  LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL, 
Mk.  LAWSON  (St.  Paueras,  W.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Pi-esident  of  the  Lonil 
Government  Board  when  he  means  to 
introduce  the  Bill  to  amend  those 
provisions  of  "The  Local  Government 
Act,  1888,"  which  rel»te  to  the  proccdnre 
of  the  London  County  Council  ? 
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•The  PRESLDKNT  ok  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Uamlotfl,  St.  George's) :  A  Bill 
has  been  prepared  dealing  with  certain 
questions  relating  to  the  financial 
arraiigemente  of  the  London  County 
Coaueil,  but  I  regret  tliat  there  is  no 
prospect  of  its  becoming  law  this  Session. 
We  intend  to  introdace  the  Bill  early 
next  Session. 

LOCAL  MARINE  BOAUD  AT  OAUniFF. 
Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  ho.hati  agreed  to  establish 
a  Local  Marine  Board  at  Cardiff ;  if  so, 
if  it  is  his  intention  to  appoint  repreaentiir 
tive  sailor*  as  members  of  the  Btoard  ? 

•SiK  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  It  is  in- 
tended to  fstiiblish  a  Local  Marine  Riard 
at  Cardiff,  and  I  contemplate  the  appoint- 
ment upon  it  of  one  or  more  members  of 
the  class  of  able  seamen. 

OCCUPATION  OP  ZEILA. 
Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if 
ho  can  inform  the  House  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
concede  to  the  French  the  right  to  occupy 
Zeila  ; 
•The  UNDERSECRETARY  of  state 
TOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
OU880N,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  No,  Sir ;  there 
is  no  such  intention. 

MERCHANT  SEAMEN'S  FUND. 
Mr.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  iBoard 
of  Trade  whether  it  is  the  ense  that  the 
Government  have  confiscated  the  pay- 
ments made  by  George  Tulloch,  a 
Shetland  seaman,  to  the  Merchant 
Seamen's  Fund  without  any  equivalent 
return  j  whether  these  payments  were 
compulsory  deductions  from  his  wages  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will 
rectify  the  mistake,  by  ordering  the 
repayment  of  the  same  to  be  made  to 
George  Tulloch  ? 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  Before  the 
year  18.il  the  Men-hant  Seamen's  F\ind 
was  managed  by  Trustees,  who  received 
and  disbursed  rtie  compulsory  contribu- 
tions of  seamen.  In  the  year  1851,  the 
Fund  being  insolvent,  au  Act  was  ]jH88ed 
to  wind  it  up,  and  relief  was  limited  to 
those    soaraen     only    who     voluntarily 


continued  to  contribute.  George  Tulloch 
ceased  to  contribute  when  the  payments 
became  voluntary.  He  is  consequently, 
by  this  omission,  disqualified  for  the 
grant  of  a  pension.  Tho  contributions 
of  George  Tulloch  were  not  received  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  no  mistake  has 
been  made  by  the  Board,  who  have  no 
authority  to  return  any  contributions 
he  may  have  made. 

EDINBURGH  TELEGRAPHISTS. 
Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  it  is  tho  fact  that  his  new 
Regulations  as  to  the  sick  pay  of  tele- 
gniphiste  were  not  officially  announced 
til  the  telegraphists  in  the  Edinburgh 
Office  until  the  l.'ith  July,  being  more 
than  a  month  after  their  announcement 
elsewhere  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  ho  is 
willing  to  state  the  reason  for  this;  and 
whether  the  recent  Regulations  as  to 
increased  pay  of  telegraphists  were 
announced  in  Edinburgh  a  day  later  than 
elsewhere  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  explain  tho 
cause? 
•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University) :  The 
new  Regulations  tm  to  sick  pay  were 
communicated  to  surveyors  on  the  19th 
of  May  last,  and  effect  was  given  to  them 
in  Edinburgh  from  the  1st  of  June,  the 
date  when  they  came  into  operation. 
They  were  not  announced  on  the  15th  of 
July,  and  there  is  no  f)caision  for  any 
official  announcement,  but  1  referred  to 
them  in  this  House  on  the  13th  of  June. 
The  other  Regulations  referred  to  were 
despatched  from  London  to  Edinburgh 
at  the  same  time  ns  to  other  towns,  but 
did  not  arrive  in  time  to  be  announced 
on  the  14  th  of  July,  and  so  were 
announced  on  tho  15th.  The  point  is  of 
no  importance,  ivnd  they  took  effect  from 
the  same  date  in  all  towns.  It  is  not 
always  possible  to  insure  that  all  Regula- 
tions, even  when  despatched  at  the  same 
time,  shall  be  announced  simultaneously 
in  every  office. 

FLASHING  HIGNAL8. 
Mr.  BALLANTINE  (Coventry):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  lAjrd  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  Admiral  Colomb's 
system  of  Hashing  signals  was  submitted 
to  the  Admiralty  for  trial  in  1861,  and 
formally  adopted  in  1867  ;  whether  the 
Admiralty  during  this  period  refused  all 
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pecuniary  aid  to  Admiral  Coloinb  for 
cnriying  out  the  experimenta  ;  whether 
the  propoKils  of  Redl,  an  Austrian,  for 
the  improvemeut  of  Navul  signals,  were 
sabmitted  to  the  Admiralty  in  1852,  and 
finally  rejected  in  1 859 ;  and  what 
money  was  paid  to  Iledl  by  the 
Admiralty  during  this  period  for  carry- 
ing out  his  experiments,  beyond  the  sum 
of  £1,500  shown  in  the  Estimates  1 

•Mk.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Glonoe9t«r. 
Cirencester) :  Before  the  noble  Lord 
answers  the  question,  may  I  ask 
whether  he  will  re-consider  his 
determination,  and  submit  to  the  House 
all  the  correspondence  which  has  passed 
between  the  Admindty  and  all  those 
who  haye  at  various  times  brought  the 
subject  of  "  flashing  signals "  before 
them,  so  that  before  coming  to  a  vote  we 
may  ascertain  who  is  really  entitled  to 
be  rewarded  for  this  invention  ? 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  I  believe  that  the 
correspondence,  so  far  as  is  necessary, 
will  be  published.  In  reply  to  the 
question  of  thi'  hon.  Member  for  Coven- 
try (Mr.  Ballantinu),  I  have  to  say  that 
Admiral  Colomb's  system  of  flashing 
signals  was  submitted  to  the  Admiralty 
in  1861,  and  adopted  for  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice in  1867.  The  Admiralty  did  not 
give  Admiral  Colomb,  during  this 
period,  any  direct  pecuniary  aid  in  per- 
fecting his  inventions,  but  he  was,  from 
time  to  time,  put  on  a  Committee,  and 
so  drew  full  pay  while  he  was  prose- 
p.nting  certain  inquiries  and  investiga- 
tions. Mr.  Redl's  cone  system  of  signals 
was  first  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Admiralty  before  1852.  The  invention 
was  purchoaed  in  1858,  but  it  was  never 
brought  into  general  use  in  the  Navy. 
No  money  wa«  [laid  to  Mr.  Redl  by  the 
Admiralty  lieyond  the  ,£1,500  referred 
to,  of  which  £1,200  was  charged  to  Navy 
funds,  and  £300  to  Army  funds. 

PORTAL  COMMITN RATION  IN  THE 
WE.ST  OF  ENGLAND. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  (Jeneral 
whether  any  arrangements  have  now 
been  mnde  for  improving  the  postal  com- 
munication from  Somerset  and  the  West 
of  England  to  towns  in  Hampshire  and 
Dorset? 

Mr.  BaUaulint 


•Mr.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  bou. 
Member,  I  have  to  state  that  consider- 
able improvements  have  bwtn  made  in 
the  postal  communication  from  Somerset 
and  the  West  of  England  to  towns  in 
Hampshii-e  and  Dorset.  At  Southampton, 
the  delivery  of  letters  by  day  mail  is 
now  effected  at  9  a.m.  instead  of  11.45 
a.m.  At  Bournemouth  the  gain  in  time 
has  been  1  hour  30  minutes,  and  in 
towns  in  Hampshire  or  Dorset  generally 
the  delivery  has  teen  materially 
accelerated. 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE. 

Mu.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poj)lar) :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  any  Papers  on  the  Slave 
Trade  will  be  laid  before  Parliament 
prior  to  the  close  of  the  Session  1 

•SiK  J.  FERGUSSON:  We  do  not  pro- 
pose to  present  any  Papers  respecting 
the  Slave  Trade,  except  the  Brussels 
Act,  during  the  present  Session.  As 
the  Bruiisels  General  Act  will  entirely 
alter  the  conditions  of  the  supjiression 
of  the  trade,  it  is  proposed  Ui  discontinue 
the  presentation  of  Papers  annually  in 
the  form  of  the  old  Slave  Trade  Papers, 
and  instead  to  lie  on  the  Table  from  time 
to  time  collections  of  Papers  which  may 
be  of  special  interest. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  I  beg  Ui  ask 
tho  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  when  the  General  Act  of  thi- 
Brussels  Conference  on  the  Slave  Trade 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

•Siu  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  tmnslatious 
are  being  made  ;  and  as  it  has  been  found 
inip<jssible  to  complete  them  as  far  as  thu 
voluminnus  Protocols  are  ojnccrncd 
before  the  close  of  the  Session,  the  Act 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  separately  at  an 
early  date? 

THEABKRDKEN  MAILS. 
Me.  I'SSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  I 
beg  to  ask  tlie  PostmasttT  General  if  he 
can  say  when  the  acceleration  of  mails 
to  Aberdeen,  rendered  [lossiblc  by  the 
new  train  arrangements,  will  begin,  and 
what  the  saving  of  time  will  be  at  both 
Aberdeen  and  London  in  regard  to 
posting  and  deliveiy? 

•Mb.  RAIKES :  I  shall  Ixi  in  a  position 
to  give  an  answer  to  the  hon.  Member's 
question  as  soon  as  the  communications 
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now  passing  between  my  Department 
and  the  Treasury  respecting  the  main 
route  to  tlie  North  are  completed. 

SAMUEL  HUNTER. 

Mr.CUNINGHAME  graham  (Lan- 
ark, N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  hivs  received  a  Petition  for 
the  release  of  Samuel  Hunter,  represented 
to  be  from  "  Mngistrates,  members  of 
Town  Council,  and  inhabitants  of  county 
borough  of  Salford " ;  and  if  he  can 
grant  the  prayer  of  said  Petition  1 

The  secretary  or  STATE  rou  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  MArrHEWs, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  received 
such  a  Petition  in  August  of  last  year, 
and  I  replied  that  it  was  not  a  case  in 
which  I  could  advise  any  interference, 

RATE  OF  EXCHANGE  IN  INDIA. 
Mb.  ^LAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  will,  at  the  close  of  the  financial 
year,  gnmt  a  Return  showing  the  amount 
of  profit  accruing  during  the  year  to  the 
Indian  Government  from  paying  its 
servants  their  family  remittances,  fur- 
lough, and  pensions  at  the  rate  of  Is.  5d., 
while  the  current  rate  of  exchange  is 
much  higher,  being  to-day  Is,  7^? 

The  undersecretary  of  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham)  : 
The  Secretary  of  States  wislies  to  be 
allowed  to  defer  his  answer  to  this 
question  until  the  close  of  the  financial 
year.  He  cannot  tell  until  tlien  whether 
any  profit  wiU  accrue  or  not. 

Sir  R.  LETHBRIDGE  (Kensington, 
N.) :  Arising  out  of  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  may  I  ask  him  if 
wo  are  to  assume  that  Indian  Civil 
Service  pensions  are  really  to  be 
reduced  from  £200  to  XI 35  by  the  loss 
in  the  exchange,  so  tliat  these  officers 
are  unable  to  provide  adequately  for  the 
feeding,  clothing,  and  education  of  their 
children,  while  a  profit  continues  to  bo 
made  by  the  Government  from  the  same 
transaction  1 

Sir  J.  GORST:  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  tliat  at  this  moment 
there  is  a  Committee  sitting  upstairs 
which  is  engaged  in  considering  the 
matter,  and  it  would  be  very  disrespect- 
ful to  that  Committee  if  I  were  to 
express  any  opinion. 


Mr,  C.  WRIGHT  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Leigh)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tai'y  of  State  for  India  if  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  a  statement  in  the 
Daily  AW»  of  the  23rd  instant,  as 
follows : — 

"  Indian  U-overament  expenditure  in  Eng- 
land is  over  200  million  rupees  per  annum.  If 
the  rupee  exchanges  for  la.  7d.,  instead  of 
Is.  fid.,  the  difference  of  2d.  per  nipee  to  the 
Indian  Exchequer  is  £1,760,000  ;  " 

and,  if  so,  is  it  true  that  a  rise  of  2d.  in 
the  rate  of  exchange  is  a  clear  gain  to 
the  Indian  Government  of  £1,750,0001 
SiB  J.  GORST  :  Yes,  Sir ;  but,  so  far, 
the  average  rate  actually  realised  has 
been  only  Is.  6Jd. 

WEST  INDIAN  MAILS. 
Mb,  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  owing  to  the 
alterations  under  the  new  contract  for 
the  carriage  of  mails  to  the  West  Indies, 
&c.,  g^at  inconvenience  is  being  caused 
to  merchants  consequent  upon  the  change 
of  arrangements,  both  here  and  abroad, 
whereby  the  connections  have  been  so 
altered  that  mails  are  frequently  short- 
shipped  and  delivered  here  so  late  as  to 
afford  inadequate  time  for  reply  by  the 
outgoing  mail ;  and  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  loss  and  inconvenience 
caused  to  merchants  and  others,  he  can 
see  his  way  to  make  a  representation  to 
the  Royal  Mail  Company  to  shorten  the 
period  now  occupied  in  the  passage  of 
their  steamers,  so  as  to  give  greater 
facilities,  pending  the  introduction  of 
the  arrangements  concluded  under  the 
new  contract  ? 

•JlK.  RAIKES :  With  the  exception  of 
a  letter  which  I  have  just  received  from 
the  hon.  Member,  no  complaints  on  the 
points  named  have  reached  me  ;  but  I 
was  naturally  aware  that,  in  fitting  the 
new  West  India  Service,  with  its  earlier 
day  of  departure,  to  the  old,  some  slight 
inconvenience  must  arise.  For  example, 
on  two  occasions  the  interval  between 
the  arrival  of  the  homeward  mails  at 
Plymouth,  and  the  departure  of  the 
outward  mails  from  Southampton,  was 
abridged,  the  interval  still  being  over 
five  days  in  one  case  and  four  days  in 
the  other.  Even  this  slight  inconveni- 
ence may  now  be  considered  as  ended, 
seeing  that  the  next  homeward  mail  is 
due  at  Plymouth  on  the  31st  of  July, 


719 


Supply  of  Arms  to 


{COMAIONS}         the  Anny  and  Xainj.        720 


and  the  next  desimtch  ffom  Southampton 
is  fixed  for  the  6th  of  August.  The 
whole  of  the  Service  will  tlien  be  per- 
formed under  the  new  arrangements. 

CASE  OF  JAMES  N.  CORNWELL. 
Mr.  CUOTNGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  PostmaBt<>r  General  if  lit; 
can  state  the  grounds  on  which  he  has 
recently  dismissed  a  second  class  sorter 
of  13  years'  standing,  named  James 
Nowcrs  Cornwell,  and  without  giving 
him  an  opportunity  of  making  himself 
acquainted  with  the  nature  of  the  actual 
charge  against  him  and  replying  thereto  ; 
whether,  although  articles  of  jewellery 
were  taken  from  his  house,  they  were 
subsequently  returned  to  him  without 
comment,  he  having  accounted  for  the 
same ;  whether  Cornwell  was  asked  to 
assist  in  the  detection,  and  did  assist 
in  the  detection,  of  dishonest  e.mployh, 
and  worked  generally-  under  the  supervi- 
sion of  the  Confidential  Inquiry  Branch 
for  many  years,  and  whether,  at  the  time 
of  such  request,  Cornwell  \vas  suspected 
of  tampering  with  or  purloining  a  parcel 
so  long  ago  as  September  1888  ;  whether 
evidence  was  taken  from  a  person  who 
was  reduced  in  rank  through  an  inquiry 
instituted  in  consequence  of  a  report 
made  by  Cornwell ;  and  whether  he  will 
permit  an  inquiry  into  the  facts,  and 
allow  Cornwell  to  be  present  to  answer 
any  charge  against  him,  and  produce 
evidence,  documentary  or  otherwise,  as 
he  is  confident  he  can  establish  his 
innocence  if  permitted  to  do  so? 
•Mk.  RAIKES  :  The  sorter  Cornwell 
raa  dismissed  upon  evidence  which 
showed  him,  in  my  opinion,  to  be  unfit 
for  emploj-ment  in  the  Public  Service. 
In  the  course  of  the  investigation  he 
was  asked  to  account  for  his  possession 
of  certain  articles  of  jewellery,  and,  at 
its  close,  these  articles  were  returned  to 
him.  Cornwell  had  occasionally  assisted 
the  Confidentiiil  Inquiry  Branch,  and  it 
was  not  until  a  comparatively  recent 
date  that  suspicion  fell  upon  him.  The 
^.person  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
■was  only  one  of  many  who  gave  evidence, 
and  his  testimony  received  corroboration 
from  independent  sources.  The  investi- 
gation was  a  very  complete  one,  and 
Cornwell  was  given  the  fullest  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  and  rebutting,  both 
verbally  and  in  writing,  all  the  facts 
which  told  against  him.  Since  his  dis- 
ifr.  Raxkei 


mi-ssal,  Cornwell  has  been  informeil  that 
any  fresh  facts  which  he  might  bring 
forward  would  receive  proper  considera- 
tion. He  has  failed  to  adduce  any  new 
matter,  and  I  must  decline,  therefore,  to 
re-open  the  inquiry. 

POST  OFFICE  WORK. 
Mr.  JAMES  ROWLAIfDS  (Finsbnry, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  any  action  has  been  taken  togive 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Departmental  Committee,  appointed  in 
February  last  to  inquire  into  the  duties 
in  the  General  Post  Office  and  London 
districts  in  respect  of  paying  for  work 
according  to  its  quality  ;  and  whether 
any  recommendations  have  been  made 
to  the  Treasury  with  reference  to 
the  Memorial  from  the  London  sorting 
force  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  I  am  now  in  com- 
munication with  the  Treasury  upon  the 
subject  of  adjusting  the  scales  of  pay  of 
the  sorters  in  London.  As  regards  the 
adjustment  of  numbers  on  the  several 
classes,  this  will  take  rather  longer,  but 
no  time  shall  be  lost  in  coming  to  a 
decision  on  the  subject. 

SUPPLY  OF  ARMS  TO  THE  ARMY  AND 
NAVY. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admirjilty  whether  liis  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  last  (fourth)  Report 
from  Committee  on  Public  Accounts,  page 
5,  on  Naval  Armaments  ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  above  Report,  and  the 
recommendation  of  Royal  Commission  on 
Naval  and  Military  Administration  that 
a  separate  Ordnance  Department  should 
be  created  for  the  supply  of  all  arms  to 
Navy  and  Army,  he  will  confer  with 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  endea- 
vour to  find  a  remedy  for  a  system 
which  is  condemned  by  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.) ;  Is  it  the  fact  that  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Naval  and  Military 
Administration  made  any  such  recom- 
mendation as  that  which  is  imputed  to 
them  in  the  question 

Admirai,  FIELD  :  May  I  supplement 
the  question  with  another,  whether  the 
Commission  did  not  comment  very 
strongly  npon  these  Services  1 
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Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  CommiB- 
siou  expressed  no  ojuuion  as  to  the 
expediency  of  providing  for  a  new 
Depna-tmt-nt.  In  reply  to  the  question 
on  tlie  Pivjier,  I  liave  to  say  t}iat  an 
Intor-Depnrtmental  Committee,  under 
the  presidency  of  the  Financial  Secre- 
tar)'  of  the  Admiralty,  and  consisting 
of  the  Financial  Secretary  of  the  War 
Office,  the  Accountants  General  of  the 
Army  and  the  Navy,  Mr.  Richard  Mills 
and  Mr.  Edwin  Waterhouse,  has  for  some 
time  been  inquiring  into  the  existing 
arrangements  connected  with  the  supply 
and  nocountiug,  itc,  of  warlike  stores  for 
the  Navy.  Their  recommendations  will, 
I  believe,  meet  the  objections  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts,  and 
give  the  Admiralty  more  retijxDnsiliility 
and  control  over  the  provision  and 
ca8to<ly  of  Ordnance  stores  required  for 
the  Naval  Service. 

LOCAL  TAXATION   (CD8TOJIS  AND 
EXCISE)  DUTIES  IJILL. 

Mb.  ROWNTREK  (Scarborough):  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Cimncellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  what  way  it  is  proposed  that 
the  non-oonnty  boroughs,  and  especially 
the  Court  of  Recoid  boi-oughs,  shall 
receive  any  sliare  m  aid  of  their  local 
taxation  under  the  Local  'I'^xation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  Bill,  as  proposed 
to  be  amended,  beyond  any  sums  allotted 
for  police  superannuation '( 

Mk.  GOSCHEN:  The  non-connty 
boroughs,  inclusive  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  boroughs,  will  njceive  a  share  of 
the  money  in  question.  The  sum 
reoeived  by  the  county  will  either  be 
devoted  to  the  pa3rment  of  charges  to 
which  the  whole  c<mnty,  including  the 
btiroughs  within  the  ctmnty,  contribute 
rateably  or  bo  credited  to  the  boroughs 
in  common  with  other  local  areas  in  pro- 
portion to  their  rateable  value. 

Mil.  STOREY  (Sunderland):  What 
will  be  done  with  the  money  in  those 
counties  where  there  is  no  rate,  as  in  the 
case  in  several  counties  at  the  presont 
time? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  money  will 
then  be  distributod  amongst  all  local 
areas  in  their  counties. 

COLONEL  MAITLAND. 
Sir    GEORGK   CAMPBELL    (Kirk- 
caldy, it<'..)  :  I  had   intended   to    imk    the 
Secretjiry   of    State   for   Wiu-    if   he    has 


obsorved  that  Colonel  Maitland,  of  the 
Grenadier  Guards,  wrote  tothe  papere  to 
any  that  ho  had  not  resigned  ;  if  Colonel 
Maitland  has  nevertheless  been  treated 
as  having  resigned,  and  is  retired  on 
half-pay  ;  and,  if  that  step  is  the  result 
of  an  inquiry  showing  that  Colonel 
Maitland  is  so  ranch  in  fault  as  to  ju.stifj- 
his  removal,  or  is  it  a  mere  temjioniry 
removal,  leaving  the  oflScer  eligible  for 
future  employment  ?  I  irvill,  however, 
postfione  the  question  anlil  to-morrow. 

ENtJLANU  AND  ITALY  IN  AFRICA. 
Siu  GEORGK  CAMPBEliL:  I  Injg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he  will  explain 
what  is  the  boundai-y  alluded  to  in  the 
Report  of  the  British  East  Africa 
Comjwny  as  having  been  settled  between 
themselves  and  the  Italiivns,  and  depicted 
in  a  map  ;  whether  a  general  Iwundary 
between  the  British  and  Italian  sphere 
of  influence  in  Africa  has  been  settled  ; 
and,  if  so,  if  he  will  place  in  the  Library 
a  map  showing  that  boundary? 

•Sir  J.  FERGDSSON:  The  British 
East  Africa  Company  are  making  an 
arrangement  with  the  Italian  Govern- 
ment which  includes  an  engagement  as 
to  their  respective  spheres  of  operations. 
It  is  understood  that  it  is  not  finally  con- 
cluded, as  ni\gotiationa  are  still  in 
progress  on  points  of  detail.  This  is  tlio 
only  boundary  armngement  affecting 
States  in  that  quarter. 

THE  fJUARDS. 
Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  :  I  had  intended  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government 
that  the  Guards  shall  henccforxvard  take 
their  turn  of  foreign  service  with  the 
rest  of  the  Army,  bnt  at  the  request  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  will  postpone 
the  question. 

THE  CENTRAL  TELEcmAPII  OFFICE. 
Mb.  CUNINGHAMK  GRAHAM  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  why 
clerks  employed  in  the  C(>ntral  Telegrnpli 
Office  performing  duty  from  7  a.m.  to 
3  p.m.,  and  who  had  volunteered  for 
overtime  from  3  to  5  p.m.,  were  not 
given  the  same,  whereas  clerks  perform- 
ing duty  frt>m  •>  p.m.  to  2  a.m.  were 
given  overtime  from  12  noon  to  .')  p.m., 
or  u  total  iif  I-t  eousecntive  hours"  duty  ; 
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and  wliotber  he  'will  state  why  the  former 
Bre  debarred  in  favour  of  the  latter  t 

•Mb.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Memlicr,  I  have  to  point  out  that  the 
telegraphists  performing  regular  duty 
from  7  a.m.  to  3  p.m.  are  not  avflilable  for 
the  overtime  which  may  be  found  necessary 
at  noon.  It  is,  therefore,  necessary  to 
bring  on  other  telegraphists  at  noon,  and 
when  once  these  officers  are  at  their 
posts  they  prefer  to  work  continuously 
rather  than  be  rt-leased  at  3.0  p.m.  in 
order  to  be  recalled  to  duty  at  S.O.  The 
two  hours  between  3  and  5  would 
1h)  of  no  use  to  them  for  their  private 
affiiirs,  and  it  is  at  their  own  wish  that 
they  are  allowed  to  do  the  whole  spell  of 
extra  duty  fi-om  noon  to  5.  I  may 
add,  however,  that  I  am  making  inquiry 
with  a  view  to  ascertain  whether  some 
other  arrangement  is  not  practicable. 

THE  PROBATE  DUTY  GRANT. 
Mr.  THOlilAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
sliire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he  will 
direct  a  statement  to  be  prepared  and 
])ublished,  similar  to  the  statement  on 
the  distribution  of  the  Probate  Duty 
Grant  (Parliamentary  Paper,  C.  5475, 
Session  1888),  showing  approximately 
what  share  of  the  residue  of  Local  Taxa- 
tion (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties  will 
accrue  to  the  county  funds  and  county 
borough  funds  of  the  various  counties  of 
England,  and  of  Wales  and  Monmouth  ? 
•Mn.  RITCHIE:  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  satiatied  to  take  a 
statement  showing  the  amount  to  be 
received  by  each  county,  inclusive  of  the 
county  boroughs,  I  sliiUl  be  happy  to 
preimre  and  distribute  it.  It  is  not 
possible,  until  the  final  adjustments  have 
been  made  between  counties  and  county 
boroughs,  to  say  what  will  be  the  distri- 
bution as  between  them. 

LOCAL  OONTRIBDTIONS,  IRELAND. 
Mb.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.) :  I  bog  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
why  Ireland  did  not  get  in  1889  the 
benefit  of  the  contribution  of  j£40,000, 
the  amomit  she  now  receives  in  lieu  of 
local  taxation  licences ;  whether  this 
ajntribution  is  on  a  par  with  the  Pro- 
l)ate  Duty  Grant,  and  therefore  should 
have  been  paid  simultaneously  with  it  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  make 
provision  for  jjayiug  Ireland  this  sum  of 
Mr,  Cwiinghaine  Graham 


£40,000,  which  was  withheld  from  hef 
in  1889,  while  England  and  Scrjtland 
received  the  benefit  of  grants  under  this 
head  from  the  date  of  the  passing  of  the 
Comity  Councils  Act?  • 
•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  Sir  ;  this  contri- 
bution is  not  on  a  par  with  the  Probate 
Duty  Grant,  and  therefore  need  not  have 
been  (laid  simultaneously  with  it.  As 
regards  the  latter  part  of  the  question,  I 
should  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
this  is  the  first  year  in  which  the  tnvns- 
fer  of  the  local  licences  became  generally 
0{>eratire  in  Great  Britain. 

THE  NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES. 
Mb.  heath  (Lincoln,  Louth)  :  I  lx)g 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Boai-d  of 
Trade  when  will  the  North  Sea  Fisheries 
District  Order,  which  has  been  laid  upon 
the  Table  since  10th  July,  be  circulated 
for  the  information  of  the  House  ? 
•Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  The  matter 
really  rests  with  the  printers,  but  I  see 
that  the  paper  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers  has  been  circuUited  to-day. 

THE  SCOTCH   VOTES  IN  SUPPLY. 

Mu.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  will  take  the  Scotch 
Votes  in  Class  III.  at  an  early  date  next 
week,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they  were 
taken  at  the  very  end  of  the  last 
Sesiiion  when  many  Scotch  Members  had 
been  obliged  to  leave  town  ? 

Mb.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  Ac):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentlem:in  if 
he  is  yet  able  to  fix  a  date  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Scottish  Estimates ; 
and  if,  considering  the  changes  intro- 
duced by  the  Educational  CUuses  of 
the  Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill, 
and  the  very  great  interest  felt  (not 
alone  in  Scotland  but  throughout  tlio 
entire  United  Kingdom)  in  the  exjKjri- 
ment  whereby  school  fees  in  the  compul- 
sory standards  have  been  almost  entirely 
abolished,  he  will  undertake  to  put  down 
Vote  9  in  Class  IV.  at  such  an  hour  that 
reasonable  time  may  be  allowed  for 
adequate  consideration  of  the  many  im- 
poi-tant  questions  which  arise  on  this, 
the  Educational  Vote  for  Scotland  1 

•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westaiinster)  :  So  soon  as  the  House  has 
dealt  with,  and  [)ractically  disposed  of, 
the  A«glu-German  Agreement,  the  Local 
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"Bvxatinn,  nnd  the  Police  Bills,  it  is  tliL- 
intention  of  the  Government  to  take  up 
Supply  ;  and  when  the  Post  OiBce  Esti- 

(lates  are  voted  we  propose  to  take?  the 
otoh  Education  Vote  and  other  Scotch 

Sstimates. 

RECEIVER  GENERAL  OF  INLANn 

REVENUE. 
Mr.  LAWSON  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in  view 
of  the  evidence  faiken  before  t]n-  Royal 
jComuiission  on  Civil   Establiahnienta,  it 
proposed    to    continue    the   office   of 
ceiver  General  of  Inland  Revenue  ? 
_  •Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  subject  is 
'one  that  is  now  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Government,  with  a  view  to  seeing 
Ijow  the  duties    performed  by    the  late 
~  <;eiver    General    may    best    be     dis- 
bhai^ed  with  efficiency  and  economy. 

lONDON   COUNfY    OODNCIL  (MONEY) 
BILL. 

Mr.  HARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
why  it  was  tliat  the  London  County 
Council  (Money)  BiU,  involving  the 
expenditure  of  some  millions,  tlie  Second 
Reading  of  which  was  pressed  at  12 
o'clock  midnight  of  the  22ud  July,  was 

ued  in  a  revised  form  only  on  the 
inorning  of  the  23rd  .July  ;  and  whether, 
in  future.  Members  may  have  such  com- 
plicated Money  Bills  not  le.ss  than  a  day 
before  the  Second  Reading  is  moved  1 

Mr.  LAWSON :  May  I  ask  whether 
any  new  powers  are  given  in  the  Bill, 
and  whether  the  meiisure  was  not  care- 
fully considered  by  the  Treasury  upon 
"  e  representations  of  the  London  County 
Council ! 

•TheSECRETARY  to  theTREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  That  is  nithera 
subject  for  discussion,  and  if  the  lion. 
Member  desires  an  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion he  hud  better  give  notice.  The 
London  County  Council  (Money  Bill)  was 
issued  on  the  morning  of  Monday,  July 
21  St.  Some  clerical  errors  were  dis- 
covered in  it,  and  it  was  fnund  that  a 
imall  Amendment  would  be  necessary, 
1  thought  it  would  save    time    to 

print  the    Bil'.       Largo    numbers    of 

is  rejirint  were  at  the  Vote  Office  on 
the  aftt!n>oon  of  Tuesday,  July  "J'ind, 
some  honrs  before  the  Motion  fnr  tlie 
Second  Reading  came  on. 


•Mb.  HARTLEY :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  revi.sed  copy  circulated  after  the 
House  had  been  pressed  to  read  the  Bill 
a  second  time  differed  in  certain  par- 
ticulars from  the  original  Bill.  Was  that 
nwing  to  the  mistake  of  the  London 
County  Council? 

•Mk.  JACKSON  :  I  cannot  say  that  it 
was. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  Is  t)ie  Bill 
to  be  taken  to-night  r' 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  N.i,  Sir. 

•Mb.  BARTLEY:  Will  there  be  any 
further  alteration  in  the  Bill  ? 

•Mb.  JACKSON:  The  hon.  Member 
will  see  that  when  he  geta  the  Bill. 

MALTA. 
Mr.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  :  I  beg 
t/O  a.sk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Government  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  framing  and  sub- 
mitting to  the  Council  of  Government 
in  Malta  a  project  of  Ijaw  recognising 
civil  marriage  as  valid,  and  allowing 
the  parties  to  a  civil  marriage  to  add 
thereto  such  ecclesiastical  forms  as  they 
may  prefer  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  .jMITH  :  This  important 
question  is  receiving  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Mb.  SUMMERS;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  nf  the  Treasury,  in  virtue  of 
what  authority  is  the  Government  of 
Malta  empowered  to  g^nt  lioences 
to  Protestant  ministers  to  celebrate 
marriages  in  that  island  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  We  are  notawaro 
of  any  written  authority  for  the  grant 
by  the  Government  of  Malta  of  licences 
to  Protestant  ministers  to  celebrate 
marriages  in  that  isliuid.  The  practice 
apficars  to  rest  on  custom. 

THE  E.STIMATES  NEXT  SESSION. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
clifEo)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  enable  the 
House  to  perform  one  of  its  primary 
duties,  namely,  that  of  eontroling  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  money,  by  arnmging 
that  next  Session  the  Estimates  shall  be 
laid  before  it  as  soon  as  ia  possible  after 
the  Address  is  voted,  and  on  regular 
days? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber attributes  to  me  greater  power  than 
1  jxwsess.  I  am  in  general  agreement 
with  him  in  the  desire  he  exprt'Saes  (hat 
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BstiniatoB  should  be  considored  liiid  voted  ' 
OS  soon  lis  possible,  but  it  rests  with  hnn. 
Members  to  afford  tlie  opportunity  by 
imposing  upon  themselves  reasonable 
liiuitntiuu  of  diHCus-sion  on  tiie  legislii- 
tive  proposals  which  it  may  be  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  lay  before  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcnetle-npon- 
Tyne):  May  I  ivsk  whether  the  right  hon. 
GentlemAn  wishes  to  depart  from  his 
former  statement  that  it.  is  desirable  to 
take  Supply  early  in  tiio  Session  1 

•Mh.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir,  certainly 
not ;  but  I  must  imk  for  the  assistance 
of  the  liouse  generally. 

IUELAN0— Mil.     CHRrSTOPQER      KRYS. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  RKDMOND  (Ferma- 
nagli,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seore- 
taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  will  state  why  Mr.  Christopher 
Keys,  who  was  achoolmaster  of  l"]den- 
avigh  National  School  for  28  yeiirs,  was 
dismissed  from  his  position  lately  ;  has 
he  tx'un  granted  a  pension  or  gnituity 
after  his  long  service ;  if  not,  can  he 
explain  wliy  ;  who  is  the  manager  of  the 
scliool  ;  and  whether  any  answers  Ijjive 
beeu  returned  to  the  Memorials  sent  to 
the  Board  of  National  School  Commis- 
sioners 1 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfock,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  rejiort  that  the  teacher  men- 
tioned was  dismissed  on  a  charge  of 
deliberate  and  persistent  falsification  of 
his  school  accounts.  He  was  not  granted 
a  pension  or  gratuity,  lx)th  Ijecause  of 
tlie  gravity  of  his  offence  and  also  because 
tlieToachers'Snpi'rannuationDeiJjirtment, 
to  which,  in  consequence  of  a  Memorial, 
his  case  was  referred,  declared  liim 
ineligible.  The  Manager  of  the  School  is 
the  Rev.  P.  Wilson.  Two  Memorials 
were  received  by  the  Coramissioiiei's  in 
the  matter.     They  were  both  Tojilied  to. 

POSTMEN-'S  H0I.II»AY8. 
Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  nsk  the  Postmnater  General 
whether  a  Circular  has  Ix'on  is-sued  within 
the  ]Kist  month  to  postmasters  in  Ireland 
notifying  them  that  the  Circular  of  the 
Ifh  June,  1889,  relative  to  the  earlier 
return  of  rnnil  iwstmen  on  bank  holidays, 
does  not  apply  to  Ireland,  on  the  ground 
that  bank  holidays  are  not  generally 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


observed  in  Ireland ;  and,  if  so,  whethe 
it  is  intended  that  some  allowance,  either 
in  the  shape  of  extra  pay  for  bank  holi- 
days, or  relief  from  duty  on  some  other 
days,  will  be  allowed  to  rural  postmen 
in  Ireland,  to  place  them  on  an  equality 
with  rural  postmen  in  England? 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  find  that 
such  a  Circular  was  issued  in  the  North 
of  IrelaTid,  owing  to  the  regulation  in 
force  in  England  having  been  acted  upon 
in  error  at  an  Irish  office,  and  having 
given  rise  to  public  complaint.  The 
rL'gulations  on  the  subject  follow  the 
public  observance  of  bank  holidays. 
Neither  in  Ireland  nor  in  Scotland  are 
bank  holidays  kept  by  the  community, 
and  I  am,  therefore,  not  prc[jared  to 
withhold  postiil  accommodation  from  the 
public  on  those  days.  As  regards  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  do  not 
at  firesent  see  my  way  to  giving  extra 
piiy  ti)  postmen  in  Ireland  in  lieu  of 
relief  on  a  bank  holiday,  as  that  course 
would  put  them  in  a  Ijettt-r  position  than 
pistmen  in  England  and  Wales,  and  so 
crejite  that  inequality  which  the  hou. 
Member  is  anxious  to  obviate. 

LAND  COMMISSION— TEMPLECROME. 

Mr.  DALTON  (Donegal,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
if  he  can  state  how  many  tenants  on  the 
estate  of  Messrs.  Twigg  and  Peebles, 
fiarish  of  Templecrome,  barony  of  Boy- 
high,  County  Donegal,  served  originating 
notices  on  or  before  Ist  November,  1887. 
and  how  many  of  the  ooaes  ore  yet  un- 
heard ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Land  Commissioners  re- 
])ort  that  on  the  estate  referred  to  l.")2 
originating  notices  were  received  in  their 
office  between  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Law  Act  in  1881  and  the  Ist  November, 
1887,  and  of  this  number  42  applicjktions, 
which  were  received  on  3 Ist  Octolxfr, 
1887,  have  not  yet  been  hoard.  It  is  not 
possible,  the  Commissioners  state,  to  give 
the  exact  date  upon  which  a  Sub-Com- 
mission will  sit  to  hear  these  cases  ;  but 
they  are  using  every  dispatch  to  dispfise 
of  outstanding  cases  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS  AT 
CLONTA  ItK. 
Mr.     CLANCY     (Dublin     Co.,     N.): 
I  beg   to  ask   the    Postmaster   General 
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wliether  liis  attention  luis  boeu  drawn  to 
tliu  necessity  for  improved  posto.l  ar- 
riiiigements  in  the  townsliip  of  Clontarf, 
Dnblin,  where,  although  the  jxipulntioii 
liiifl  viTy  largely  increased  withiTi  the 
list  decade,  few  or  no  improvements  have 
huen  effected  in  that  time  in  the  postal 
arrangeraentsof  the  district;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  only  post  office  in  Clon- 
tarf is  situated  at  one  extremity  of  the 
township,  the  result  of  which  is  that  the 
delivery  of  lettx^rs  posted  in  Dublin  is 
grt?atly  delayed,  that  parcels  intended  for 
the  |)08t  have  in  some  cases  to  be  carried 
nearly  two  miles,  and  that  an  extra 
charge  for  delivery  of  telegrams  is  made 
in  several  parts  of  the  township ;  and 
whether,  if  all  this  is  so,  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  immediately  estab- 
lishing a  p<iat,  telegraph,  and  savings 
b4nk  office  in  some  central  part  of 
Clontarf,  in  ivddition  to  the  office  already 
in  existence  there  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  An  additional  post 
office  at  which  money  order  and  savings 
bank  business  will  be  carried  on  at 
Whitehall  Terrace,  Clontarf,  hius  re- 
cently been  sanctioned,  and  it  will  be 
opened  as  8o<jn  as  possible.  When  the 
question  was  last  considered,  the 
amount  of  the  business  at  Clontarf  was 
not  sufficient  to  warrant  the  expense  of 
a  second  telegraph  office  theiv,  but  I  am 
ismsing  renewed  inquiry  to  be  made  on 
tliis  point,  and  I  will  let  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber know  the  result.  There  are  at 
[•resent  two  daily  deliveries  at  Clontarf, 
one  of  these  deliveries,  namely,  thiit 
Iieginning  at  12.4.')  p.m.,  is  Limited  in 
area,  and  an  application  for  its  extension 
to  other  jMirts  of  the  district  is  now 
under  consideration. 

BALLY8HANN0N  WORKHOUSE. 
Me  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  T  beg 
to  ask  the  Chiff  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Irebmd  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
[naj)ector  reported  the  master  of  Bully- 
shannon  Workhouse  for  negligenca  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duties,  including 
also  in  his  censure  Mrs.  Sarah  Kelly,  the 
matron  of  that  institution,  as  being  in  a 
general  way  jointly  resjionsible  with  the 
master  for  the  state  of  irregularity 
pn-valent  in  the  workhouse ;  whether. 
on  the  Local  Government  Board  calling 
for  the  resignation  of  Vioth  tho  master  and 


matron,  the  Guardians  requested  the 
master  to  resign,  but  made  the  strongest 
representations  in  favour  of  the  niati-on  ; 
whether,  on  the  Local  Gtivernment 
Board  insisting  on  the  resignation  of  the 
matron,  that  resignation  was  tendered, 
but,  on  no  candidate  presenting  herself 
for  the  vacant  office,  Mrs.  Kelly  was  re- 
elected by  the  Guardians,  whereupon  the 
Local  Government  Board  refused  to 
sanction  her  appointment ;  and  whether, 
having  reganl  to  the  fact  that  Mrs.  Kelly 
has  for  niwtj  years  discharged  the  duties  of 
matron  to  the  Bally  shannon  Workhouse 
with  efficiency,  having  testinionials  from 
the  Protestant  and  Catholic  Chaplainsandi 
medical  officers  of  the  institution,  and 
that  the  Board  of  Guardians,  at  their 
meeting  on  the  19th  July,  have  i)a8sed 
a  reisiilution  8U[iporting  her  application 
for  a  sworn  inquiry  into  her  conduct, 
he  will  satisfy  the  [jopular  demand  by 
directing  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  institute  such  inquiry  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  facts  are 
substantially  as  stated  in  the  first  three 
paragraphs.  It  is  not,  however,  a  fact 
that  Mre.  Kelly  hiw  for  nine  years  dis- 
charged her  duties  as  matron  efficiently. 
On  the  contrary,  in  July  1889,  she  was 
severely  reprimanded  by  the  Guardians, 
and  warned  that  another  unfavourable 
report  would  lend  to  her  dismissal.  Not- 
witlistjinding  this  warning,  the  next 
official  inspection  in  March  last  revealed 
an  e()ually  discreditable  state  of  affairs, 
together  with  additional  irregularities. 
The  Local  Government  Board  cannot 
consent  to  the  re-appointment  of  Mrs. 
Kelly  as  matron,  and  as  there  is  no  doubt 
that  fho  irregularities  existed,  and  that 
the  matron  as  well  as  the  master  was 
responsible  for  them,  the  Board  can- 
not undertake  to  grant  a  sworn  inquiry. 

IRISH  PRIMARY  TKAINING  COLLEGES. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  measures 
have  been  adojited  to  place  the  Irish 
Primary  Training  Colleges  on  n  ftxiting 
of  equal  treatment  by  the  State  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  ques- 
tion involved  is  chiefly  one  of  expense. 
I  am  in  communication  with  the  Trea- 
sury on  the  subject,  and  hope  to  make 
arrangumentB  that  will  tie  satisfactory  to 
all  parties  concerned. 
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MAGISTERIAL  POWERS  IN    IRELAND. 

Mh.  KNOX:  I  beg  to  ask  tho  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  whetlier  lie 
is  aware  that,  at  the  Belfast  Putty  Ses- 
sions, on  Monday  the  16th  instant,  be- 
fore Mr.  Eaton,  R.M.,  a  man  named 
Wallace  was  cliarged  with  committing  an 
assault  occasioning  actual  bxiily  harm, 
tliat  it  was  proved  thataserious  wound  liad 
been  inflicted  with  a  reaping  hook,  and 
that  Mr.  Eaton,  saying  the  case  was 
proved,  ordered  Wallace  to  i>ay  +08.  and 
costs ;  under  what  Statute  Mr.  Eaton 
wiis  empowered  to  deal  summarily  with 
an  offender  who  had  committed  an  as- 
sault oeeivsioning  actual  txxlily  harm ; 
and  whether  Mr.  Eaton  is  the  gentleman 
who  formerly  acted  as  Resident  Magis- 
trate at  Mitchelstown  1 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  charge  in  the 
ease  in  question  was  one  of  "  assault  and 
wounding."  The  investigation  in  Court 
proved  that  the  occurrence  ai-oso  in  a 
drunken  quarrel  in  which  the  defendant 
had  received  a  great  deal  of  provocation 
from  the  complainant  and  others  in  his 
comjjany,  and  waa  defending  him.self 
from  attack  when  he  struck  the  blow. 
The  cut,  though  severe,  was  not  a  serious 
one.  TIjo  presiding  Magistrate  was  uf 
opinion  that  the  case  was  not  one 
requiring  to  be  sent  forward  for  trial  at 
Assizes.  With  the  consent  of  the 
solicitor  prosecuting,  the  charge  was 
entered  in  the  Order  Book  as  for  a 
common  assault.  The  man  was  fined 
40s.  and  20s.  costa,  or,  in  default,  one 
month's  imprisonment  with  hard  labour, 
one-third  (if  the  fine  and  20s.  costs  being 
Awarded  to  the  compLunaiit.  The  man, 
being  unable  to  [jay  the  penalty,  is  now 
undergoing  the  term  of  imprisonment. 
The  conviction  was  made  under  24  and 
25  Vic,  c.  100,  8.  42,  and  25  and  2G 
Vic,  c.  50,  8.  2.  Tho  rej>ly  to  the  last 
paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 

MR.  COMMIS.SIONEK  WRENCH. 
Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  a-sk  the  Cliii-f  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutj/nant  of  Ireland  whether,  at  the 
recent  sitting  of  tho  Land  Commission 
in  Cork  on'  the  3rd  inst.,  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Wrench  is  correctly  reported  to 
have  said,  while  hearing  a  fair  rent 
api>eal  in  the  case  of  M'Grath,  tenant, 
and  Bnllen.  landlord,  addressing  the 
tenant — 


"  Yon  lire  a  very  wise  miin  to  got  your  gnan 
seeds  from  England.  If  more  tenants  did 
that  they  would  have  better  graas.  It  will  pay 
you  well  to  get  your  seeds  from  England," 

and  whether  intimation  will  be  conveyed 
to  Mr.  Wrench  that  language  such  as 
that  quoted  is  likely  to  do  great  mischief 
to  the  Irish  seed  trade  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  the  tenant  in 
the  case  referred  to  stated  in  the  course 
of  his  examination  at  tho  recent  sitting 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  at  Cork  that  he 
was  in  the  habit  of  getting  his  grass 
seeds  from  Messrs.  Sutton,  of  Reading. 
Mr.  Wrench  then  observed  that  the 
tenant  was  "  a  wise  man,  and  that  it 
would  pay  him  well  to  do  so,  and  that  if 
other  tenants  followed  his  example  they 
would  have  better  pastures."  Mr. 
Wi-encli  being  aware  from  practical 
experience  that  tho  grass  seeds  obtained 
from  firms  who  have  mude  the  laying 
down  of  grass  lands  a  special  feature  of 
their  trade  have  given  jmrticularly  good 
results,  he  considered  it  his  duty  to  call 
public  attention  to  the  fact,  as  he  knows 
many  Irish  farmers  suffer  by  obtaining 
inferior  luid  unsuitable  grass  seeds  from 
unreliable  sources,  insteivd  of  going  to 
the  best  houses,  of  which  there  are 
plenty  in  Ireland,  where  they  would  be 
sa  pphed  with  seed  to  suit  the  quality  of 
their  soil.  It  is  needless  to  say  that 
Mr.  Wrench  did  not  mean  to  convey  any 
slight  on  the  respectable  Irish  seed 
merchants. 

FAI,SE  ARREST. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
iisk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  pay  the  expense 
of  defending  the  constables  against 
whom  Mr.  Fahy  and  Morrissey  obtained 
decrees  for  £5  and  £2  at  last  Quarter 
Sessions  held  at  Gort  for  false  arrest ; 
also  the  coat  of  appeal  which  was  heard 
before  Judge  O'Brien  at  Galway  Assizes, 
he  confirming  the  County  Court  Judge's 
decree,  with  costs  ;  and  whether  he  ^vill 
state  what  course  ho  will  adopt  in  refer- 
ence to  the  conduct  of  tho  constables  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  sorry 
that  I  am  obliged  to  ask  for  further 
delay  in  regard  to  this  question.  I  am 
aiit  yet  in  a  [Kjsition  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  ROCHE:  I  will  repeat  if  on 
Monday. 
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BOYCOTTING  IN  TIPPKRARS". 
Me.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tippcmry, 
^.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  who  are 
the  shopkeepers  in  Tipperary  who  have 
been  intimidated  by  Burke, "  the  boot 
repairer,  whom  the  Authorities  say  has, 
while  ostensibly  carrying  out  his  trade 
in  the  street,  taken  up  a  jjosition  near 
their  shops,  and  promoted  their  boy- 
cotting by  warning  persons  not  to  enter  ; 
and,  if  Burke  has  broken   the  law,  why 

he  not  been  prosecuted  ? 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  cannot 
undertake  to  give  the  names  of  the  shop- 
keepers in  Tipjierary  who  have  com- 
plained to  the  police  iu  the  matter 
referred  to,  as  if,  were  they  known, 
their  position  would  doubtless  be  made, 
if  possible,  a  more  unhappy  one.  But  I 
may  mention  that  in  two  of  the  cases 
where  these  complaints  were  made,  the 
persons  have,  by  reason  of  the  boycotting 
and  intimidation  practised,  been  forced 
to  surrender  to  the  lawless  agitation  in 
Tipperary.  No  prosecutions  were  insti- 
tuted against  Burke,  as  the  shopkeepers 
refused  to  give  evidence,  being  afraid  of 
^the  consequences. 

^m  ACTION  OF  AN  EMEROENCY  MAN. 
H   Mr.  SHEIL  (Meath,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
^^lie  Chief  Secretary  to   the   Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland    whether   he  is  aware 
that  the  emergency  man  who  resides  in 
the  iiouse  of  Miss  N.  Kieriin,  of  Teggatt 
House,  Navau,  has  more  than  once  locked 
that  lady  within   doors,  and  refused  her 
egress  to  attend  mass  :  that  this  man  so 
acted    under  the  written  instructions  of 
William  Rochfort,  who  is  agent  to  Lord 
^—Jiowth  ;  and  whether  he  will  take  any 
^■Fteps  to  prevent  any  fnrtlier  interference 
^^with    Miss  Kieran    when   she   wants  to 
leave  her  house  tu  attend  divine  service  ? 
Mk.  a.  J.   BALFOUR :  Tiie  report  I 
received    in  connection  with   a   former 
question  concerning   the   woman   men- 
tioned represented  that  she  had  no  legal 
claim  to   continue  in  the  house,  but  was 
temporarily   allowed  to   remain   by  the 
,       landlord  merely   as  an    act  of   grace  iu 
consequence  of  the  illness  of  her  sister. 
I  am  not  aware  whether   the   particular 
bActs  referred   to  took   place,  but  even  if 
bey   did    they   are    not    such    as    the 
Sxecutive  Government  would  have  any 
title  to  interfere  in. 
VOL.  CCCXLVIL    [thied  sbeies.] 


IRISH  TELEGRAPH  OFFICKS. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  beg  to  nsk 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  the 
Cork  Telegraph  Ofhce  has  hitherto  been 
recognised  as  a  first-elnss  office,  in  the 
same  maTiner  as  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
Dublin,  Belfast,  and  many  other  large 
offices  in  the  United  Kingdom,  the  clerks 
in  all  such  offices  receiving  an  equal  rate 
of  pay  ;  whether  under  his  new  scheme 
recently  promulgated,  the  above-named 
offices  are  continued  as  first-class  offices, 
while  Cork  is  placed  in  a  greatly  inferior 
position  ;  whether  the  first-class  clerks 
in  the  above-named  offices  will  in  future 
receive  a  maximum  salary  in  the  case  of 
Belfast  of  54s.,  and  of  the  other  named 
offices  of  56b.  per  week  ;  whether,  in  the 
case  of  Cork,  the  maximum  in  future 
will  be  only  50s.,  as  at  present;  whether 
the  work  performed  in  the  Cork  office  is 
of  the  same  quality,  the  duties  are  as 
arduous,  and  the  average  amount  of 
work  per  man  equal  to  that  performed  in 
the  offices  in  which  these  higher  maxi- 
mum salaries  are  to  be  paid  ;  and 
whether,  iu  view  of  the  discontent  likely 
to  be  produced  among  men  receiving 
lesser  pay  for  the  same  amount  and 
quality  of  work,  he  will  re-consider  the 
case  of  the  Cork  office  ? 

•Mk.  RAIKE.S:  In  framing  the  new 
scheme  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
I  have  considered  it  right  to  take  into 
account  the  stndn  imposed  upon  tele- 
graphists in  certain  busy  centres,  to- 
gether with  the  value  of  labour  and  the 
cost  of  living  in  great  towns,  such  as 
Liverpool,  Glasgow,  &c.  Judged  by 
these  considerations  there  is  no  ground 
for  increasing  the  maximum  of  the  first 
clntis  wages  at  Cork,  which,  therefore, 
remains  at  its  former  standard.  Tlie 
position  of  Cork  has  not  been  reduced 
because  special  circumstances  have  been 
taken  into  account  in  granting  increased 
salaries  elsewhere.  I  should,  therefore, 
net  1»  justified  iu  holding  out  any  ex- 
pectation of  a  re-adjustment  of  the 
sahiries  at  Cork. 

CHARGE  OF  FAUSR  ARREST. 
Mit.  ROCHE  {Galway,  E.) :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  jiay  the  exjjense- 
of  defending  the  constables  against 
whom  Mr.  Fuhy  and  Morrissey  obtainetl 
2  0 


735 


Mt.  Peroy 


{COMMONS} 


Magan. 


decrees  for  £5  and  £2  at  last  Quarter 
Sessions  held  at  Gort  for  false  arrest ; 
also  the  cost  of  appeal  which  was  heai-d 
before  Judge  O'Brien  at  Galway  Assizes, 
he  Cfjnfirming  thi-  County  Court  Judge's 
decree,  with  exists  ;  and  wlietlier  he  will 
state  what  course  he  will  adopt  in 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  con- 
stables ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  All  the  cir- 
cumstanoes  attending  the  false  arrest 
will  receive  carefnl  consideration. 
Ponding  the  result  of  that  ciinaideration 
no  final  judgment  can  bo  formed. 

EVICTKD  KAUUS  IN  TIPPEftAKY. 

Mr.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Mi-s. 
Mullally,  who  was  evicted  from  her 
holding  on  the  Modeshill  property, 
Mullinahone,  County  Tipperary,  about 
throe  ye.irs  iigo,  was  re-instated  about 
four  months  since  at  a  rent  fixed  by 
arbitration  ;  whether  her  house  has  been 
and  is  occupied  by  policemen  since  her 
eviction,  who  have  refused  to  leave 
though  often  asked  by  Mr.  Hartford,  the 
agent ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mrs. 
Mullally's  farm  is  about  throe  miles 
from  her  present  residencei,  to  which  she 
is  obliged  to  bring  the  milk  of  her  dairy 
catUe  twice  a  day  ;  and  whether,  as  the 
object  of  the  Government  in  sending 
policemen  to  the  Modeshill  Estate  was 
to  protect  the  emergency  men  who  were 
herding  30  evicted  farms  to  which  all 
the  former  tenants  have  been  restored, 
the  policemen  will  now  be  ordered  to 
leave  immediately  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  must  oak 
the  lion.  Member  to  defer  the  queBtion 
until  I  have  obtained  the  informntioii 
tlint  will  enable  me  to  answer  it. 

THE  GALBALLV  POST  OFFICE. 
Mit.  FINUCANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  if  he  can  explain 
the  reasons  for  which  Mrs.  Donovan  was 
deprived  of  the  Post  Office  of  Galbally, 
County  Limerick,  on  2nd  January,  1890  ; 
whether  Sergeant  Osborne  reported  that 
Mrs.  Donovan's  stepson,  William  M'Cor- 
mack,  who  was  imprisoned  for  six  weeks, 
took  a  commission  for  an  order  from  a 
Mr.  M'Ferran  on  24th  August,  1890,  bat 
that  Mr.  Oldfield,  Post  Office  Inspector, 
cm  examination  of  the  office,  found  no 
order  for  24th  August  with  M'Ferran's 
Mr.  Jioc/te 


name  ;  whether  he   is  aware  that  '. 

Donovan    filled    up    a    form     for 

surveyor,  stating  her  son  filled  no  for 

but  acknowledging  that   he   sold   son 

stamps,    and    promising  that  he 

not  do  so  in  future  ;    if  it  is  custoE 

1  for  others  besides  tliDso  making  declar 

I  tion  to  sell  stamps  ;  whether  a  Memor 

I  largely  signed  by  inhabitants  of  Galbally, 

I  asking  for  an  investigation  to   test   the 

I  truth  of  the  policeman's  statement,  was 

sent  to  Postal  Authorities  ;  and  will  such 

'  investigation  be  now  ordered? 

I    'Mr.    RAIKES  :    Mrs.    Donovan   was 

'  deprived   of   her   appointment  as   PoBt- 

mistress  of  Galbally,  betsiuse  she  persisted 

in  employing  on  the  duties  of  her  office 

a  son  whom  she  had  been  instructed  not 

80  to  employ  ;  and  it  was  this  fact,  and 

not  the   occurrence   to   which   the  hon. 

Member    refers,     that     influenced     my 

decision.       A  Memorial   asking   for   an 

investigation  was  received  by  me  ;  but 

as  the  employment  of  her  son  was  not 

only     not     denied,     but    admitted     by 

Mrs.   Donovan  herself,  no  investigatioa 

appeared  to  be  necessary. 

MR,   PERCY'   MAGAN. 

Mk.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim.  S.)  :  I 
to  a.sk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lop 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  having*" 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  charge 
against  Mr.  Percy  Magan,  J. P.,  of  havii 
obtained  money  under  the  Arrears  A«i 
of  1882  by  false  representations,  hfl 
teen  repeatedly  made  during  the  la 
nine  months,  and  of  his  non-compliano 
>vith  the  request  of  the  Lsiiid  Commissioii 
two  months  ago,  for  an  explanation,  he 
will  con.sult  the  Lord  Chancellor  as  to 
the  desirability  of  suspending  Mr.  Magan 
from  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
pending  legal  proceedings  for  the  re- 
covery of  the  amount  fraudulently  ob 
iiined  1 

Mb.  a.  J.    BALFOUR :    As  alreadji 
stated  this  case  is  being  investigated  bjM 
the   Irish  Land   Commission.     Pending 
the   result   of    that    investigation    anj 
action  would  be  improper. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  Is  it  intended  to  sus" 
pend   Mr.  Magan  from  the  Commission 
of  the   Peace    until    these    arrears    are 
paid? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  No  action  can  be 
taken  pending  the  investigation  by  the 
Land  Conunission. 


737 


Diiagon  Bay 


{JULT  24,  1890} 


RaUivay. 


738 


JDDGKS  0HAROE8  IN  IRELAND. 
Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone.  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  a.sk  tlie  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attentiim  has  been  called  to  the  charge 
addressed  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  County 
Antrim  by  Lord  Justice  Fitzgiblmns,  on 
Monday  livst,  and  especially  to  the 
following  jtaragraph — 

"  The  Commission,  which  had  beea  opened 
there,  included  aix  counties :  Meath,  Louth, 
Monaghan,  Armagh,  Down,  and  Antrim. 
Those  aix  counties  were  inhabited  by 
1,130,000  people,  or  something  more  than  ooe- 
fil'th  of  the  whole  population  of  Ireland,  and 
tliiit  one-fifth  of  the  population  appeared,  from 
the  stutintics,  to  enjoy  the  advantage  of  occu- 
pying property  of  a  tenement  valuation  ex- 
ceeding £li,oOO,OoO,  or,  in  round  numbers, 
more  than  one-fourth  of  the  whole  tenement 
valuation  of  Ireland.  From  one  end  to  the 
other  of  that  circuit  the  history  of  crime,  he 
was  happy  to  say,  hud  been  the  same  through- 
out. They  had  literally  not  met  with  one 
single  instance,  not  merely  of  n  trial,  but  a 
report  of  a  crime  caused  by  combination,  by 
oonapiraoy,  or  by  iulimidation,  and  there  had 
not  been  one  single  charge  of  riot;  " 

and  if  lie  will  take  steps  to  have  the 
valuable  testimony  to  the  condition  of 
different  parts  of  Ireland  contained  in 
the  charges  periodically  delivered  by  the 
Judges  laid  bi-foro  Parliament  and  pre- 
served for  future  reference  ? 

Mft.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  ntti-ntion 
has  been  called  to  the  address  doliver^^'d 
by  the  learned  Judge  mentioned.  How- 
ever valuable  the  presentation  of  the 
addresses  of  the  Judges  might  be,  I  fear 
it  would  bo  hardly  practicable  to  wirry 
out  such  a  course,  inasmuch  as  it  is  not 
the  practioe  to  have  an  official  rejiorter 
in  Court. 

Mb.  SKXTON  :  Will  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  procure  a 
copy  of  the  charge  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  Palles  to  the  (irand  Jury  at  the 
Wicklow  Assizes,  and  cause  it  to  be  laid 
on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  If  an  authentic 
copy  can  b<!  obtained  I  will  have  no 
objection,  so  far  as  I  am  coneenied,  to  its 
being  printed.  T  am  informed  that  the 
Lonl  Chief  Barpn  alw.ays  has  a  shoi-t- 
hand  writer  to  take  down  his  cliarges, 
but  I  do  not  know  that  that  is  the  prac- 
tice of  other  .ludgea.  It  is  a  question 
whether  it  would  be  worth  while  to 
have  an  official  reporter  present  on 
every  occasion  of  this  sort.  I  do  not 
think  that  it  could  be  left  to  the  Govern- 


ment to  select  what  charges  should  be 
laid  on  the  Table.  If  they  laid  one  I 
think  they  must  lay  all 

Mr.  MACNEILL:  Wliat  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  an 
authentic  charge  ] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  should  say 
iiu  authentic  charge  was  one  taken  down 
by  a  shorthand  writer,  and  certified  by 
the  Judge  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Do  I  underatand  that 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  apply  to 
the  L(.ird  Chief  Baron  for  a  copy  of  this 
charge  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mit.  DILLON:  Ha.s  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  further  information  to 
give  to  the  Uouse  us  to  the  extraordinary 
charge  of  Mr.  Justice  Harrison  at 
Gal  way  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  said 
that  I  do  nt)t  think  it  right  for  me  to 
ask  questions  of  the  learned  Judge  us  to 
the  course  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
pursue  on  the  Bench  ;  but  I  have  re- 
ceived a  communication  f mm  Mr.  Justice 
Hiirri.son  which  I  did  not  bring  down 
with  me,  but  which  I  will  road  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to-morrow. 

DEI.AtiOA    BAY   RAILWAY. 
Mb.      PAULTON    (Durham,    Bishop 
Auckland) :  I   beg  to    aak    the    Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs    what,   if 
any,   arrangement  has  been  arrived   at 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
that  of  Portugal  concerning   the   settle- 
of  the  Delngoa  Bay  Railway.  eHj)eeially 
with   ivference  to  the  amonnt  of  com- 
pensation to  be  paid  to  the   English   and 
American  claimants  1 
I    'Sir    J.     FERGUSSON:    The    Portu- 
guese Government  have  agreed  that  the 
'  Swiss  Government  should   be  asked  to 
I  appoint  throe  jurists  to  arbitrate  as  to 
the  amount  of  compensation  to  be  paid 
for  the  rescission  of  the  contract  and  the 
taking   possession   of   the    niilwuy,  and 
,  instructions    have    been    sent    to    Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Berne  to  make  the 
application   ae   soon    as  his  Portuguese 
'  and  American  colleagues  receive  similar 
'  instructions.     I  way  mention  that,  with 
.  a  view  to  meeting  any   jiressing  claims 
that   may  be   made   upon    the    English 
company,    the   Portngnese   Government 
'  have   undertaken  at  once  to  place    the 
\  sum   of  £28,000    in  the  hands   of  Her 
Majesty's  Goverament. 
2  0  2 
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BUSINESS   OF  THE   HOUSE. 

•Mb.  BRADLADGH  :  May  1  (wk 
First  Lord  of  the  Treiisury  to  what  date 
he  intends  to  postpone  the  Indian 
Councils  Bill,  and  whether  it  will  really 
be  taken  ou  the  date  to  which  it  is  post- 
poned ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  propose  to 
take  it  on  Thursday  next,  and  if  we  find 
that  we  are  unable  to  take  it  then 
another  day  will  be  named. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  ask  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentlemim  whether  he  can 
give  any  information  to  the  House  as  to 
the  course  of  business  to-morrow  and 
Monday?  I  hope,  also,  that  by  this  time 
he  liaa  been  able  to  fix  on  some  day  on 
which  lie  can  undertake  to  propose  the 
Foreign  Office  Vote. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SmTH  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  in  the  House  when 
I  answered  a  question  as  to  the  course  of 
business  a  short  time  ago.  I  stated  that 
the  Government  pi'opose  to  deal  with 
the  Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  with 
the  Locail  Taxation  Bill,  and  with  the 
Police  Bill  before  they  again  take  np 
Supply.  I  hope  it  will  be  possible 
practically  to  complete  the  Anglo-Ger- 
man Agreement  Bill  to-night,  and  to  take 
up  the  Local  Taxation  Bill  to-morrow 
and  the  Police  Bill  ou  .Monday.  After 
that  we  propose  to  again  take  up  Supply, 
beginning  with  the  Scotch  Education 
Vote,  and  proceeding  with  the  other 
Scotch  Votes.  I  hojie  it  will  be-  in  my 
power  shortly  to  name  a  day  for  the 
Foreign  Office  Votx>. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The  ques- 
tions conuecteA  with  the  Foreign  Office 
Vote  are  most  impn-tant  questions  of 
principle  —  the  principle  upon  which 
relations  are  to  ba  rtigulated  elsewhere 
in  matters  of  great  delicacy  ;  and  I  can- 
not think  that  all  the  Bills  the  Goveni- 
m.eut  have  before  the  House  and  all  the 
other  Votes  in  Supply  ought  at  this 
period  of  the  year  to  be  put  before  that 
important  Vote. 

•Ma.  W.  fL  SMITH  :  I  will  endeavour 
to  give  c-onsideration  to  the  snsjgeBtion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  we  feel 
it  most  im[K)rtant  to  take  the  Bills  I 
have  named  as  .soon  as  possible. 
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Sir  G.  TREVET.YAN  :  Is  the  I  Scoi 
Police   Bill  included  in  the   right  hoi 
Gentleman's  statement  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  afraid  not. 
The  Scotch  Bill  has  not  been  repoi-ted  on 
yet  by  the  Committee  upstairs. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
I  should  like  to  <ibtain  from  the  F: 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  more  definite 
answer  than  has  yet  been  given  as  to 
the  Estimates  being  taken  next  Session 
OS  so<in  as  possible  and  on  regular  days, 
for  though  a  pledge  was  given  last  year 
that  they  would  be  taken  early,  most  of 
the  Estimates  have  not  yet  been  voted, 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  have  alread; 
given  an  answer  on  this  subject.  It 
the  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  GovernmenI 
to  give  the  House  every  opportunity,  at 
the  earliest  possible  period,  of  discussing 
the  Estimates,  if  the  House  on  its  part 
will  be  content  to  display  somi 
resasonable  limitation  of  the  discussiui 
I  cannot  go  further  than  that. 

Mb.    LABOUCHERE:    Then    I 
to  give   notice  that  next  Session  I  wil 
do  my  best  to  assist  the  Government  i' 
bringing  forward  the  Estimates  early  " 
throwing  every   impediment  in  the  way' 
of   all  other  business    which   is   placed 
before  us. 


BEHRING  SEA  FISHERIES 
Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  Wlien 
will  the  Papers  relating  to  the  Behri 
Sea  Fisheries  be  in  the  hands  of  hoi 
Members?  Seeing  that  a  telegraphic 
summary  of  the  Papers  presented  at 
Wa8liingt<jn  has  appeared  in  the  morning 
papers,  it  is  clear  that  hon.  Members 
may  reasonably  expect  to  have  thei 
own  copies  by  this  time. 

•Sre  J.  FERGUSSON:  If  I  had  had 
notice  of  that  question  I  should  have 
endeavouK'd  to  be  pi-opnred  to  answer  it. 
I  stated,  in  answer  to  a  question  the 
other  day,  that  the  Papers  were  in 
course  of  prejianition,  but  that  they  were 
very  volnminons  and  might  take  some 
time.  I  shall  be  happy  to  tell  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to-morrow  when  the  Pn|jer8 
may  be  expected.  May  I  add  that  T 
liope  it  will  not  be  thought  necessary  to 
mise  a  Debate  on  a  question  which  ~ 
still  in  course  of  negotiation  1 
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SHIPS  (TYKE  AND  CARDIFF)   (SYNOPSIS  OF  RETURN). 
Betum  ordered, 

"  Of  Synopsis  of  Return  (presented  30th  day  of  April)  of  all  English  Ships  loaded  with  dead 
weight  cargo  at  the  Ports  of  the  Tyne  and  at  Cardiff  daring  the  three  months  ending  the  Slst 
day  of  December,  1889,  giving  the  names  of  the  ships,  the  net  register  tonnage  in  eacU  case,  and 
also  the  weight  of  coal  actually  loaded. 

■"  And,  of  all  Foreign  Ships  loaded  at  these  Ports,  in  the  following  form  ; — 

Bhitisu. 


• 

Sail. 

Steam. 

Wood. 

Iron. 

Steel. 

Wood. 

Iron. 

Steel. 

Proportion  per  100  tons  net  register   . . 

FOBEION. 


Sail. 

Steam. 

Wood. 

Iron. 

Steel. 

Wood. 

Iron. 

Steel. 

Proportion  per  100  tons  net  register  . . 

N.B.— Composite  vessels  are  included  under   the  heading  "Wood." 
coke,  or  only  partially  loaded,  are  excluded  from  this  Return. 
—{Clotul  Hill.) 


Vessels  carrying 


IRISH  SOCIETY  AND  LONDON 
COMPANIES     (IRISH      ESTATES.) 
Report  with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and 

an   Appendix,    brought    up    and    read 

[Inquiry  not  completed.] 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,   and   to 

be  printed.     [No.  322.] 

CLOSURE  OF  DEBATE  (STANDING 

ORDER  2S.) 
Betum  ordered — 

"  Respecting  application  of  Standing  Order 
25  (Closure  of  Debate)  during  Session  18S0  (in 
the  same  form  and  in  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  0,150,  of  Session  1889."— 
{Mr.  John  Ellit.) 

LOCAL  TAXATION  (EXCHEQUER  CON. 
TRIBUTIONS,   &o.) 

Return  ordered — 

"Showing  (1)  the  amounts  pud  out  of  the 
Local  Taxation  Account  to  or  on  behalf  of  the 
Council  of  each  Administrative  County  and 
Coimty  Borough  in  respect  of  the  local  taxa- 
tion licences  and  probate  duty  grant  for  the 
financial  year  ended  the  Slst  day  of  March, 


1890 ;  (2)  the  amounts  paid  out  of  or  transferred 
Irom  the  Exchequer  Contribution  Account  uf 
each  Council  in  respect  of  such  licences  and 
grant,  distinguishing  the  several  payments  and 
transfers  made  in  pursuance  of  sections  2i,  26, 
and  43  of  '  The  Local  Government  Act,  1888 ; ' 
(3)  the  amonnts,  if  any,  remaining  in  each 
Exchequer  Contribution  Account  after  such 
payments  and  transfers  hare  been  made,  and 
their  application  so  far  as  they  have  yet  been 
applied:  (1)  the  amount  paid  by  the  London 
County  Council  in  respect  of  the  indoor  pauper 
grant  under  section  13  (1)  (b)  of  '  The  Local 
Uovemment  Act,  1888,'  for  the  said  year  ;  (6) 
the  amounts  paid  by  each  Council  in  respect  of 
the  maintenance,  improvement,  and  repair, 
during  the  said  year,  of  main  roads,  dis- 
tinguishing the  amounts  expended  on  such 
roads  by  the  Council  themselves  from  the 
amonnts  paid  by  them  to  Urban  Sanitary  and 
other  Highway  Authorities ;  and  (6)  the  amounts 
contributed  by  each  Council  daring  the  said 
year  under  section  11  (10)  of  'The  Local 
Uovemment  Act,  1888.'  "— (Jfr.  Eobhmtu.)  ' 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That    they    have    agreed     to, — Con- 
solidated Fund   (No.    2)  Bill;  Amend- 
ment to — Colonial  Courts   of  Admiralty 
BiU  [Lords],  without  any  Amendment. 
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CENSUS  (KNG LAND  AND  WALES; 

DILL.- (No.   385.) 

COMMirrKK. 

Bill  considcrud  in  Conuuittec. 

(In  the  Coinmitteo.) 
Postponed  Clauses  2  and  18  agreed  to. 
Bill,  H8  anjonded,  considered. 

•(4.25.)  Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  (ho  Bill  to  be  now 
read  a  third  time,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  only  ono  Amt'udnient  has  been 
made  in  it,  namely,  that  which  providi'8 
that  a  Return  shall  Ix;  mivde  in  Wales 
of  the  persona  who  can  speak  Welsh  and 
English  or  English  only. 

Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
the  third  time,''  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CENSUS   (SCOTLAND)    BILL.— (No.   387.) 

COMMirrEE. 

(4.27.)  Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Postponed  Clauses  2  and  1 8  agreed  to. 

Bill   reported    without    Amendment ; 
read  the  third  time,  imd  passed. 


ANOLO-GERMAN    AGREEMENT 

BILL-  (No.    393.) 

SECOND   READING. 

(4,28.)  Order  for  Second  Rending  read. 

Mk.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.):  I 
wish  to  [loint  out  that  this  Bill  contains 
only  a  preamble,  one  clause,  andaSchedule, 
and  the  Schedule  contains  statements  of 
fact  which  cannot  Iw  altered  by  Ajnend- 
ments.  Under  tliese  circumstances,  I 
desire  to  know  whether,  ujion  the  Motion 
for  the  Second  Reading,  it  wiU  be  in 
order  to  move  a  Resolution  oa  an  Amend- 
ment, or  whether,  after  tho  Bill  has 
been  read  a  second  time,  it  will  be 
competent  for  hou.  Members  in  Com- 
mittee to  object  to  any  of  the  details  of 
thi-  measure.  The  operative  words  in 
the  Bill  are  these,  "  The  assent  of  Par- 
liament is  hereby  given  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Agreement  set  out  in  the  Schedule 
of  this  Act." 

•Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  competent  for 
any  hon.  Member  \o  move  a  Resolution 


{ COMMONS  1  Affveement  BUI. 

BU|jer8ediug  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
R€<adiug,  but  it  is  not  competeut  to 
add  words  to  the  Motion  tliat  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time. 

Mk.  a.  O'CONNOR :  Suppose  it  w»b 
desired  t4»  qualify  the  Agi-eement  so  as  to 
preserve  the  liability  from  military  ser- 
vice of  thy  children  of  all  present 
inhabitant*  of  Heligoland.  Wotild  it 
not  be  necessary  to  make  provision  for 
that  at  the  present  stage  of  the  Bill, 
seeing  that  an  Amendment  in  Com- 
mittee would  necessarily  be  an  abroga- 
tion of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  as 
affirmed  by  the  Second  Reading  1 

•Mit.  SPEAKER:  That  would  be,  I 
think,  a  question  for  the  Committee  to 
decide.  It  appears  tci  me  a  modification 
could  be  made  in  the  provision. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  But  it  might  be 
ruleil  by  the  Chairman  tlrnt  the  Schedule 
could  not  be  altered,  as  being  a  statement 
of  facts. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  That  is  not  a  question 
of  order  for  me  to  decide.  It  appears  to 
me  tliat  the  hon.  Gentleman  may  embody 
in  a  Resolution  such  of  the  points  stated 
in  the  Scliedule  as  he  may  desire  to  refer 
to. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  My  point  is  that 
this  is  the  only  stage  at  which  it  can  be 
done. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Is  it  competent  for  Members,  on 
the  Bill  for  the  cession  of  Heligoland,  t«) 
discuss  the  Agreement  so  fivr  as  it  relates 
to  Africa? 

•Mtt.  SPEAKER:  Tlic  other  part  of 
the  Agreement  is  an  equivalent  for  the 
cession  of  Heligoland,  and,  therefore,  the 
Agreement  with  regard  tt)  the  African 
question  can  be  entered  into. 

•(4.33.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
OF  STATE  KOR  FOREIGN  AKFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  FebuussON,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  In 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  1 
shall  be  able,  in  accordance  with  the 
usage  of  the  House,  to  make  gixjd  the  case 
upon  which  it  is  proposed  to  sanction  the 
arrangement  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  the  (jovernment  of  the 
German  Emperor  to  cede  or  transfer 
UeUgolaud  ti'  the  German  Empire. 
Small  as  is  this  territory,  and  small  as  is 
its  popuktion,  the  House  and  the 
country  will  not  forget  that  its  acquisi- 
tion by  Great  Britniii  is  connected  with 
a  glorious  page  in  the  history  of  this 
country  ;   that    for  a  great   port   of   a 
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century  it  hiia  n'muined  h  [mrl.  of  our 
Empire  ;  that  our  relations  with  it  Imve 
not  been  troubled  by  any  friction  ;  thitt 
under  the  Britisii  fl»g  its  population  hnvo 
happily  dwelt  ;  and  that  its  BCfwriitioii 
from  ufl  is  not  desired  on  either  side,  and 
can  only  be  regarded  with  regret  by 
both.  The  island  was  accjuired  by  ceii- 
qnest  in  the  ctmrse  of  the  long  war 
waged  with  the  first  Napoleon,  and  it 
WHS  found  to  be  useful  daring  the 
closing  of  the  German  ports,  which 
were  then  in  Frencli  hands.  Its  fortifi- 
cation by  us  during  the  war  was  un- 
necessary, because  we  had  the  undi.s- 
puted  command  of  the  sea,  and  after  the 
war  it  was  clearly  unsuitable  and  un- 
necessary that  it  should  be  fortified 
against  a  nation  with  whom  lately  we 
had  Ijeen  allied.  The  island  was  inex- 
pensive t()  us,  although  not  profitable 
financially,  and  it  did  not  contribute 
anything  to  the  streuirth  of  the  Empire. 
Its  tenui-e  by  this  country  has  never 
been  challenged  neither  by  Denmark 
nor  when  Scbleswig  became  j)art  of 
ftbe  German  Empire  by  the  Ger- 
mana,  although  it  was  well  known 
that  to  the  national  sentiment  of 
Germany  it  was  not  nnattractive.  No 
British  statesman  has  ever  contem- 
plated  its  cession,  and  when  some 
t  siieculative  person  suggested  such  a 
thing,  without  equivalent,  it  was  always 
resisted  by  the  Government  of  the  day. 
I  It  is  said  that,  though,  aa  I  hope  to  show, 
we  have  got  an  ample  equivalent  for 
ceding  the  island,  we  have  no  right  to 
transfer  the  population  without  consulting 
their  wishes,  and  without  securing  their 
consent.  It  has  been  always  the  policy 
of  this  country  that  those  who  have 
come  under  the  British  sw.iy,  by  conquest 
or  otherwise,  should  be  treated  with  the 
utmost  liberality.  This  has  been  our  policy 
with  the  French  in  Canada,  with  the 
Maltese,  and  with  the  people  of  India, 
as  well  as  with  the  Heligolanders,  and 
the  result  haa  been  to  render  their  lot 
happier  than  before,  and  to  attach 
theoi  to  the  British  Grown.  But 
uBtill  the  retention  of  a  possession  must 
Irest  on  high  Imperial  grounds.  To  us 
'this  island  is  of  no  material  or  strategic 
importance  in  these  days ;  it  has,  how- 
ever, it  will  be  generally  admitted,  | 
attractions  for  the  German  p(3oj)le  from  i 
a  sentimental  point  of  view,  which  is  a 
motive  strong  among  nations,  and  which 


has    commonly    actuated  them   in   the 
most    important    transactions    of     life. 
Besides,    the  island  may  probably  be  of 
more  strategical  value  to  the  Germans 
than  tx)  us.     In  return  for  the  island  the 
German    Government    have    thought  it 
Worth    while  to  moke  large  concessions 
in    a    Continent    in    which  they   have 
latterly  obtained   an    extended    footing. 
They  have  come  to  an  agreement    with 
us   which    Her   Majesty's   Government 
I  confidently  submit  to  the  House  as  likely 
to  be  pregnant  with  unjwrtaiit  results  to 
British  enterprise  and  trade,  and  I  hope 
with  advantage  to  the  people  with  whom 
we   shall    have   to   deal.       Before    pro- 
ceeding to  make  that  gofxl,  I  should  like 
to  notice  some  criticisms  and  objections 
which   have   Iwen  made.     It   has   been 
said  that  the  ceding  away  of  Heligoland 
has   not  given  satisfaction  tc  the  inhabi- 
tants.    We   have,   however,    heard  less 
and  less   of  the  objections  of  the  people 
uf  late.       At  fiupst  visitors  nin  I'vcr  there 
and  came  back  repirting  tlmt  there  was 
a    strung    feeling    on  the    port   of   the 
inhabitants       against       the       cession. 
Curiously    enough     a    gentleman     did 
me  the  honour  of  calling   on  me  at  the 
Foreign  Office  to-day,  and  he  said  he  had 
been    in  the  habit  of  visiting  the  island, 
and  that   ho  was  able  to  speak  witli  con- 
fidence us  to  the  feelings  of  the    people, 
as    he   was   able  to  converse  with  the 
people  in  their  own  dialect.     He  toJd  me 
that  he    had   conversed  with  more  than 
100  natives,  and  that  he  hiid  found  only 
one  nmn  who  entertained   an  objection 
to  the  cession.     They  told  him  that  they 
had  been  altogether  deceived  as   to   the 
conditions  of  the  cession,  and  that   they 
had  been  informed  that  they  would  lose 
all  the  privileges  they  had  enjoyed  ;  but 
when    it    was    shown    that    all     their 
immunities  would  be  secured  to  all  now 
living,    and  that   they    would   have  the 
option  of  electing  to  be  British  subjects, 
they  were  entirely  satisfied  and  grateful 
for  the   care   taken    of   their   interests. 
In    accordance     with     the     provisions 
of  German    law,    the   children   of  such 
pcraons     as     wish    to    remain    British 
subjects  will    be  exempt  from  military 
Service.     I    have   no  doubt  that   when 
the  island  has  been  for  some   time  in- 
corporated with  the  German  Empire   the 
people  of  Heligoland   will   be  animated 
with  the   Si»me  sentiments  which  inspire 
the  people  of  Germany   with   regard   to 
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tlio  Fatherland.    Her  Majeflty'a  Govern- 
ment have  also  secured  for  British  fisher- 
men, who  have  been-in  the  habit  of  resort- 
ing to  the  island,  the  full  enjoyment  of  all 
the  privileges  they  have  hitherto  posaesserl, 
except  that  of  fishing   in  the  territorial 
waters.    Now,  I  turn  to  the  quidpro  (/it«, 
and  the  result  of  the  Agreement  made 
for  the  extension  of  Her  Majesty's  sphere 
of    influence   in    Africa.      In    the   first 
place,  the  House  will  recall  the  position 
in  which  we  stood  not  long  ago.     Thanks 
to  the   explorations   of  intrepid   British 
subjects,  wonderful  discoveries  liave  Ix.-eti 
made  in  Africa  during  the  past  century. 
There  was  a  time  when   we  might   have 
mude  almost  any  part  of  that  continent 
our  own  had  we  been  pifpaiiKl  to  under- 
t4ike  the  outlay  and  responsibility.    Even 
in  the  last  decade,  when  that  portion  of 
Eastern  Africa  was  thorouglily  investi- 
gated, it  would  have  been  in  the  jKJwer 
of  the  Government  of  this  country  so  to 
have   taken  ]K>8sessiou    of    u  sphere    of 
influence   in    that  region  that  no  other 
Power  would  have  thought  of  obtaining 
a  lodging  there.     Tliat  was  not  done.     I 
do  not  think  it  worth   wliile  to  impute 
want  of  duty  on  the   part  of  those  who 
held  office  at  that  time.      I  apprehend 
that    the    policy    and    conduct    of    the 
Government  of  the  time  was  in  ttccord 
with     public     opinion,    and     that    the 
Government  wert^  not  jirepared  to  under- 
take great  and  unknown  responsibilities 
by  taking  possession  of  a   large  part  of 
the  continent.    Consequently,  the  efforts 
of  discovery  did  not  immediately  result 
in   an  acquisition  by  this  country  of  a 
sphere  of  influence  over  a  large    portitm 
of  the  continent  wliich  is  now  engaging 
oar  attention.     Other  nations  were   not 
BO    indifferent.      One  after  another  the 
great  nations  of  Euroi>e  Iwcame  alive  in 
time  to  the  great  opportunities  for  the 
expansion  of  commerce  in  Africa.      The 
Germans,    esjiecially,    were     active     in 
Ccntml  Africa,  and  in    1885  they  had 
established  themselves,  so  as  to  constitute 
a  valid  claim   to   their   interests  being 
considered,  in  the  great  tnict  between  the 
lakes    and    the    sea.       Still    it    is  not 
surprising  that  resjXJnsible  Governments 
wore  unwilling  to  accept  unknown  re- 
sponsibilities.     But   when    the   results 
of    the    discoveries    of    great    travel- 
lers   became     lietter     known,     then     a 
desire     was     manifested    to    gain    pos- 
session    of     the    continent.       In    1886 
air  J.  Fergtuaon 


there    was    an    arraugemont    mado    hy 
which  the  German  and   British    spheres 
of  intliienco  in    Eastt^rn   Africa  were    si) 
far  delimited    that   the    districts   inland 
were  divided  between   the   two  Powers. 
But  the  Germans  had  established  them- 
selves to  the  northward  as  well  as  t<.)  the 
southward  of  us,  and  there  was  great  risk 
of  our  endeavours  teing  frustrated,  and 
the    chartered   companies    lieing   over- 
la])iicd  and  outflanked  by  the  operations 
of    energetic    explorers.      It    therefore 
became  exceedingly  necessary  that  some 
better  arrangement  should  bo  made.     It 
WHS  hardly  possible  that  the   GermauH 
would  have  been  able  to  give  up  a  pro- 
tectomtc,  on  which  some  of  their  subjocia 
had     expended    considerable    sums    of 
money,  without  some  equivalent.     They 
had    been    as    active    as    ourselves    in 
[irosecuting  journeys   into   the  interior, 
ai\d  they  hud  ostjiblished  themselves  oa 
L^ke  Nyassa.     Only  a  few  weeks  ago  it 
was   commonly  stated   in    this   country 
that   we   were  to   lose   the   fruits  of  so 
much  energy  and  outlay  on  the  part  of 
our    enterprising   fellow -subjects ;    that 
we  should  lose  the  Stevenson  Road  and 
the  country  covered   by   Mr.   Stanley's 
treaties,   and   that,  in   fact,    we  should 
become   a   very    inferior   Power   in   the  | 
continent  in  which   we    had    been   Uio^ 
pioneers   of  discovery.      The  difference  ] 
between  our  position  so  viewed  and  now 
is  singular.     There    is    hardly  auytliinig  I 
which  our  people  claimed  at  that  time, ' 
which  is  not  now  secured.    The  map  will 
show  that  We  have  covered   within  that  J 
sphere  all  parts  of  the  African  continent  ^ 
in  which  our   traders   and   missionaries 
have  established  tliemselves.     I  believe 
that  there   are   two   exceptions,    wherol 
there   are   mission   stations    within   tho| 
German  sphere  occupied  by  our  fellow- 
subjects,  and   for  these  the  Govemmenfel 
have   st'cured   the     fullest    liberty   and] 
safety  for  all  time  to  come.     The  Agret 
ment  has  been  the  result  of   the  mo 
friendly  negotiations  with  the  Gere 
Government.     Her    Majesty's    Govern- 
ment could  not  have  accomplished  what 
they  have  done  had  they   not  been  met 
in  a  generous  and  friendly  spii'it  by 
German   Government.      Tlmt    was    the 
spirit   which  actuated  them   as   well, 
hope,  as  ourselves.     But  it  is  nut  alone' 
with  Germany  that  ariikngements  have 
been     made.        It     would     have     beet 
no  small  achievement    if   we  had   bat 
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obvintod  all  uhaiKje  of  collision  and 
jcahjusy  between  the  German  people  and 
ourselves.  But  other  great  nations  had 
shown  tiagemess  to  secure  a  footing  on 
this  continent,  and  there  were,  conse- 
quently, risks  of  friction  with  thena.  Last 
year  the  Government  made  an  imjwrtant 
arrangement  with  Fmncse  in  respect  of 
territories  held  by  them  on  the  WestCoast 
of  Africa  which  border  on  our  colonies, 
and  so  settled  questions  ■whi:!h,  for  a 
long  time,  had  caused  considerable  trouble 
to  the  two  countries.  Her  M^AJesty's 
Government  are,  at  t)io  present  moment, 
negotiating  with  France  for  a  larger 
delimitation,  which,  I  hope,  will  be 
brought  to  a  happy  conclusion.  I  am 
gliid  to  say  we  are  also  negotiating  with 
-  Portugal,  with  every  prosjject  of  such  a 
settlement  being  arrived  at  as  will 
obviate  future  risks  of  jealousy  and 
conflict.  So  that  on  the  greater  part  of 
the  continent  of  Africa,  wo  shall  have 
avoided  the  risk  of  friction  with  the 
other  Powers  of  Europe.  In  thus  arranir- 
ing  these  matters  in  times  of  peace  we 
avoid  fruitful  causes  of  jealou.sy  and 
danger,  and  render  continuous  peace 
possible.  It  has  been  suggested  that  in 
concluding  tliese  agreements,  which,  T 
contend,  could  not  have  been  concluded 
on  terms  more  satisfactory  to  this  countrj-, 
there  must  have  been  some  secret  under- 
standing that  in  some  way  we  are  hound 
more  tlian  before  iu  alliance  with  these 
Powers.  I  will  say  again  that  in  the 
Agreement  either  witli  Germany  or  any 
other  Power  to  cement  further  the  friend- 
sliip  which  exists,  and  ought  to  exist 
between  us,  and  to  apportion  our  re- 
spective rights,  there  hua  been  no  ad- 
vance upon  or  dejiarturo  from  the 
policy  which  baa  been  over  and  over 
agiiin  announced  to  Parliament.  1  am 
glad  t<5  see  that  the  Agreement  has 
been  received  by  responsible  politicians 
in  this  country  in  a  spirit  which,  I  think, 
is  eminently  patriotic.  There  has  been 
for  some  years  a  disposition  to  abstain 
from  making  foreign  matters  Party  ques- 
tions, and  it  adds  immensely  to  the 
moral  force  which  the  Government  of 
the  country  ought  to  exercise  in  the 
councib  of  the  world  when,  in  the  main, 
Pai'ties  are  allied  in  protecting  British 
interests,  and  not  taking  them  intu  the 
field  of  Party  strife.  Some  lion.  Mem- 
bers, however,  liave  spoken  as  if  by  this 


Agreement  we  were  dealing  witli  the 
liberties  of  other  people  in  a  manner  we 
had  no  right  to.  It  has  been  said  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  right 
to  deal  with  these  populations  as  if  their 
pro|)erty  had  become  our  possessions ; 
but  I  affirm  that  in  the  proceedings 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken  they  have  in  no  way  infringed  the 
property  of  the  tribes  of  Africa.  In 
every  case  the  footing  of  the  char- 
tered comjianies  in  Africa  has  been 
gained  by  treaty  agreement  with  the 
inhabitants.  I  believe  the  Ea.st  Africa - 
Company  have  shed  tlie  blood  of  no  man  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  they  have  set  free  • 
thousiinds  of  slaves.  That  company  have 
already  won  over  the  tribes  in  a  vast 
region  tu  more  peaceful  habits,  and  have 
shown  them  that  their  interests  lay  in 
peaceful  commerce  rather  than  in  inter- 
necine war.  We  have  shown  them  that 
they  may  l)etter  enrich  themselves  by 
ti-ading  with  European  Powers,  than  by 
the  devastating  pursuit  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  wherever  we  have  gone,  law, 
order,  and  justice  have  prevailed.  And 
I  may  here  refer  to  tlie  efforts  made 
ill  this  present  year  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  concert  with  the  repre- 
sentatives of  all  civilised  nations,  for  the 
effectual  abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade. ^ 
The  fruits  of  the  Conference  which  has 
been  held  with  regard  to  the  Slave 
Trade  have,  of  course,  yet  to  be  seen, 
but  1  do  not  think  that  the  temixirary 
check  that  has  occurred  from  the  absti-  « 
nence  of  one  Power  will  be  permanent, 
and  that  measures  will  lie  agreed  upon 
and  that  united  efforts  will  bo  made  on 
a  greater  scale  than  liefore  which  will 
result  in  aboUshiiig  that  trade,  which  it 
has  long  been  recognised  as  the  duty  of 
all  Christian  men  to  destroy.  With 
regard  to  Zanzibar  some  have  8p<jken  as 
if  the  protectorate  was  the  only  thing 
g^ven  in  return  for  the  cession  of  Helligo- 
h-ud  ;  but  we  have  doubled  our  coast  luio 
by  the  Agreement,  and  enormously 
increased  our  area  of  influence  in  the 
interior.  Tluit  protectoi-ate  does  not 
interfere  with  the  Agreement  of  1862. 
Muscat  and  Zanzibar  had  been  sepa- 
rated, as  the  result  of  an  arbitra- 
tion between  the  two  sons  "f  the 
Inmum  of  Muscat,  and  we  bound 
ourselves  to  respect  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  two  States.     It  has  been 


751 


Anglo-German 


'COMMONS} 


Agreement  Bill. 


753 


said  that,  in  ivssiiniing  the  pixjtectorate  (if 
Zanzilitir,  we  have  only  come  hnck  in  a 
pivrtial  iloyroe  to  tlie  positiim  in  which  wo 
stiMid  five  years  before.  This  is  not  so. 
In  the  first  place,  we  have  never  bffi're 
assumed  the  protectoratf-  of  Zanzibar. 
It  is  true  tliat  ever  sinci'  that  pi-oiit  man. 
Sir  Jolm  Kirk,  had  exercised  inttuenw  at 
Zanisilmr,  the  influence  of  this  <!<juntry 
has  been  predominant,  and  has  teen 
eminently  successful  in  leading  the 
ruler  of  tliat  State  to  increase  the  civiliza- 
tion of  his  subjects  and  check  the  Slave 
Tnide  and  assist  British  c-oramerce.  Bnt 
we  had  in  no  sense  then  nMSumed  the 
jirfitectt)nvteof  Zanzibar,andnowwedo  not 
propose  to  assume  it  in  such  comjilete 
fashion,  or  so  ns  to  liinder  the  commerce 
of  any  other  Power,  but  in  such  a  way 
that  wu  shall  .secure  the  Sultan  the 
dominions  which  remain  to  him,  and 
make  liis  position  more  comfortable. 
With  regard  to  the  small  islands  to  the 
north,  and  the  coast  lino  from  Wanga 
to  the  River  Jubii,  the  tenure  of  the 
Sultan  will  lie  more  secure  ;  and  though 
ho  cedes  the  Sovereignty  of  the  German 
coast,  he  had  previously  given  a  lease 
of  50  years  of  the  administration. 
Here  I  should  like  to  point  out 
that,  in  securing  this  sphere  of  influence, 
we  deliberately  prefer  not  to  disturb  the 
authority  of  the  Sultan.  For  the  lust 
30  years  and  more,  the  happy  policy  has 
been  pursued  by  England  of  not  dis- 
turbing the  sovereignty  of  native  rulers, 
but  by  guaranteeing  their  jiossessions. 
and  exercising  a  friendly  influence  in 
their  States,  of  making  their  position 
more  secure,  and  their  people  happier, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  the  rulers 
eiercise  their  independence.  This  is  the 
position  which  we  have  taken  up  with 
regard  to  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  and  1 
thii>k  that  the  House  will  agree  tlmt  it 
is  lietter  t«  deal  in  this  way  with  native 
races  than  to  undertake  all  the  respon- 
sibih'ty  and  danger  of  their  government. 
I  will  now  notice  some  of  the  objections 
which  have  beenmade  to  this  Agreement. 
It  has  been  said  that  the  Stevenson  Road 
conn<x;ting  two  lakes  lias  Iwen  made  by 
British  capital,  and  is  the  scene  of  British 
missionaiy  efforts  nnd  the  site  of 
triiding  stations,  and  that  if  the  roiul 
alone  were  secured  to  us  there  would 
be  great  inconvenience.  All  these 
things  have  been  met  in  the  negotiations, 
iSir  J.  Fergusgon 


and  sufficient  sjxid-  to  the  ea«t  will  •''  - 
lie  secured  to  prevent  all  inconvenience, 
while  access  from  one  lake  to  another 
will  also  be  secured,  and  absolute  f  ree- '^ 
doni  of  trade  and  transit  is  guaranteed. 
Referring  t<i  the  south-west,  of  coarse 
there  is  a  great  region  with  regard  to 
Which  there  has  been  considerable  con- 
troversy —  namely,  Naniaqunland  and 
Damaniland,  which  some  years  ago  had 
fallen  into  the  hands  of  Germany,  owing 
toindispositionon  the  partof  the  Imperial 
and  Gape  Governments  to  assume  the 
responsibility.  I  am  hy  no  means  im- 
puting blame  to  th.ise  who  did  not  assnme 
this  extended  resfwnsibility,  but  at  all 
events  Germany  acquired  the  pro- 
tectorate over  those  regions.  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  the  contention 
that  the  Cape  Government  has  a 
vested  right  to  all  tlie  country  south  of 
the  Zambesi  is  one  which  cannot  lie 
maint4tined,  and  1  do  not  think  that  it  is 
fKissible  for  this  country  to  maintain  it 
and  be  on  good  terms  with  other  nations.  : 
It  would  not  be  j)os8ible  for  us  to  claim 
a  sphere  of  influence  in  those  two  great 
provinces,  bnt  we  have  secured  in  a 
\'oat  region  in  the  interior  a  moat 
valuable  sphere  of  influence  in  which 
British  triide  will  And  ample  i-oom  for 
employment  and  the  great  South 
iVfrican  colonies  for  expansion.  These 
are  the  leading  features  of  the 
Agreement,  with  resjiect  to  which 
the  House  is  asked  to  siinction 
the  cession  of  Heligoland.  I  am  happy  ^ 
to  note  that  these  questions  have  been 
well  considered  by  the  country.  I 
believe  that  we  may  claim  for  this 
j^greemeut  the  merit  of  providing  for 
the  interests  of  our  people  in  this  sphere, 
hut  I  would  congratulate  the  country 
still  more  on  having  removed  fai*  away 
any  chance  of  jealousy  with  a  great  and 
friendly  nation,  an  object  which  was  not 
confined  to  Germany,  but  which  we 
hoped  to  extend  to  all  oar  neighbours,  8" 
that,  colonisation  might  not  lead  to  any 
f  rosh  danger  to  this  country,  but  rather 
increase  our  friendship  with  those 
nations  with  whom  it  was  most  desirable 
tliat  we  should  live  in  harmony.  I  now 
beg  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  tiie  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Sir  J.  Fergiuton.) 
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I  (5.12.)  Mr.  W.B.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 

burgh, Mid  Ix)thian):  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  divided  his  sjjeech  into  twn 
portions,  the  more  considerable  of  which 
is  not  directly  lx;fore  the  House,  lie  has 
spoken  of  tlie  conditions  of  the  arrange- 
ment as  to  Hclig'dland,  and  Iieliiis  sjmken 
of  the  Anglo-German  AgreemiMit  iu 
Africi*.  It  will  be  my  duty — and  I 
think  my  princijial  duty — to  point  oat 
llrnt  there  is  a  third  division  of  this 
subject,  a  third  point  apperfciiniug  to  it, 
of  which  he  has  taken  no  notice  what- 
ever, and  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  of 
even  more  vitjil  importance  than  any  of 
the  nuittei-s  upon  which  he  has  touclied. 
I  reserve  my  remarks  upon  the  develop- 
ment of  that  idea  until  I  have  dealt  with 
the  matters  touched  upon  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman.  He  said, 
towards  the  close  of  his  speech,  that  the 
House  was  asked  to  accede  to  the  cession 
of  Heligoland.  That  is  perfectly  true  in 
point  of  form.  It  might  be  said,  if  we 
looked  at  it  from  the  outside  only  that 
this  is  only  an  affivir  of  parochial 
legislation,  because  the  population 
of  Heligoland,  I  think,  is  not  equal 
to  the  average  papulation  of  any 
of  the  10,000  parishes  of  England.  But, 
Sir,  I  wish  to  point  out  ttiat,  although 
the  Vote  of  the  House  is  only  to  be 
taken  upon  the  Agreement  as  to  Heli- 
goland in  point  of  form,  yet  in  point 
of  substance  the  Vote  of  the  House  is 
upon  the  entire  treaty.  Now,  upon  t  hat 
there  can  be  no  question  whatever  tliat 
the  whole  treaty  making  power  of  the 
Crown  is  thrown  into  the  hands  of  the 
House,  in  respect  nut  only  toHelignland, 
but  Ui  all  the  conditions  relivting  to  the 
South  African  porticn  of  the  Agreement, 
although  ujwn  the  form  of  proceeding 
there  is  no  indication  whatever  to 
that  effect.  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
have  no  complaint  to  make  of 
the  tone  and  spirit  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  On 
the  contrary,  I  think  that  tone  and  spirit 
most  satisfactory,  and  some  pirt  of  the 
positive  information  he  was  able  to  give 
us  was  sati.sfactory  also.  In  the  first  place, 
I  think  it  my  duty  to  give  unqualified 
credit  to  Lord  SiilisbDry  for  the  spirit  in 
which  he  has  set  about  this  Agreement. 
I  tliiuk  it  has  been  a  good  spirit,  having 
regard  to  the  best  interests  of  Knghtnd. 
and.  Ukewise,  the  spirit  of  one  who  does 
not  w-ish  at  all  to  view  those  interests  in 
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a  narrow  or  selfish  manner,  but  who 
wishes,  in  discharge  of  this  great  coloni- 
sing, protecting,  or  superintending  func- 
tion, that  the  Ixjnefits  attending  the  ex- 
titnsion  of  power  and  influence  shall  l)e, 
of  course  felt  in  thf  first  instiinci'  in  this 
country,  bat  shall  U'  extended,  not 
grudgingly,  to  all  the  couutrii  s  con- 
cerned. I  apprehend  that  the  rights  of 
natives,  whatever  they  may  be,  in  their 
rektions  with  Enroi)ean  powers,  are  not 
now  before  the  House,  and  can  in  no  re- 
S[ject  be  dimitushed  or  disparaged  by 
any  Agitcment  with  Germany,  France, 
or  any  other  European  nation.  They  re- 
main intact  exactly  as  they  were  liefore 
the  Agreement.  The  whole  force  of  the 
compact  the  Government  have  been 
engaged  in  miiking  bears  absolutely  and 
exclusively  upon  the  mode  in  which  we 
shall  regulate  our  relative  concerns 
among  ourselves  in  Africa.  One  matter 
I  must  mention  with  some  regret.  I 
think  it  is  clear,  even  to  the  Government 
themselves,  that  an  error  has  been  com- 
mitted in  concluding  this  arrangement 
with  Germany  before  arriving  at  a  final 
understanding  with  France  with  regard 
to  the  protectorate  of  Zanzibar.  I  am 
very  reluctant  to  dwell  upon  this  point, 
Viecause  negotiations  with  France  iire 
now  in  progress,  and  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  comment  upon  it  without,  I  fear, 
importing  some  emlwirrassment  into  tho 
proceedings  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. But  I  must  own  there  has  been 
an  error  in  that  respect ;  an  error  which 
it  is  not  difficult  to  account  for,  when  I 
recollect  that  in  the  person  and  in  the 
hands  of  Lord  Salisbury — than  whom 
there  seldom  has  been  a  person  more 
competent  to  meet  the  difficulty,  if  it  can 
be  met  at  all — are  united  functions 
which  it  has  never  been  found  pos- 
sible in  this  country  to  unite  before  ; 
and  which,  I  must  say  fi-om  conviction 
and  experience,  I  entertain  the  most 
confident  expectation  will  never  be  united 
again.  To  discharge  tlie  functions  of 
Prime  Minister  and  Foreign  Secretary  of 
Knghtnd  exceeds  the  power  of  the  human 
Imiin,  unless  you  can  niise  from  the  dead 
a  man  of  the  stupendous  powers  of 
Naptileon,  nr  of  another'  man.  a  country- 
man of  ours,  whose  brain  was  fiot  less  than 
his — I  mean  Oliver  Crouiwell.  I  fear 
the  over- pressure  of  subjects  of  anxiety 
I  has  led  to  some  difficulty  in  this  particu- 
lar case,  which,  however,  I  do  not  mean 
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Ui  dwell  upon.  I  am  bound  to  «iy  that, 
US  fai-  08  I  can  judge,  I  do  believe  the 
gcnenil  effect  of  the  Agreement  in  Africa 
will  be  beneficial  to  the  pivrtiea  con- 
cerned, and  that  the  proceedings  have 
been  conducted  with  a  due  and  impar- 
tial regard  to  the  different  intere8t,8  in- 
volved. With  regard  to  Heligoland  there 
ai-e,  I  think,  three  points  which  it  is  our 
duty  to  take  into  view.  The  first  of 
these  questions  is,  whether  there  is  any 
sufficient  ground  of  British  interests  to 
lead  us  to  take  objection  to  the  plan  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  con- 
clusion at  which  I  have  arrived  is  that 
there  is  no  sufficient  gitmnd,  and  I  am 
not  going  to  give  judgment  on  the 
sclieme  upon  any  such  plea.  I  am  not 
sure  the  question  of  the  strategical  im- 
portance of  Heligolandis  ontirelydisposed 
of.  I  can  conceive  contingencies  of  war 
in  which  it  might  not  be  without  wime 
material  weight  as  to  strategical  opera- 
tions ;  but,  at  the  tame  time,  viewing  the 
state  of  the  case,  viewing  the  nature  of 
our  relations  with  Heligoland,  and  view- 
ing the  fact  that  those  relations  rest  on 
conquest,  and  date  from  comparatively 
modem  times,  I  feel  that  the  welfare  of 
the  people  of  that  island  and  the  relatiouK 
to  their  neighbours  ought  to  be  the 
dominant  considerations  in  determining 
its  destiny.  I  am  not  prepared  upon 
the  mere  ground  of  British  intei-ests  to 
take  objection  to  the  proceedings  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Sir,  there  is 
one  giMund  which  appears  to  me  to 
involve,  and  still  appears  to  involve, 
very  serious  considerations  ;  but  then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us,  at 
any  rate,  some  hope  of  a  state  of  facta  in 
this  i-espect  better  than  has  been  repre- 
sented in  various  quarters.  It  has  been 
the  language  of  some  that  in  cases  whert- 
the  inhabitants  are  numerically  so  in- 
significant we  are  not  bound  to  have  any 
i-egard  to  their  consent  or  inclination  in 
determining  their  political  condition.  I 
am  not  able  to  accede  to  tliat  proposition. 
1  do  not  tliink  that  the  mere  number  of 
inhabitants  will  aljsolve  us  from  our 
obligations  to  the  jxjrsons  who  have  the 
deepest  interest  in  that  country.  There 
has  been  much  said  by  British  travellers 
to  the  effect  that  there  is  a  disinclination 
among  the  Heligolanders  to  become  the 
subjects  of  thLs  cession.  Well,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us  a 
consolatory  assurance  in  his  speech  to- 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 


day.  I  am  afittid  tlie  witnesses  are  not 
unanimous.  I  have  myself  to-day  re- 
ceived a  letter  in  the  contrary  sense 
from  a  gentleman  who  is  considered  to-' 
have  good  information,  and  who  says 
that  the  more  he  goes  into  the  question 
the  more  he  is  convinced  that  the  Heligo- 
landers do  not  wish  to  become  a  portion 
of  the  German  Empire.  I  do  not  feel 
that  we  are  able  to  accejjt  British  assur- 
ances to  that  effect.  It  would  he  only 
from  the  Heligolanders  themselves  that 
I,  for  one,  could  taJce  assurances  of  their 
disinclination  to  bt'come  part  of  Germany. 
But  if  there  be  any  prudential  or  other 
considerations  which  prevent  them 
giving  that  assurance,  1  am  bound  to 
accept  the  declaration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, whose  duty  undoubtedly  has  been 
to  esanune  the  matter,  that  they  have 
assured  themselves  there  is  no  such 
disinclination  on  the  part  of  the  HeUgo- 
landors ;  and  in  the  absence  of  such 
disinclination,  I  cannot  set  up  a  handful 
of  British  opinions,  which  the  Germans 
might  fairly  consider  prejudiced  opinions, 
against  the  conclusions  which  the  respon- 
sible Government  have  arrived  at.  The 
absence  of  dissent  from  tliat  kind  of 
assurances  of  the  Government,  together 
with  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
make  the  matter  the  subject  of  serious 
investigation,  are  all,  I  think, that  1  liavo  a 
right  to  know.  Then  comes  the  question 
not  of  the  principle  of  the  cession,  but 
of  the  particular  terms  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  arranged 
on  Ixihalf  of  the  Heligolanders.  I  quite 
see  that  they  have  made  apparently 
careful  provision  for  the  perpetual  preser- 
vation of  the  rights  of  British  fishermen. 
As  far  as  I  can  judge,  that  is  an  adequate 
provision,  and  I  own  I  should  have  been 
extremely  sorry  if  the  case  had  been 
found  U^  be  that  we  had  been  more 
careful  of  tlie  rights  of  fishermen,  who 
find  it  for  their  interest  to  frequent  the 
waters  of  Heligoland,  than  of  the  Heligo- 
landers themselves.  Though  certainly 
an  interesting  peojilu,  with  a  good  deal 
of  substantial  existence,  the  nationality 
of  the  Heligolanders  is  more  microscopic 
than  any  other  subject  to  which  the 
idea  of  nationality  has  yet  been  applied. 
But  they  are  a  people  with  a  good  deal 
of  character,  with  some  peculiarities  in 
their  history,  and  distinct  severance  of^ 
language  from  those  portions  of  the 
mainland   with    which    they    are   most 


757 


Anglo-German 


IJdlv  24,  1890} 


Agreement  Bill. 


758 


closely  associated.  They  liave  a  great 
claim  upon  our  interest.  On  the  subject 
of  fortificmtion,  it  is  very  difficult  for  u-s 
to  enter.  There  are  those  who  think  it 
will  be  the  interest  and  ])olicy  of  Ger- 
many to  convert  Heligoland  into  a 
fortress,  Tliere  are  others  who  think  it 
would  bo  a  great  mistake.  The  intro- 
duction of  fortifications  on  a  limited 
spactJ  of  ground  entails  many  severe 
consequences,  and  it  is  quite  conceivable 
that  to  fortify  Heligoland  might  entail 
a  great  displacement  of  private  rights 
and  arrangements  so  i\a  materially 
to  alter  the  whole  condition  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  island  in  a  manner 
very  detrimental  to  their  interest*. 
I  earnestly  and  respectfully  trust  that, 
whatever  may  be  done  by  Germany  in 
the  exercise  of  the  sovereign  power 
■which  she  ia  to  acquire,  there  will  be 
considerable,  and  I  will  even  say  tender, 
reganl  given  to  these  considerations.  It 
is  one  thing  to  interfere  with  private 
arrangements  in  a  country  where  the 
whole  feelings  of  the  people  are,  tradi- 
tionally and  from  antiquity,  enlisted  on 
the  side  of  those  who  find  it  necessary  to 
acquire  their  territory  ;  it  is  another 
thing  to  go  into  a  country  as  strangers — 
for  the  Germans,  are,  after  all,  piiliticaliy, 
as  much  strangers  to  Heligoland  as  we 
were  when  we  went  there  in  1S07 — and 
for  thoae  who  are  strangers  to  inttiut 
great  persoiml  inconvenience  upon  the 
natives  ;  and  I  tj'ust,  therefore,  that 
every  effort  will  bo  made  U)  avoid  such 
inconvenience.  But  there  is  another 
question  upon  which  we  have  had  a 
declaration  to-night,  which,  if  I  under- 
stand it  aright,  removes  many  difficulties 
from  my  mind,  and  conveys  bo  me  con- 
siderable satisfaction.  After  all,  what 
must  have  struck  every  Englishman  in 
considering  tlio  case  was  this— what  is 
to  be  the  condition  of  these  Holigolandera 
OS  to  naval,  and  even  more  as  to  military, 
service,  as  tf)  coercive  military  service  in 
and  ou  behalf  of  a  country  with  which  they 
have  never  been  connected,  and  to  the 
military  strength  of  which  they  would 
hardly  make  even  so  much  a.s  an  infini- 
tesimal addition  ?  Now,  we  see  tliat  there 
are  two  provisions  in  the  Agreement 
which  bear  upon  the  question.  The  first 
is  the  provision  where  it  is  positively 
stipulated  that  all  native  Heligolanders 
now  in  existence,  jjareiits  and  children, 
shall  be   exempt   from   military  serv-ioe. 


If  that  stood  alone,  I  own  it  would  give 
me  no  sufficient  satisfaction,  because  I 
should  say,  "We  are  aware  that  in 
certain  countries  where  slavery  has 
prevailed,  laws  have  been  passed  to  pro-  " 
vide  that  everybody  born  after  a  certain 
date  should  be  born  free  ;  but  it  is  quite 
another  thing  to  provide  that  everybody 
born  after  a  certain  date  shall  be  born 
subject  to  a  heavy  burden  and  to  a  heavy 
restraint,  which  may  be  very  odious."  But 
tliere  is  a  second  provision  which  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  has  explained  to- 
night. Tliat  is  the  prcjvisiou  with  regard 
to  what  is  called  opting  to  be  British 
subjects.  Now,  if  I  undei-staud  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rightly,  every 
man  in  Heligoland,  being  a  Heligolander, 
may  ojit  to  become  a  British  subject, 
and,  if  he  opts  to  become  a  British  sub- 
ject, he  may  remain  in  Heligoland  as 
such;  liis  children  will  be  born  thei-e ; 
they  will  bfj  British  subjects  also,  and, 
Ijeing  British  subjects,  they  will  not  lie 
subject  to  compulsory  naval  or  military 
service  in  Germany. 

•Siu  J   FERGUSSON  :  May  1  give  tho 
exact  information  we  have — 

"  Minors,  beiog  children  of  fathers  who  have 
D|^tcJ  for  British  natiunality,  will  alu)  poastms 
I  hut  nationHlity." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GliADSTONE  :  As  I  under- 
stand, they  will  be  jiermanently  British 
Kubjects,  as  much  and  as  fully  British 
subjects  as  their  fathers  were,  and,  that 
U'iug  so,  the  same  law  will  apply  to 
their  children  in  their  turn. 

•Sir  J.  FEROUSSON  :  I  am  not  sure 
about  that. 

Mb.  W.  R.  GLADSTONE:  Then  .they 
are  not  British  subjects. 
•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  even  the 
children  of  fully-born  British  subjects 
residing  in  foreign  countries  lose  their 
nationality.  [Crkg  of  "  No  :  '"l  I  beg 
pardon.  Tlie  children  born  in  Frauce  ipf 
British  parents  lose  their  immunities, 
and  are  liable  to  conscription. 

M&.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  What  laws 
a  Foreign  Power  may  be  competent  to 
make  within  its  own  jurisdiction  I  am 
not  concerned  to  discuss.  I  am  speaking 
of  actual  law  and  actual  arrangements. 
1  am  not  sure  that  T  can  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  provide  that  there  shall  never 
be  at  any  future  time  any  detri- 
ment imported  into  the  laws  affecting 
these  snbje(rts  :  but,  as  T  undcrotand  tho 
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matter,  tlie  present  Heligolandera  opting 
to  be  British  subjects  will  see  their 
children  growing  up  to  be  British  sub- 
jects in  the  plenitude  of  everything 
which  belongs  to  British  citizenship  as 
fully  as  they  themselves  enjoy  it ;  and 
tticy,  having  those  rights,  will,  under 
tlie  ])resent  German  laws,  have  the  same 
power  of  transmitting  them  to  their 
children.  •[Sir  J.  Fbrocsson  :  Yea.] 
If  tliat  is  the  case  it  is  to  me  a  very 
satisfactory  declaration. 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  will  read  the 
whole  Paper — 

"  With  regard  to  last  paragTa|jh,  acting 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  informs 
rao  that  German  Government  consider  the  sup- 
position contained  therein  in  accordance  wilh 
tbu  sense  of  the  agreement  of  July,  and  that 
minors  bein>;  children  o>  fathers  who  hare 
opted  for  British  nationality  will  also  possess 
that  nationality. 

Thus  the  children  of  persons  who  have 
opted  for  British  nationality  will  also 
possess  that  nationality  whether  born 
before  or  after. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  under- 
stand that  declaration  to  have  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  limited  term  of 
time  mentioned  in  the  Agreement, 

•SiE  J.  FERGUSSON:  None  what- 
ever. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  It  clearly 
applies  to  cliildren  not  in  existence.  I  c.iii 
only  say  that  what  I  have  heard  from  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  is  a  great  relief 
to  my  mind,  with  regard  to  the  most 
serious  [lart  of  this  matter — that  is,  the 
making  the  Ix-st  pix)vi8ion  possible  for 
the  future  comfort  and  well-being  of  the 
natives  of  Heligoland,  and  those  des- 
cended from  them.  Of  course,  if  tliey 
choose  not  to  opt  to  be  British  subjects 
it  is  their  affair.  T  have  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  assuranco 
which  we  find  in  his  speech  with 
reference  to  tliis  very  important  point. 
But  I  have  read  somewhere  tlie  declara- 
tion of  a  statesman  who  said,  in  answer- 
ing a  speech,  that  wliat  he  had  to  answer 
was  not  what  the  speech  contained,  but 
what  it  did  not  contain,  and  that  is  my 
Complaint  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Over  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  I  have  been  able  to  go,  I 
hope,  in  an  amicable  and  dispassionate 
spirit ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
following  the  example  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  House  of  Loi-ds,  has  taken 
no  notice  whatever  of  the  fact  that  by  the 
Mr.  W.  E.  Giadttone 


demand  made  to-day  upon  the  Honse  of 
Commons  to  give  its  vote  or  assent  to  a 
cession  of  territory,  he  is  placing  the 
House  in  a  position  absolutely  without 
precedent  and  introducing  a  novelty  into 
the  practice  of  this  country,  which, 
whether  it  be  right  or  wrong — and 
upon  that  I  give  no  opinion  —  in- 
volves a  matter  of  vast  imjmrtance 
and  of  enormous  difficulty.  Is  there  any 
doubt  at  all  that  thin  proposal  is  an 
absolute  and  entire  novelty  1  In  the 
whole  course  of  its  existence  the  House 
of  Commons  has  never  been  asked  to 
vote  a  cession  of  territory  until  to-night. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Harcourt) 
reminds  me  that  the  practice  has  been 
upon  various  occasions  to  invite  the  sub- 
sequent approval  of  Parliament  to  ar- 
rangements made  by  the  Executive 
Government  in  the  form  of  Addresses  to 
the  Crown.  Of  that  we  are  perfectly 
aware  ;  but  that  is  not  voting  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  Treaties  that  have  been 
made.  It  is  giving  an  opinion  npon 
them;  it  is  not  giving  them  validity  and 
constituted  force.  There  may  be  an  idea 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen  that  the 
United  Kingdom  has  always  been  a 
Power  whoso  course  has  been  onwards 
and  not  backwards — a  Power  which  has 
endeavoured  continually  to  make  addi- 
tions to  its  territory  and  not  diminutions 
of  it.  That  is  quite  true  generally,  but 
it  is  at  the  same  time  true  that  there 
Imve  been  occasions — I  will  not  g^>  hack 
beyonil  the  Restoration,  because  I  do  not 
know  in  what  manner  the  British  p] 
vincea  of  France  were  ceded  to  tlid 
French  Crown — it  is  at  the  same  time" 
true  that  casies  of  actual  cession  of  British  . 
territory  since  the  Restoration  of  Charles 
II.  have  not  only  occurred,  but  that  they 
are  to  be  counted  by  scores.  In  India 
alone,  before  the  Mutiny  in  1857,  there 
were  no  less  than  23  cases  of  cession  of 
British  territory  to  another  Power.  So 
the  present  cession  is  not  a  case  without 
precedent,  and  in  those  cases  that  have 
cK-curi-ed  Parliament  has  not  been  asked 
to  give  judgment  beforehand.  Everyone, 
therefore,  must  feel  thit  this  is  a  step  of 
va.st  importance.  Tlio  question  of  the 
Tr.iaty-making  power  is  undoubtedly  one 
of  the  most  difficult  questions  of  practical 
politics  in  the  world.  The  prixif  of  that 
is  to  be  found  in  the  history  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States.  The  able 
I  and  Si^acious  men  who  considered  this 
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question  tliere  arrived  at  a  solution  of  the 
ilifficulty    by    adopting    a    compromise. 
They  gave  the  power  of  intervention   to 
the  Sennto  of  the  United  States ;  they 
did    not   not  give  it  to   the    popularly- 
elected  body,  and  that  body  has  nothing 
whatever  to  say  with  respect  to  a  Treaty 
concluded   with  a  Foreign    Power,  and 
it   baa    no    power    of    interfering   with 
the    conditions    of   that    Treaty    either 
directly     or     indirectly     by     censuring 
or  punishing  those   who  have  made  it. 
No  one  duubts,  Sir,   tliat  this  [lower  of 
Treiity-nwlcing  lies  in  this  country  with 
the  Crown,  subject  to  certiiin  exceptions, 
which,    I    believe,    are    perfectly    well 
understood.       Wherever    money    is   in- 
volved, wherever  a  pecuniary  burden  on 
the   State  is   involved  in  any  shape,  I 
say,  it  is  perfectly  well  understood,  and  I 
believe  it  is  as  well  known   to  Foreign 
Powers  aa  to  ourselves,  that  the  Goveni- 
raent  is  absolutely  powerless  without  the 
assent    of    Parliament,    and    that    that 
assent,  if  given,  is   an   absolutely   inde- 
pendent a-ssent,  upon   which   the  Crown 
ha.s  no  claim   wliatcver,  presumptive  or 
otherwise.     I    believe   it    to   Ih2    also   a 
principle — and  I  speak  subject   to   cor- 
rection— that  where  personal  rights  and 
'  libw-rties  are  involved  they  cannot  be,  at 
any  rate,   directly  affected    by   the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown,  but  the  assent  of 
P.irliament,  the  popularly  elected  body 
to  a  rejiresentative  chamber,  is  necessary 
to  constitute  a  valid  Treaty  in  regard  to 
til  -m.     But,    Sir,    setting    a.side    these 
cases   which    are   well  defined,   both   in 
principle  and  in  practice,   there   remains 
a    vast   range   over    which    this   Treaty 
power  extends.     It   is   not  a  question  of 
the  cession  of  territory  siJone.     There  is 
the  question  of  acquisition  of  territory. 
The  acquisition  of  territory  is  as  impor- 
tant as   the    cession   of   territory.     The 
cession   of  territory  is   undoubtedly  in- 
cluded in  tlio  Treaty-making  |>ower,  and 
included  in  what  is  sometimes  called  the 
prerogative   of   the  Crown — a   plinise  I 
do  not  wish   to  use,  because   I  think  it 
would  rather  tend  to  prejudice  the  case 
on  this   occasion ;  and  I  am  sure  it  is 
most   important   that   the   Memljers   of 
this  House  should  look  at  this  question 
from   a    practical    point  of    view,    and 
should  understand  what  change,  if  any, 
is  being  made,  and    what  the  bearing  (if 
that  change  will  Ix;  upon  the  practical 
power  and  jjosition  of  this  Government. 


Now,  Sir,    what    is   the    true    doctrine, 
according   to   the   best  authorities,  and 
what  has  been  the  uniform  practice  with 
regard  to  the  cession  of  territory  1     Heli- 
goland, small  as  it  is,  is  a  territory,  and 
the  dix'trino  applies,  in  its  integrity,  to  a 
single  acre  as  much  aa  it  does  to  half  a 
continent.     I  believe  Blackstonc  may  be 
accepted  in  this  matter  as  a  very  sound 
expositor  of  Constitutional  Law,  and  the 
effect  of  his  knguage  .is  that  the  Crc  wn 
unquestionably  has  the   power  of  ceding 
torritorj,  but  that   Parliament  has  the 
right   to    control    the    exercise    of   that 
power   by  punishing  those  who  misuse 
it.     Instances  are   not  difficult  to  give.' 
Dunkirk  was  ceded  by  Charles  II.  when 
(■lareiidon    was,    perhaps,    his   principal  - 
adviser.    The  cession  held  good.    Claren- 
don    was'    impeached.       Impeachment 
passes  out  of  view  or  out  of  fashion,  and 
we  come  down  to  the  gieat  jieriod  of  the 
disruption  of  the  British  Empire  by  the 
loss  of  the  Americim  colonies.    A  Treaty 
is  ctiucliided  by  the   King — a  very  just 
and  wise  Treaty — recognising  the  inde- 
pendence   of    America.       The    House  of 
Lords,  I   believe,  approves  that  Treaty, 
and  tlie  House  of  Commons  disapproves 
that  Tri'uty.     Most  of  us  on  this  side  of 
the    House,   perhajis  most  of   us  in  all 
quarters   of   the    House,    would    be    of 
opinion  that  the  House  of  Commons  was 
wrong,    but   that,  of  course,   is  not  the 
question.    The  question  is  the  power  of 
the    House   of   Commons,   and    observe 
that,  wliilo  the  House  of  Lords  npprnved 
the    Treaty,  and    that  approval   of   the 
House  of  Lords  rem-ained  wholly  value- 
less  and  itieSective,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons censured  the  Treaty  and,  censuring 
the  Treaty,  [innisheil  the  Ministers  in  the 
only  mode  known  to  modern   practice — 
namely,    by  ejecting   them  from   office. 
BUickstone     lays    down    this    doctrine, 
which.     np<in     the     whole,     I     believe 
to  be  ft  wise    and    sound   doctrine,  and 
in    speaking  of  the   control    of    Parliiv- 
ment,  he  did  not  speak  of  that  which  was 
shadowy    and    valueless.     I    admit   that 
there  are  to  I)e  found,  in  varifius  quarters, 
dcchii'atiima     of    lawyers     which     raist^ 
doubts,   at  any   rate,  upon  the  extent  of 
the  pf>wer  of  the  Crown  to  cede  territory. 
Let  me  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  no  one 
of  the.se  doubts  touches  the  case  of  Heli- 
goland.    So  far  as  I  know,  doubts  were 
expressed   by  Sir  Rouiidell  Palmer,  the 
present  Lord  Selborne,  in  the  Debate  in 
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18G3,  apon  the  uession  of  the  Ionian 
Islands,  which,  though  a  cession  of  very 
preat  importance  to  the  governing  Power, 
was  not  a  cession  of  territory,  intismucli 
as  those  islands  formed  no  part  of  the 
territory  of  the  Crown,  And  were  legally 
judged  to  form  the  Septinsular  Republic, 
as  it  was  then  called.  Sir  Roundell 
Palmer — I  believe  he  was  then  SoHcitt^r 
General — in  speaking  of  the  Ionian 
Islands,  had  to  follow  Lord  Palmerston,  a 
Constitutional  Authority  of  great  ex- 
perience, who  hiid  down  broadly  the 
doctrine  that  the  power  of  cession  wiks  in 
the  Crown.  Sir  Roundell  Palmer, 
fiiUowing  him,  said  it  was  undoubtedly 
in  the  Crown,  unless  it  was  thought  thut, 
a  question  might  be  raised  if  the  terri- 
tory purjHjrtiug  to  be  ceded  had  been 
made  diret:tly  the  subject  of  Parlia- 
mentary legislation,  or  in  a  case  where 
representative  institutions  liad  doveloped 
ujX)n  the  territory  under  la wfulauthority, 
and  thereby  the  people  had  acquired 
rights  in  regard  to  it.  Now,  I  loolt  with 
all  possible  respect  upon  the  declara- 
tions of  so  eminent  a  man,  and 
I  believe  similar  declarations  might 
b-.<  picked  ujj  here  and  there,  at  any  rate 
in  vague  indications,  as  having  occurred 
to  the  minds  of  lawyers.  I  further 
believe  they  have  been  suggested  by  the 
(Vjntemplation  of  extreme  cases.  Such 
questions  as  this  have  been  put, 
"  Could  the  Queen  cede  the  Isle  of 
Wight  ?  Or  Lancashire !   Or  Yorkshire '] " 

SiR'G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  ic). 
Or  Ireland  1 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon. 
Baronet  surely  does  not  suggest  that. 
In  my  opinion  you  cannot  take  a  more 
unsafe  guide  to  Constitutional  legislatii>n 
in  this  country  than  by  raising  extreme 
cases,  because  if  you  make  them  tlu' 
foundation  of  your  action  you  will  find 
that,  instead  of  having  the  best, 
you  will  have  jierhaps  the  worst  and 
the  most  alisurd  Constitution  in  tlie 
world.  Wliat  would  lie  tlie  result  if 
the  Ilouse  of  Commons,  in  the  exercise 
of  its  undoubted  ripht  tn  refuse  ."^niiply. 
refused  all  suppliis?  Wljat  would 
iiappen  if  the  Queen,  in  the  exercise  of 
her  undoubted  ri]L'lit  to  di.ssolve  Parlia- 
ment, were  Ui  dissolve  all  Parliaments, 
without  permitting  them  to  do  any 
work  ?  We  must  proceed  in  all  these 
great  matters  ujwn  the  belief  that  a 
certain  amount  of  common  sense  does, 
Mr.  W.  *^.  nituist-mui 


after  all,  enter  into  the  transactions  of 
mankind,  or  if,  unhappily,  the  stock  of  it 
should  on  any  occasion  altogether  fail  and 
Ix-  exhausted,  u  remedy  would  be  found 
when  the  exigencies  should  arise.  Bat 
I  deprecate  discussing  this  question 
on  the  ba.sis  of  extreme  cases.  No  such 
extreme  case  has  ever  come  into  view  in 
the  exercise  of  the  power  of  the  Crown 
to  cede  territory,  any  more  than  it  has 
in  the  exercise  of  the  power  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  refuse  all  supplies, 
or  of  the  Crowu  or  its  advisers  to  bnfSo 
Parliamentary  institutions  or  frnstmto 
them  by  successive  dissolutions.  There 
is  one  thing  which  I  think  is  stUl  higher 
than  the  dictn  of  Legal  Autlifirities  in 
*his  important  question,and  it  is  our  long, 
uniform,  and  unbroken  course  of  piTictice, 
It  is  one  thing  to  stand  ujxm  the  opinion 
of  an  ingenious  or  even  a  learned  man  ;  it 
is  another  thing  to  cite  the  authority  of 
an  entire  State,  signified  in  pi-actical  con- 
oijisions,  after  debate  and  discussion  in 
every  possible  form,  all  bearing  in  one 
direction  and  stamped  with  one  and  tbo 
.same  character.  It  is  hardly  possible.  I 
believe,  to  conceive  any  Idnd  of  territory 
— colonies  acquired  by  conquest,  colonies 
luxpired  by  settlement,  with  representa- 
tive institutions  or  withoutrepresentative 
institutions — it  is  not  possible  to  point  out 
rtuy  class  of  territ<iry  where  you  cannot 
show  cases  of  cession  by  the  Crown  with- 
out the  autliority  of  Parliament.  Do  not 
let  it  be  supposed  that  T  am  in  favour  of 
nction  outside  Parliament.  I  wll  come 
to  that  point  by-and-by,  when  I  deal 
with  the  doctrine  as  to  the  way  in  which 
tliese  matters  are  conducted.  Is  there 
any  doubt,  is  there  any  question,  that 
land  subject  to  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment has  beeu  ceded  by  the  Crown 
without  reference  to  the  ivction  of  Parlia- 
ment 1  Twenty-three  cessions,  as  I  have  ^ 
said,  have  been  stated  in  judicial  pro- 
ceedings to  have  been  made  in  India 
before  the  Mutiny,  and  since  1784,  at  any 
I'ate,  all  Indian  territory  has  been  abHO- 
lutely  subject  to  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment. In  the  case  of  Newfoundhind, 
the  Islands  of  St.  Pierre  and  ^ 
Miquelon,  which  were  necessary  to 
France  to  enable  her  to  exorcise  the 
rights  of  fishing  secured  to  her  by 
Treaty,  were  ceded  to  France.  If  there 
bo  any  doubt  on  the  point  there  are 
others  more  learned  than  myself  who 
will   be  able  to  exhibit  the  doctrine  in 
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its  plenitude,  in  an  overwhelming  mass 
of  evidunce,  so  much  so  as  really  to  bear 
out  what  I  have  said — that  it  is  hardly 
an  exaggeration  to  say  tliat  in  scores  of 
eases  cession  has  taken   place,  and  in  all 
cases  tlie  practicL'   1ms  been   uniform  for 
1      the    Ministers   of  the    Crown  to  advise 
L     u]Kin  their  responsibility,  for  the  Crown 
|t>  to  act,  and  for  Parliament  to  accept  the 
f     results.     I  am  ready  to  admit  that  a  great 
I      deal  may  be  said  in  the  way  of  presump- 
[      tiveargumentagninst  such  a  practice.    It 
[      is  very  easy  to  state  such  an  argument. 
I      It  is  easy  to  say  that  the  negotiation  of 
Treaties  is  much  more  iu  the  nature  of  a 
legislative  than   of  a   merely  executivu 
function,  and   if   you    will   not  entrust 
legislation  to  the  executive  power,  why 
do  you   trust  to   the  Executive  Treaty- 
making,  which  involves  legislation  of  the 
most     important    ciuiraettsr,    the     mure 
important  and   more  dangerous  that  to 
alter  it  or  tt)  revoke  it  does  not  depend 
up  m  ourselves,  but  requires  the  asst-nt 
of  another  party  ?     But,  looking  broadly 
at  the  case,  I  take  it  t^  be  thus.     I  have 
searched    for    precedents — I    have    con- 
sidered the  whole   time  covered   by  my 
own   life,  and,   as  well  as  I  could,  sorae 
time  before  my  own  life,  and  I  have  not 
I      been    able   tu   find   a   case   in    which   a 
I      Treaty  lias  been  made  which  hjis   l>ecii 
disapproved  by  the  majority  of  the  Ho\ise 
of  Commons.     I  do  not  think  there  is  a 
single  instance  of  this.     I  can  point  to 
^MLstances  of   Treaties   having  been   dis- 
^Htpproved   of ;    tlierc   are,    no  doubt,  in- 
^stjinces  in  wiiif:]!    I  iiave  disapproved  of 
certain  Treaties  myself,  whicii  Inivo  been 
entiTed    into,    but  on   these   occasiou.s  I 
was,  unfortunately,  in  a  minority,   and 
not  in   the   majority  of   the  dny.     I  am 
thinking  directly  of  the  Treaty  entered 
into  some  12   years  ago  with   regard  to 
-Armenia  and  Cyprus,  a  Treaty  which,  I 
must  own,  differed  from  this,  which  has 
nothing  to  do  with  Party  considerations. 
I  was  opposed  to  the  Armenian  Treaty. 
I  thought  it    was  a  bad  Treaty,  but  it 
was  approved  jf  by  the  majority  of  the 
House   of   Commons.     If  tlie    House  of 
Commons  does  not  approve  of  a  Treaty 
which  has  been  entei-ed  into  it  can,  of 
course,  turn  out  the  Government  of  the 
day,    which   would   be  very  careful,  on 
turning  to  Office,  m.'it  to  enter  into  such 
eaties  again.     The  effect  of  the  present 
stem,     therefore,     be    it    theoretically 
;ood  or  theoretically  bad,  places  in  the 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.     [thied  sbeiks.] 


Hous"  of  Commons  the  supreme  contro 
over  the  Treaty-making  power  of  the 
Crown.  Is  that  to  be  the  case  after 
the  Treaty-making  power  comes  to  be 
handled  by  this  Bill  ?  It  seems 
to  me  almost  a  necessity  that  out  of 
this  proceeding  som.e  complications  of 
weight  and  import)\nce  must  grow, 
deeply  affecting  the  relations  of  the 
Crown  and  Parliament  and  the  adminis- 
tration  of  political  power.  Speaking 
roughly,  as  the  matter  now  stands,  we 
have,  virtually,  the  whole  control.  The 
otherbnuich  of  the  Legislature — tlicHouse 
of  Lords — cannot  turn  out  a  Government. 
Wf ,  if  we  have  votifS  enough,  can.  Bat 
will  that  be  so  after  this?  No.  Tliat 
which  we  now  have  exclusively  yon 
invite  us  to  halve  with  tlie  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature.  Now.  I 
have  said  I  do  cot  wish  to  make  this  a 
Party  dispute,  and,  therefore,  I  do  not 
want  hon.  Gentlemen  opjjosite  to  listen 
to  this,  which  I  offer  rather  as  considera- 
tion to  Members  on  this  side,  who  have 
a  natural  tendency  to  say,  the  more  you 
take  from  the  Crown  and  give  to  Parlia- 
ment the  better.  That  is  a  presumption 
in  the  Liberal  mind  ;  it  may  be  sound,  it 
may  be  right  ;  I  do  not  discuss  it.  But  I 
must  point  out  that  what  is  now  pro- 
posed is  to  take  a  power  which  we  now 
possess  in  a  form,  theoretically  irregular, 
but  practically  effective — to  tiil-e  this 
power  out  of  our  hands  and  divide  it 
with  another  As.sembly.  I  ho[Hf  I  alnill 
not  be  thought  guilty  of  intmduciug 
Party  pre[)Ossessions  if  I  point  out  that 
while  thu  [wlitical  complexion  of  this 
Assembly  varies  after  General  KUctions, 
the  iHjlitical  complexion  of  the  Mouse  of 
Loi-ds  never  changes.  I  do  not  untioi- 
jiatc  any  Administration  of  the  same 
fohmr  as  the  present  Administration 
wilt  meet  with  any  obstacle  in  the 
management  of  the  Treaty-making  power 
ill  making  it  subject  to  the  action  of  the 
Hiiuse  of  Lords.  But,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  since  the  Reform  Act  12 
out  of  the  14  Parliaments  have  had  a 
Liberal  Government  in  office,  I  can 
conceive  that  some  difficulty  might,  in  the 
future,  arise  in  bringing  into  complete 
unity  the  general  political  sentiment 
actuating  the  House  of  Lords,  and  that 
which  a  Liberal  Government,  and  a 
Liberal  House  of  Commons,  might  feel 
due  to  the  wishes  and  interests  of  the 
pL-opli'.  That  being  so,  1  find  myself  iu 
2  D 
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great  diflBculty.  I  think  it  is  quite 
obvious  that,  in  a  matter  such  as  this,  of 
sucli  vitiil  im(Kirtiinc?e,  if  we  are  to  depirt 
from  the  unifiirm  and  thoroughly  estab- 
lished pHictice,  thoroughly  rooted  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  country,  such  a 
change  ought  to  be  made  with  care  and 
caution,  after  investigation  and  upon  the 
full  respimsibility  of  Ministers  of  the 
Oro\vn,  who  have  not,  on  this  o(tcasion, 
found  it  necessary  even  to  mention  that 
such  a  change  was — not  meditated,  not 
contemplated,  not  in  any  of  those  limlxis 
where  certain  legislative  projects,  such  as 
Irish  locjil  legislation  still  abide — but 
alive,  at  work,  and  embodied  in  a  Bill  to 
which  wo  are  now  naked  to  give  a  Second 
Reading.  I  believe  that  I  am  right  in 
saying  that  no  statesman  of  this  country, 
no  person  whose  name  can  be  quoted  as 
of  eatiiblished  authority  in  this  Assembly, 
has  ever  questioned  the  existing  system. 
,  Fox  thought  of  questioning  it  in  17^*2, 
Imt  when  he  came  to  look  closely  into 
the  subject  he  abandoned  his  intention. 
In  1843,  which  is  in  my  own  recollec- 
ti<in,  in  the  ease  of  the  Maine  boundary, 
when  territory  had,  undoubtedly,  been 
given  away,  Lord  Palmerston  challenged 
the  arrangement,  but  never  questioned 
the  competency  of  the  Crown  to  do  what 
it  had  done.  If  we  are  to  change  all 
this,  we  ought  to  think  well  how  wo 
change  it,  and  how  far  the  change  is  to 
go.  Already,  in  connection  with  this 
proceeding,  while  we  seem  tj  be  c/w- 
sidering  the  cession  of  Heligoland,  we 
are  considering  the  whole  Anglo-German 
Agreement,  which  becomes  waste  paf)er 
if  you  withhold  your  approval  from  the 
cession  of  Heligoland.  I  think  I  shall 
receive  the  universal  assent  of  the 
House  when  I  say  that  such  a  change,  if 
it  ought  to  bo  made — and  I  am  far  frojn 
precluding  the  discussion  of  it — nught 
not  tti  be  made  until  the  matter  has  been 
examined  and  sifted  to  the  bottom.  Surh 
a  cliange  ought  not  to  be  made  mtb 
xileiUio.  It  should  be  made,  if  at  all. 
with  our  eyes  open,  and  our  minds 
awake,  with  full  knowledge  of  what 
it  is  we  are  abolishing  and  why  we 
abolish  it,  of  what  we  are  substi- 
tuting, and  why  we  venture  on  such 
u  substitution.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  find  myself  in  a  position  of 
diflBculty,  whicli  precludes  me  from 
taking  part  in  the  proceedings  on  the 
pre.scjit  Bill.  I  have  not  shrank  from 
Jfr.  W.  £.  Gtadslone 


the  responsibility  of  going  over  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  the  Agreement  which  has 
been  made  ;and,  if  legitimately  proposed, 
I  would  not  wish  to  withhold  my  assent 
b()  what  hits  been  laid  before  us  ud  the 
merits  of  the  proposal.  Dn(|nestionably 
I  cannot  vote  against  the  Bill.  Wliat 
has  been  promiard  to  Germany  Her 
Majesty  was  fully  entitled  and  authorised 
to  give,  and  it  was  what  the  German 
Government  was  perfectly  entitled  to 
l;>elieve  that  Parliament  would  at  ouco 
affirm.  The  German  Emperor  lives  ia 
a  learned  land,  where  doct<ir8  and  pro- 
fessors abound.  There  are  those  about 
t,he  German  Government  who  know  the 
history  of  other  countries  better  than 
the  inhabitants  themselves,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  they  know  very  well  that 
the  Treaty-making  power  lies  with  the 
Grown,  and  that  the  reservation  that  has 
been  made  is  a  reservation  ipei-ely  com- 
pHmentiry  and  formal.  I  do  not  feel 
myself  able,  if  I  had  the  right,  if  I  were 
entitled  to  give  or  withhold  it,  to  with- 
hold my  assent  to  the  Bill.  But  I  am 
not  competent  to  deal  with  it.  I  am  not 
disp)sed  to  lend  any  aid  in  making  this 
precedent  on  a  matter  of  profound  and 
vital  importance  in  the  constitutioual 
practice  of  this  country.  I  value  tlie 
British  Constitution,  and  would  not  touch 
it  except  on  good  cause  shown.  I  do 
not  see  any  good  cause  for  touching  the 
Treaty-making  power  at  the  present 
moment.  1  do  not  know  to  what  extent 
this  Bill,  which  1  suppose  will  go  forward, 
will  create  a  precedent ;  1  do  nut  know 
what  bearing  it  may  have  on  the  power 
of  the  Crown  to  cede  territory.  I  can 
conceive  that  it  might  be  urged,  if  Par- 
liament is  asked  to  vote  the  cession  of 
Heligoland,  questions  as  to  the  validity 
of  other  cessions  in  former  times  may 
1x3  raised,  because  the  Crown  mode  those 
csssions  without  the  sanction  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  1  must  decline 
to  be  a  party  to  instituting  such  aprece- 
eedent  at  all,  and  I  must  decline  taking 
any  part  in  the  proceedings  on  the  present 
Bill.  That  may  be  consolatory  to  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  opjMjsite.  for  he 
considers  the  dispatch  of  business 
towards  the  end  of  the  Session  consti- 
tutes the  Alpha  and  Omega  of  our  duty. 
I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  mo  credit,  in  endeavouring  to  sn.sttiin 
my  argument,  for  not  being  actuated 
by    any    f<ictiou.s    feeling.       It     really 
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touches  a  matter  of  deep,  serious,  pro- 
found interest  and  importance.  I  wish 
to  wash  my  hands  of  these  proceedings  as 
constituting  a  precedent.  I  repeat  my 
assurance  that  I  appreciate  the  motives 
that  have  actuated  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  these  proceedings,  but  I 
do  trust  that  the  House  will  beiir  in 
mind  that  we  are  dealing  with  matters 
which,  though  not  very  immediately  in 
view,  are,  nevertheless,  of  vital  conse- 
quence to  the  country,  and  that  in 
making  changes  some  care,  and  some 
reverence  even,  is  due  to  the  Constitu- 
tion under  which  we  live. 

(6.15.)  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Goscren,  St, 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  1  beg  to 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
is  no  consolation  to  Her  Majesty's  Gu- 
vernmeut  that  he  should  propose  to 
withdraw  from  fui-ther  discussion  of  the 
Bill.  ■  Looking  at  tlie  tone  and  8i>irit 
with  which  he  has  treated  the  question, 
it  would  have  been  a  great  satisfaction 
to  us  to  have  had  the  advantage  of  his 
great  knowledge  and  erperionce.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  paid  a  compli- 
ment to  my  noble  Friend  tlie  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  He  has 
given  unqualified  praise  to  my  noble 
Friend  for  tlie  spirit  with  which  he  has 
conducted  the  negotiations ;  and  I  am 
glad  that  it  should  be  known,  both 
in  Germany  and  elsewhere,  that,  so  far 
na  the  substance  of  the  Agreement  is 
concerned,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
re|)resentLng  as  he  does  so  large  a  pro- 
portion of  hon.  Members  who  sit  opposite, 
should  iiavc  associated  himself  with  the 
genei-al  feeling  of  satisfaction  that  an 
Agreement  has  been  come  to  with  the 
friendly  Power  of  Germany.  1  will  not 
follow  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  the  first 
part  of  his  speech.  I  see  with  great 
pleasure  that,  so  far  as  the  African  ques- 
tion is  concerned,  he  considers  that  the 
rights  of  the  natives  remain  in  exactly 
the  Slime  position  as  now,  and  that  the 
Agreement  will  not  to  any  extent  change 
their  position.  I  am  sure  that  he  will 
also  associrite  him-iiolf  with  the  general 
feeling  which  I  believe  wHll  exist  in  this 
Hou^^e,  tliat  it  is  satisfactory  to  have 
terminated  the  race  or  ctjmpeiition  with 
Germany  in  those  regions,  and  tliat  we 
shall,  for  the  future,  be  able  to  pursue  our 
colonising  efforts  witiiout  that  jealousy 
which    otherwise    might  have  existed. 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  8jK)ke  with 
great  discretion,  and  touched  in  the 
sligiitest  possible  manner,  on  what  he 
called  the  error  of  my  noble  Friend  in 
having  concluded  negotiations  with  Ger- 
many bofore  he  had  invited  France  to 
consent  to  the  proposal  with  regard  to 
the  protectorate  of  Zanzihir.  I  am  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  through 
the  deUeaey  with  which  he  t/inched  ui)on 
the  question,  has  relieved  us  from  the 
necessity  of  going  into  the  matter  during 
the  [auiding  negotiations  with  France, 
which,  I  believe,  in  a  short  time  will  lie 
brought  to  a  satisfjictory  termination.  At 
any  time  after  the  negotiations  are  con- 
cluded we  will  be  prepared  to  enter  into 
a  di.scussion  of  "  the  error,"  as  he  called 
it.  With  regard  to  Heligoland,  wo  do 
not  take  any  exception  to  the  hojie  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expresses  with 
reajject  to  the  declaration  of  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  as  to  the 
statim  of  Briti.sh  subjects  in  Heligoland 
and  their  children  in  the  future.  Tho 
question  Ls  a  compUcated  one  ;  it  depends 
on  the  interpretation  of  German  law.  ■ 
We  are  satisfied  that  the  statement  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  absolutely 
correct,  and  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Heligoland  and  their  children  retain  the 
full  rights  of  British  subjects.  We  have 
made  every  provision  possible  for  tho 
status  of  those  from  whom  we  jiart.  The 
main  joint  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  touched  uikiu  the  Con- 
stitutional question  of  the  treaty-making 
power,  and  we  must  admit  to  the  full 
the  right  and  the  duty  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  holding  the  views  that  he 
does,  in  placing  his  moat  interesting  and 
learned  arguments  fnllj'  before  the 
House.  He  has  saved  the  House  from 
tho  remark  that  a  matter  of  this  kind 
had  been  passed  over  sub  >tHmit.w.  I 
notice  that  the  friends  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  House  of  Lords  did 
not  raise  the  question.  If  they  had 
done  so  ray  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Forcigpi  Affairs  would  have 
lieen  most  competent  to  deal  with  it.  At 
all  events,  I  am  prepared  to  the  beat  of 
my  ability,  though  practically  without 
notice  timt  this  particular  jxiint  would  be 
raised — but  of  that  I  make  no  complaint 
— I  say  I  am  prepared  to  deal  with  it. 
With  one  most  important  point  in  the 
conclusion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  let  me  at  once  attempt 
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o  deal.  The  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  said 
if  we  attempted  to  find  a  precedent  for 
the  course  we  had  pursued  in  asking  the 
assent  of  Parliament  to  the  cession  he 
doubted  if  we  could  find  it.  We  do 
not  for  a  moment  base  our  argument 
oil  the  assumption  that  the  assent  of 
Parliament  was  indispensable  to  the 
cession.  If  we  were  to  say  that  by  no 
, other  means  would  it  be  legal  to  make  the 
cession,  then  there  would  lie  sometliing 
in  the  argument  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
But  we  do  not  take  that  ground.  There 
is  one  point  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  call  attention,  and 
that  is,  that  in  the  agreement  itself  it  is 
stipulated  between  the  Crown  and  the 
Gernnm  Emperor  tlmt  the  assent  of  Par- 
liament shall  be  given.  It  is  a  perfectly 
right  contention  that  we  were  right  or  we 
were  wrong  in  stipulating  for  the  assent 
of  Parliament,  but  it  is  not  for  Parlia- 
ment to  say  that  such  an  assent  should 
be  reserved  to  it.  It  is  the  Crown 
which  lias  stijmlatod  for  the  assent  of 
Parliament,  and  it  is  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown  to  deal  with  (he  matter.  But 
it  wa.s  the  wish  of  the  Crown  that  Parlia- 
ment shciuld  bo  associated  with  it  in  this 
oafle.  My  right  hon.  Friend  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  some  doubt  has  been 
expressed  ujjon  the  jjoint  of  whether  the 
assent  of  Parliament  was  required.  I 
think  I  shall  have  the  assent  of  Members 
in  viiriims  quarters  of  the  House  when  I 
say  that  if  tiierc  was  any  doubt  on  the 
point  it  was  better  that  it  should  be 
solved  by  taking  tlie  assent  of  Parliament. 
But  I  do  not  rest  upon  that  argument. 
I  rest  upon  the  argument  that  we  were 
not  obliired  to  ask  the  assent  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with 
some  ingenuity,  ]iut  the  question  of  the 
whole  treaty-making  jiower  on  this  imr- 
ticuhir  point,  which  involves  the  cession 
of  territory.  I  should  be  as  anxious  as 
the  righthon.  Gentleman  to  preserve  to  the 
Crown  the  Treaty-making  Power.  I 
know  that  is  not  the  view  of  some  hon. 
Members — those  who  contend  that  tlie 
Treaty-making  Power  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  this  House.  I  nm  glad  that  we 
are  strengthened  by  the  very  pow(Tf»il 
speech  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
on  bolialf  of  the  policy  of  retaining  the 
Treaty-making  Power  in  the  Crown. 
We  do  not  wish  to  set  the  example  that 
Treaties  siiould  ins-.iriably  or  sreuerally 
be  subiiiitted  to  t\\\»  House  before  they 
lir.  Ootchen 


are    made.     I     wish    to    reinfoice    the' 
argument  of  my  right  hon.  Friend   oa 
that  head.     I  wish  to  say  that  there  ari 
many  cases    in    whicb    to   require   th 
sanction  of  Parliament  to  the  making  of 
Treaties  would   be   extremely   inipolitio. 
I   am    perfectly    ready    to    leave    as   a 
general   question   the    risks   which   the. 
right    hon.   Gentleman  intimated  migli 
follow,  when   he   said    that  tlie  presen' 
position  was  this — that  it  was  the  Ho' 
I  if  Commons,  and  not  the  House  of  Lordi 
with  whom  the  ratification  of  the  Treaty, 
making  Power  rested,  because  the  Houi 
of  Commons  has  the  power  of  punishi 
-Ministers,  and  the  House    of    Lords 
deprived   of   that   interesting   functioiuj 
That  power  of  the    Honse  of  Commo: 
no   doubt,    is   a    great   restraint    njwa 
Governments   in    ne-gotiating    Treaties, 
and  it  must  keep  the  entire  responsibility 
of  it.     But  I  am    not  sorry  that,  upon  a 
point  so  vital  as  the  cession  of  territory, 
in    time    of    peace    and   not    under    thi 
pressure  of  war,  Parliament  should  havi 
b^en  asked  to  give  its  assent.     It  is  noi 
an  indispensable  assent.     It  is  indlspens- 
ahle    in    this  case,    because    the  Crown 
hiis   inserted  a  clause  to  that  effect.     I 
followed  with  attention  and  interest  the 
precedents  quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.    None  of   those   precedents  beuis 
even  n  near  analogy  to  the  present  caaOi 
But  the  very  fact  that  these  negctiationi 
were    not    an    absolutely    indispensubl 
suttlomeut  of  an  international  dispute, 
bat  merely  a  matter  (jf  policy,   adopted 
without  pressure,  and  under  no  compul- 
sion from  any  Power  whatever,  seemed 
t<i  make  it  more  desirable  that  we  should 
Imve  the  assent  of    Parliament  to  the 
transfer  of  persons  who  are  British  sub- 
jects ;    l)ecau8e  the  cession   of  territory 
in  which  there  are  British  subjects  is  a 
mattttr  which  should  be  dealt  with  with 
extraordinary  prudence  and  the  fullei 
consideration  on  all    sides.     Wo  accept' 
this  responsibility.     We  admit  that  it  is 
a  departure  in  a  certain  sense  from'  pintv 
tice,  though  there  is  no  precedent  which 
would  be  exactly  analogous  to  this  case. 
This   view   does   not   involve    that   the. 
assent  of  Parliament  is  indispensable 
Treaty  making,  or  even  to  the  cession  o: 
territory.     But  there  are  occasions  when 
the  Crown,  while  reserving  its  full  righ; 
of  making  a  Treaty,  if  it  chooses,  may, 
on  the  advice  of  its  Mini.sters,   after  an 
Agreement  has  been  made  and  entered 
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iufci),  wliich  tnuisfi-rs  British  subject* 
from  one  allegiance  to  anotlier,  submit  it 
for  the  approval  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament 

(6.33.)  Sir  W.  HAROODRT  (Derby) : 
I  have  b'steued  most  attentively  to  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, bat  I  am  as  far  iiseverfnsm  under- 
standing why  the  Government  have 
thought  it  worth  ■while,  on  a  great  con- 
stitutional question,  t<i  change  absolutely 
in  silence  the  whole  practice  of  P.-irlia- 
ment,  iiJfecting,  aa  it  does,  the  relations  of 
Parli!imonttotlieGrown,and  of  one  House 
of  Parliament  to  the  other.  It  is,  I  suppose, 
a  part  of  that  remarkably  morbid  jmssioii 
which  the  j)resont  Government  have 
for  unnecessarily  raising  constitutiotuil 
qaastions  on  matters  where  every  one  is 
agi\«d.  The  Chancellor  of  the  I'lxehe- 
quer  (.^annot  deny  that  there  is  no 
example  in  the  history  of  the  English 
Constitution  of  a  Bill  of  this  character 
for  such  a  purpose.  The  ordinary  form 
in  dealing  with  Treaties,  whether  they  te 
Ti*eaties  of  cession,  or  any  other  Treaties, 
is  to  lay  the  Treaty  before  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and,  if  the  Treaty  is  of 
sufficient  importance,  to  move  an  Address 
of  approval  by  Parliament  to  the  Treaty 
made  by  the  Crown.  If,  as  in  cases  of 
minor  cessions,  the  Treaty  is  not  of  suffi- 
cient importance,  it  lies  on  the  Table  ; 
no  one  thinks  it  worth  while  to  move  an 
Address ;  and  the  cession  takes  place 
without  the  approval  of  Parliament. 
That  is  unquestionably  the  Con.stitutional 
Law  and  practice,  and  why  has  it  been 
departed  from  ?  Wliy  have  the  Govern- 
ment not,  in  both  Houses  of  Parliaraent, 
moved  an  Address  approving  the  Anglo- 
German  Agreement  t  Tlint  is  the  con- 
stitutional practice,  and  if  it  hfid  been 
followed  we  should  have  had  the  whnle 
Treaty  before  us.  But  instead  of  that 
the  Government  bring  in  a  Bill  in  a  way 
never  before  heard  of.  They  pick  out 
one  article,  and  the  opinion  of  the  House 
is  not  asked  as  to  the  whole  Anglo- 
German  Treaty,  but  only  as  to  this  one 
article  referring  to  Heligoland.  Tlie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says  that 
nothing  wna  said  alwut  this  procedure 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  I  should  think 
not  ;  it  is  far  too  much  to  their  advantuiTc 
for  them  to  raise  any  such  questi<iii  of  law. 
Then  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
says  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  ask  the 
leave  of  Parliament,    but  that  this  was 


done  merely  out  of  the  bounty  of  the 
Crown.  But  I  will  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  this — that  if  there  is  anything 
clear  and  cert)iin  in  the  constitutioual 
history  of  this  country  it  is  that  where 
taxation  or  anything  else  has  been  em- 
jiowered  by  ])rc'rogative  alone,  and  the 
interposition  of  Parliament  has  been 
subsequently  invited  ur  I'nforced,  that 
prerogative  has  gone.  No  constitutional 
lawyer  can  deny  that,  for  it  is  proved  in 
every  chapter  of  hiatorj'.  The  growing 
power  of  Parliament  and  the  waning 
power  of  prerogative  are  attributable  to 
the  fact  that  Parliament  has  been  intro- 
duced int<3  matters  that  were  once  done 
liy  prerogative  alone  ;  and  once  the 
interference  of  Parliament  has  been 
established  it  cannot  be  disestablished. 
Do  not  let  it  be  »6upposed  that 
this  is  a  small  thing.  There  was 
another  argiiment  used  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  which  was 
hardly  worthy  of  his  abilities.  He 
urged  that  this  was  nothing,  because  it 
was  inserted  in  the  Bill  that  the  Crown 
had  itself  in  the  Treaty  proposed  the 
assent  of  Parliament.  The  Crown  has 
always  done  that  in  the  class  of  Treaties 
to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  referred.  The 
Crown  18  obliged  to  do  it.  Take  any 
Treaty  of  Commerce — your  own  Sugar 
Treaty,  for  example.  In  that  Treaty  the 
Crown  inserted  that  it  should  be  under 
the  assent  of  Parliament.  Was  that 
because  the  Crown  resei-ved  the  jiowor 
not  to  ask  the  assent  of  Parliament  ?  Why 
is  the  Parliamentary  assent  given  to  Loan 
Treaties  or  Commercial  Treaties  1  Because 
it  does  not  belong  to  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown  to  tax  or  lend  the  money  of 
the  people.  Therefore,  when  a  Treaty  of 
this  kind  is  made,  the  assent  of  Parlia- 
ment is  reserved  exactly  in  the  words 
that  he  used,  because  the  Crown  cannot 
do  it  without  the  assent  of  Parliiiment. 
The  suggestion  that  the  Crown  has  the 
power  to  do  these  things  without  the 
assent  of  Parliament  is  coiitrai^  to 
practice.  Does  any  man  deny  that,  in 
every  case  where  cessions  have  been 
made,  they  have  been  made  by  the 
prcrogiitive  of  the  Crown  without  a  Bill  ? 
1  n  1 783,  when  the  great  cessions  were 
made  in  the  Treaty  of  Loi'd  Bute,  they 
were  violently  opposed,  as  every- 
body remembers,  by  Lord  Chatham. 
If      he      could      have      argued      that 
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those  cessions  to  Spain  and  Fi-anco 
must  have  the  assent  of  Parliiunent  by 
Bill,  he  would  have  advanced  that  argu- 
ment. How  did  this  unlearned  df)nbt 
ever  arise  ?  This  is  a  subject  into  whicli 
I  was  professionally  called  upon  to 
inquire  some  years  ago,  and  it  was  care- 
fully sifted  in  the  Courts  of  Law  before 
a  very  competent  tribunal.  As  far  as  I 
know,  the  idea  that  a  cession  of  territory 
required  the  authority  of  Parliament 
was  suggested  for  the  first  time  in  the 
Debate,  during  the  Sholburno  Adminis- 
ti-ation,  which  gave  rise  to  the  notorious 
e-oalitioD,  and  which  was  started  by  Lt^rd 
Carlisle  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
idea  received  some  countenance  from 
Lord  Ijoughboix)ugh,  but  it  was  stamped 
out  forever  by  a  s|)eech  of  Lord  Thurlow'a, 
tlion  Lord  Chancellor,  who  treated  it  with 
the  greatest  contempt,  for  he  said  that 
no  one  over  heard  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment toiug  requii-ed  for  a  cession  of 
territory.  Mr.  Fox,  and  all  those  who 
were  violently  opposed  to  the  cessions  in 
the  Treaty  uf  1783,  would  have  used 
this  argument  if  they  could  have  douo 
so.  The  cessions  were  far  more  im- 
portant than  that  which  the  House  is 
now  dealing  with.  They  included 
Minorca,  Florida,  St.  Pierre,  and 
Miquolon,  and  there  was  no  attempt  to 
carry  them  out  by  Bill.  From  that  time 
the  projK)sition  that  ee8.sion  of  territory 
requires  the  sanction  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament has  never  bu'on  maintained  by 
any  responsible  statesman  or  by  any 
author  worthy  of  any  credit  or  autiiority. 
People  who  have  not  examined  the 
subject  say  tliat  the  cession  of  territory 
is  different  from  other  Treaty-making 
powers.  They  do  not  differ  at  all. 
Cessions  of  territory  are  almost  always 
made  for  corresponding  considerations 
to  those  in  this  case ;  and  you  cannot 
deal  with  one  part  of  a  Treaty  without 
dealing  with  the  whole.  Although, 
aj)p»rently,  in  this  cjise  the  House  is 
asked  only  to  deal  with  the  cession  of 
Heligoland,  you  are,  in  fact,  dealing 
witli  the  whole  Treaty-making  power. 
Commercial  Treaties  are  generally  made 
aa  separate  Treaties,  but  cession  is 
always  a  consideration  for  some  other 
advantage,  it  may  be  the  cession  of  some 
other  territory,  or  it  may  be  the  settle- 
ment of  Some  disputed  question,  an  here. 
I  venture  to  assert  there  is  no  precedent 
for  asking  the  assent  of  Parliament 
Sir  W.  Uareowrt 


merely  to  a  cession  of  territory.  When  the 
subject  of  the  Ionian  Islands  was  under 
consideration  an  hon.  Member  said  that 
they  ought  not  to  be  given  up  by  Aot  of 
Parliament.  Lord  Palmeraton  said  it 
was  not  a  cession  ;  but  if  it  were  he  said 
that  there  was  no  question  that  the 
Crown,"  by  its  prerogative,  might  make  a 
Treaty  alienating  such  possession  without 
the  consent  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  the  history  of  the  country 
furnished  numerous  instances  in  which 
cessions  of  this  kind  had  btten  made,  as 
in  the  case  of  Senegal,  Minoix-a,  Floiida, 
the  Islands  of  St.  Pierre  and  Miquelon, 
wliich  were  all  ceded  by  Treaty  to  some 
Foreign  Power.  Therefore,  there  can  be 
no  question  as  to  the  com[K:tency  of  the 
Crown  to  make  the  cession.  I  do  not 
understand  the  Government  to  deny 
that  this  Treaty-making  power  resides  in 
the  Crown  alone.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
perfectly  gnituitous  to  depart  from  the 
principle.  It  it  were  necessary  I  could 
show  this  by  appealing  to  the  highest 
authorities.  Kent,  in  his  Commontiiries, 
8!iys  that  wherever  resides  the  Treaty- 
making  [Xjwer  there  resides  the  right  of 
cession,  unless  the  Constitution  ex- 
pressly excludes  it.  This  subject  was 
carefully  considered  by  the  founders  of 
tlie  American  Constitution,  to  whom 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  referred  in 
terms  of  well-deserved  eulogium.  In 
1 7.SS,  after  the  original  Union  of  the 
States,  and  when  the  Federal  Union  was 
constituted,  they  cjirefully  considered 
the  Treaty-making  power  and  the 
powers  of  the  Executive  of  the  United 
States ;  and  there  is  nothing,  I  think, 
u)  the  liistory  of  Constitutional  Ijii  w  so 
instructive  as  the  discussion  of  those 
matters  in  the  Federalist  by  Alexander 
Hamilt<in.  In  an  1869  number  he 
says— 

■'  Th«  King  of  Oreat  Britain  can,  of  his  uwn 
accord,  make  TreatiuH  of  peace,  commtirca,  and 
alliance.  It  haa  heim  asserted  that  his  autho- 
rity in  thin  respect  is  not  cnnchisive,  and  that 
conventions  willi  ForeiRO  Powers  are  siitiject  to 
rovisiou  and  stand  in  Det»d  of  ratifiaition  in 
Parliament,  but  I  believe  that  this  doctrine  waa 
never  heard  of  until  it  was  broached  on  this 
occasion.  Every  jurist  of  that  Kingdom  and 
man  ae(|uainted  with  its  Constitution  knows 
it  is  an  established  fact  that  the  prerogative  of 
making  Treaties  exists  in  the  Crown  in  its  ut- 
most plenitude.  Parlinraoiit,  it  is  true,  is 
sometimes  seen  employing  itself  in  altering  ex- 
isting laws  in  conformity  with  the  stipulations  of 
new  Treaties,  and  this  may  possibly  have  given 
birth  to  the  imaginatioos  tluit  iU  co-opcralion 
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was  nccoBaary  to  the  obligHtory  eflicacy  of  a 
Treaty." 

1  uuderatiind  that  that   doctrine    is   not 
denied  by  the  Crown.     I   liave  heard  it 
said  that  this  doctrine  only  applies  to 
cessions  made  after  a  war,     There  is  no 
foundation   for    any   statement    of    this 
kind  ;  there  is  no  authority,  no  example. 
Cessions  have   been    made   in   peace,  as 
well  as  Treaties  at   the   conclusion   of  ii 
war,  over  and  over  again.     For  iustiince, 
in  1814-Bantam  was  conceded  to  Holland. 
It  has  been  said  that    there  might   be  ii 
different  rule  in    resjiect  of  Ti-eiities  for 
wlvich  Parliament  has  legislated.     There 
is  no  foundation  for  that  distinction  at 
all.     The  Crown  has  conceded  territories 
over  and  over  again,  besides  the  Lidiau 
territories,   where  Parliament  has  legis- 
hited  in  resj-iect  of  them.     1  give,  as  an 
example,  the  cession  of  the  Gold  Coast 
to  the  Dutxjh  in   1867   by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Derby.     That  Treaty  was 
signed  by  Lord  Carnarvon  (whose  loss,  1 
am  sui-e,  we  all  deeply  defilore),  and  by 
the  present  Lord  Derby.      In   1843  an 
Act  of  Parliament  was  passed  specially 
dettling  witli  that  territory,  and  in  order 
to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  provide  for  the 
government  of  her  settlements   on   the 
coast  of  Africa.     I  would  also  give  the  ces- 
sion of  the  English  iwssessions  in  Sumatra, 
wliich  were  legislated  for  by  Parliament. 
They  were  ceded  by  Treaty  to  the  Dutch 
in   exchange  for   the   possession  of  the 
t<traits  Settlements,  without  an  Act  of 
Parliament.    No  instance  can  be  given  in 
limitation   of    the   prerogative    in    this 
respect.    I  say  this  with  some  confidence, 
because  it  happened  that  in   1875  I  was 
counsel  in  the  Privy  Council  in  a  matter 
where    this   question    was  raised.     The 
High    Court  of    Bombay   held  the  doc- 
trini-    that    an    Indian    cession    was   not 
valid  because  it  had   not  been  confirmed 
by  Act   of  Parliament.     On   ajipeal,    we 
challenged  that  doctrine.     It  was  argued 
at  great  length  before  the  Privy  Counci  I, 
and  it  is  a  remarkable  fact   that  Lord 
Cairns,  who   was   then    the   Chancellor, 
uballunged  Mr.  Forsyth,  who  appeared  a.s 
counsel  on  the  other  side,  regarding  this 
fioint.     Ho  was  challenged  to  pixKluue  aa 
iiistuuce  ;  and  he  admitted  that  he  could 
not.  This  is  the  first  example  introduced 
by  the  Government  without  a  woi-d  of 
explanation  or  of  warning  to  the  House 
of  Commons  that  they  are  changing  the 
uonstitutiouol    practice ;  and   until    the 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  spoke,  no 
I  account  has  been  given  of  the  remark- 
able   course    pnrsaed.     Something    has 
been  said  about  the  American  practice. 
I   know  there  are  gentlemen  who  think 
that  the  American    practice    should    Ije 
adopted  in  this  country  ;  but  this  is  not 
the  American  practice.     It   goes  a  great 
deal  further  thiin  the  American  practice. 
If    anyone    wishes    to    understand    the 
American    practice    I    will    recommend 
him   to   rend    a    most    interesting    and 
instructive  chapter  in  Storey's  Uulory 
of  thii  Comtilutimi,  in  which   the  author 
explains  why  the  Americans  adopted  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate,  and  why  it 
did  not  include  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives.    It  pt)int8  out  that  there  the  chief 
of  the  Government  is  not,  as  in  the  wise 
of  the  monurcliy  of  England,  perpetual. 
He  only  lasts  for   four  years.     It  was, 
tberoforu,  deemed  necessary  to  have  some 
iithcr  Treaty-making    Power    associated 
with  liim.     But  the  Senate,  and  not  the 
Legislature  was  so  associated,  and    the 
Senate  licts,  not  as  part  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, but  as  part  of  the  Executive.    It  is 
more  like  the  association  of    the  Privy 
Council  with  the  Sovereign  in  matters  of 
this  kind.     If  anyone  will  consider  the 
point,     they    will    see    hnw    imjiossihte 
it  is  to   conduct    the  affairs  of    a  great 
nation    if     the    Treaty-making    powers 
are     dejiendent     on      the      LegLslature. 
Therefore,  do  not  suppose  that  what  the 
Government     are    doing    is    what    the 
Americans  have  d(me  ;  they  ai-e  doing  a 
great  deal  more  than  the  Ameriwms  did. 
I  ask  what  is  the  meiining  of  this  depar- 
ture   on    the    part    of    Her    Majesty's 
Government    from     the     Constitutional 
piTictice  in  this  case  ?     I  must  say  that  a 
lamer   reason   than    that   given    by    the 
riglit  hon.  Gentlenum  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  I  never  listened  to  in  my 
life.     You  cannot  touch  thi-  Constitutii>n 
of    this    countr)'    by    bits.     Any    inter- 
ference with  one  part  of  it  is  likely  to 
bring  down  the  whole  edifice  abftut  your 
ears.     The  Government  appear  to  labour 
under  the  notion  that  they  can  tamper 
with  the  Constitution  wthout  cousideni- 
tion  and   without   warning.     We    must 
consider   the    future,   and   see  how  far 
tliese  things  reach,  and  I  venture  to  say 
that  this  is  a  matter  that  reaches  veiy 
fur  indeed.     Wlien  you  have  once  made 
Parliament  a  partner  in  this  matter  you 
cannot   repudiate   the  partnership,     In 
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my   opinion  the   Gnvernmc-ut   have    by 
this   proceeding    destroyed   the   treaty- 
making   power  and   prerogative  nf  the 
Crown  a8  far  as  the  oession  of  territory 
is  concerned.     In  my  opinion  they  have 
gone    further   than    that,    bocituse    the 
cession  of  territoi^  is  only  a  part  of  n 
treaty,    and    we    cannot    consider    the 
cession  as  a  whole.     Therefore,  do   not 
imagine  that  this  is  only  an  a&ir  of  to- 
day, because  it  concerns  the  generations 
tlrnt  have  to  come  aft4jr  us.     What  are 
the   consequences   of    this    proc-eedirigl 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  referred 
to  cessions  made  before,  and  said,  "  Oh. 
the  argument  that  they  will   be  inviili- 
dated  is  unfounded."     I  think  it  i.s  jier- 
ffctly  well  founded.     If  you  puss  an  Act 
of    Parliament  to    validiito   this  L^cssioii 
you  i-e-oijcn  all  tliL-  questions  which  wcrt' 
raised    in   the    ciiso    I    spaak    of   in    the 
Privy    Council.      In    that   case    it    was 
alleged    that    English   jurisdiction   sur- 
vived  Ix'causo    the   cession   was   invali- 
dated and  incompetent,  because  it  ought 
to  have  been  ordered   by  the   Houses  of 
Parliament.     In  future  people  will  jioint 
to  the  cession  of  Heligoland  and  say  the 
authority   of   Parliament  was  ueceflsary 
by   Statute.     In  the  cases  of  Sumatra, 
the  Gold  Coast,  and  India.,  the  (sessions 
have  not  been  made  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
By  their  action  Her  Miijestj''8  Govern- 
ment liave  tied  thehandsof  theExecutive. 
In  my  opinion  the  moment  this  Bill  is 
carried    the  Government  are   bound   to 
introduce   a    Bill    to    validate   all   past 
cessions  which  have  been   made  without 
the  authority  of  Parliament^  and  if  this  is 
to  apply  to  a  Treaty  of  Cession,  why  not 
to  all  Treaties  1     Annexations  may  bring 
with  thoni   responsibilities  and  dangers 
far  greater  tliau  any  loss  sustained  by 
oeasion.      Why,   then,   are    annexations 
not   to   be   subject   to   the   approval   of 
Parliament  ?     There  are  iillknces  offen- 
sive   and     defensive     with     the    great 
military     Powers    of     Europe.       These 
involve  consequences    infinitely  greater 
than  the  cession  of  Heligoland.      Why 
are   they    not   to   be  confirmed   by  the 
authority  of  Parliament?     As  my  right 
hen.  Friend  has  said,  this  opens  up  one 
of  the  great«.st  Constitutional  questions 
that    can    be   opened.       Her    Majesty's 
Government  have  taken  a  course  which 
involves  the  rights  of  the  (Drown  and  the 
relations  of  both  Honscs  of  Parliiiraf  nt. 
It  ha£  been  said  that  this  is  a  question 
Sir  W.  Harconrt 


of  prerogiitive  of  the  Crown,  and  so  it  is. 
But    wliiit    is    the    prerogative   of    the 
Crown?     In  the   old   days,   perhaps,  it 
meant   that  the   Crown   had  the   right, 
irrespective  of  any  control   whatever,  to 
enter    into  Treaties    for    the    cession  of 
territory  ;  but  that  is  not  what  it  means 
now.      In    these   days  the   prerogative  of 
the  Crown  means  the  prerogative  of  the 
House  of  Commons.      The  Ministers  of  * 
the    Crown    arc    the    creation    and    the 
creatures  o'  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
any  impeachment  of  the   prert^tive  of 
the   Crown   is   an   impeachment  of   the 
right  of  the   House  of  Commons.      The 
Hou.se  of  Commons  can  say  how  far  tho 
|irnnjgiitivo    of     the    Crown     shall     Ije 
oxei-cisod,  and  that,  in  my  opinion,  makrs 
the  prerogative  one  of  the  most  valuable 
of  nil  the  rights  of  the   House  of  Coni- 
mons,    because    the    Ministers    of    the 
Crown   exercise  it  under  the  authority 
and   by  the  direction  of  the   House  of 
Commons.     Therefore,  no  hon.  Member 
who  regai-ds   the   prerogiitive  from   this 
aspect  will   be  disposed  to  assent  to  the 
iriitting  down  of  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown.       Do    not    let   it    l)e   supposed, 
therefore,  that   in   fighting   for  the    pre- 
rogative of  the   Ci-own   we   are  fighting 
for  anything  that  is  opjwsed  to   popnhir 
righta,  because  we  are,  in  truth,  fighting 
for    that    which    is   one   of    the    groat 
weapons  that  can  be  used  in  support  of 
jwpular  rights.      What  is  the  effect  of 
thus  pnipos.il  of  the  Government?     1  do 
not    call     it    this  insidious  proposal   of 
the    Government,    because     I    do    not 
believe  that  the  Government  have  evor 
considered  its  gravity.     I   do   not  sug- 
gest .they    have    made   this  proposal    in 
order   to   give    t«)   the  House   of   Lords 
the     power    of     veto      in     regard     to 
the    foreign     policy    of     the     country. 
I   believe  when   Dr.  Johnson  was  asked 
how   some   errors   had   occurred  in    his 
dictionary,  he  replied,  "From  sheer  ignor- 
ance."    I  believe  that  that  is  the  case 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  this 
nuitter.  and  that  they  have  made  this  mis- 
take in  sheer  ignonuice.     Hail  they  mide 
this  attack  upon  the  Constitution  of  the 
country   intentionally,    they   would  have 
been  noting  most  unfairly  both  to  Parlia- 
ment  and   ti»   the  country.     I    believe, 
however,  that  that  is  not  the  case,  and 
that    Her   Majesty's   Government    have 
introduced    this    measure   sheerly    from 
want  of  consideration  of  the  important 
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change  which  it  wonld  effect  in  con- 
stitutional iimctice.  The  {wliey  that 
induced  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
bring  forward  this  measure  mny  hsve 
very  serious  consequences.  In  1713 
tliere  was  a  Whij^  majority  in  the  House 
of  Ixiids,  whieli  supjwrted  the  Dnke  of 
Marllwn^ugh  against  the  Tory  G(jvern- 
ment  of  Bolingbroke,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  to  create  12  Peers  in  one  day 
in  order  to  bring  about  the  peai'c  of 
Utrecht.  Coming  to  later  days,  there 
was  no  period  during  the  Foreign  Ad- 
ministration of  Lord  Palmerston  when 
hu  hud  not  a  hostile  majority  ojiposed 
to  him  in  the  House  of  Ijoi'ds,  and  if 
matters  of  this  kind  had  lx<en  submitted 
to  that  Assembly  they  would  have 
desti-oyed  his  policy  altogether.  Over 
ai  dovcr  again  the  House  of  Loi-ds  piissed 
Votes  of  Censure  upon  him,  but  Ix)rd 
Palmerst'  n,  having  the  support  of  an 
assured  majoi-ity  of  the  Representatives 
of  the  jioople  in  this  House,  took  no 
notice  of  those  Votes  of  Censure.  What 
wonld  be  the  consequence  if  a  Govern- 
ment, having  a  large  majority  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  were  to  find 
meaatirea  of  this  kind  embodying  their 
foreign  policy  thrown  out  by  the  House 
of  Lords  ?  The  result  would  be  to  make 
the  consent  of  the  House  of  Lords  an 
absolute  condition  precedent  to  a  Treat)' 
involving  the  cession  of  territory.  I  do 
not  say  it  is  the  intention,  but  it  will  bt^ 
the  consequence,  of  this  proceeding  that 
any  Treaty  which  the  House  of  Lords 
disapproves  caimot  be  ratified.  Thus 
you  give  a  veto  to  the  House  of  Lords  on 
the  foreign  jxilicy  of  this  country.  This 
is  a  most  dangerous  and  mischievous 
innovation.  It  is  said  if  yon  do  not  do 
this  the  Isle  of  Wight  might  be  g^'ven  up. 
That  is  absurd.  You  might  us  well 
talk  of  vetoiug  tbe  Mutiny  Bill  or  the 
Apj)ropriatioii  Bill.  These  are  points 
not  worth  considering.  We  are  henj 
dealing  with  a  practical  question.  What 
is  the  situation  ?  You  have  a  principle 
founded  on  the  Constitution.  There  is 
no  exception.  No  authority  can  be 
quoted  against  it.  In  the  case  before 
the  Privy  Council  it  did  not  become 
necessarj-  for  the  Court  to  decide  the 
point,  and  the  Judges  are  always  very 
happy,  when  there  is  a  large  point  and  a 
small  jKjint,  to  decide  on  the  small  point . 
If  you  will  look  at  that  case  you  will  see 
there  is  no  doubl    what  the  views  of  tbe 


Judges  were.  About  that  no  man  who 
reads  the  case,  in  which  I  was  concerned 
with  my  friend  Mr.  Justice  Fitajames 
Stephen,  can  have  any  doubt.  Well, 
that  is  the  situation  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  spiling  upon  us  this  new  pro- 
ceeding. They  hsid  before  them  the 
plain  and  simple  course  of  proceeding. 
If  they  had  chosvn,  this  important  matter 
might  never  have  arisen.  They  might 
have  laid  the  Treaty  on  the  Table,  and 
allowed  any  one  to  question  it.  If  they 
had  thought  fit  they  might  have  moved 
an  Address  of  Approbation  of  the  Treaty. 
They  had  the  cases  of  1783,  1813,  1863, 
and  1^.")6.  How  was  the  opinion  of 
Parliament  invited  in  tho.se  cases  1  It 
was  invited  by  an  Address  in  Ix)th  Houses, 
thus  leaving  it  open  to  the  House  of 
Lords  to  a[)prove  ur  the  House  of  Com- 
mons t<i  disapprove.  My  opinion  is  that 
this  is  an  enormous  constitutional  mis- 
chief. It  touches  the  foundation  of  your 
Executive  Government  and  your  relations 
with  every  country  in  the  world.  How 
is  a  Government  that  has  not  the  com- 
mand of  a  majority  in  the  House  of 
Lords  to  treat  with  any  foreign  nation  ? 
A  foreign  country  would  say^ — "  We  om- 
not  treat  with  you.  You  have  not  got 
a  majority  of  the  House  of  Lords  ;  wo 
are  not  going  to  enter  into  a  Treaty." 
A  more  serious  condition  of  things  it 
is  impossible  to  conceive.  I  can  only 
express,  in  conclusion,  my  astonish- 
ment at  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  having  thought  it  desirable,  in 
this  wanton  manner,  to  violate  all  Parlia- 
mentai'y  precedent.  I  can  only  say  that 
I  shall  associate  myself  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  in  the  action  he  proposes  to 
take.  We  liave  no  wish  to  raise  any 
question  with  Germany  in  this  matter. 
It  is  not  a  question  affecting  the  foreign 
country.  Germany  lias  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  It  i.s  a  question  belonging  to 
our  own  Constitution.  The  form  in 
which  you  have  presented  this  arrange- 
ment for  our  acceptance  is  one  that  is 
iKit  in  accordance  with,  but  in  complete 
contiadiction  of,  the  constitutional 
practice  always  pursued  by  this  country. 
We  do  not  vote  against  your  Bill,  becjiuse 
wo  do  not  wish  to  break  the  Agi-eemcnt 
with  Germany.  We  cannot  vote  fur  it 
for  the  reasons  given  by  my  right  liou. 
Friend.  It  remains  only  for  us  to  enter 
our  solemn  protest  against  the  |iroi;eed- 
ing  which  the  Government  have   taken. 
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in  tlu<   hope    that   it   naay  not   form   a 
precedent  in  the  future. 

*(7.-2-2.)  The  CfflEF  SECRETARY 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouk, 
Manchester,  E.) :  For  one  thing,  at  all 
events,  1  am  grateful  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  accuHCs  the  Govern- 
ment in  submitting  this  question  to 
Parliament  of  havimr  made  a  formid- 
able breach  of  tlie  Constitution.  He 
accuses  us  of  increasing  the  power  of 
the  House  of  Lords  at  the  cost  of 
tlie  House  of  Commons  ;  but  he  is  g<ji»d 
enougli  to  say  tliat  we  did  not  do  it  by 
design.  I  am  thankful  for  the  admission, 
because  I  remember  the  last  time  I  came 
into  conflict  with  him  on  a  constitutional 
question  he  was  good  enough  to  accuse 
nie,  with  regard  to  a  certain  jrroposed 
Standing  Order,  thatniy  special  object  was 
to  desti-oy  the  fiower  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  increase  the  power  of  the 
House  of  Lords. 

Sib    W.   HARCOURT:    I    withdrew 
that. 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  utterly 
unable  to  understand  wiienoe  has  Ix'cn 
born  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  new 
passion  for  the  prerogative  of  tlie  Crown. 
My  impression  was  tliat,  by  convietiou 
and  tradition,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  unalterably  opposed  to  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  CrowTi,  and  that  his  one 
desire  was  to  diminish  it.  1  now  find 
him  6t<vnding  up  as  the  champion  of  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown  against,  of  all 
Parties  in  the  world,  a  Conservative 
Government.  I  could  not  under- 
stAud  this  strange  protest  until  we 
reached  the  latter  jtart  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  and  then  I 
disc/ivered  that  what  he  was  afraid  of 
was  not  the  action  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  the  action  of  the  House  (if 
Lords  ;  and  if  there  is  a  thing  that  lu! 
dislikes  more  than  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  it  is  thepoweroftheHouseof  Lords. 
The  greater  hatred  has  overcome  thi- 
leaser  hatred,  and  we  have  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  standing  forth,  for  the  first 
time  in  his  life,  as  the  great  champion  of 
tlio  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  Now, 
what  is  the  value  of  this  precious 
argument  that  he  has  unearthed  as  to 
the  possible  action  of  the  House  of 
Lords  with  regard  to  a  Treaty?  He 
asks  how  any  Government  can  negotiate 
u  Treaty  with  a  Government  if  it 
Sir  W.  Harcourt 


happens  to  be  in  a  minority  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  which  can  set  the 
Treaty  aside?  ["  Hear,  hear!"]  Well,  I  am 
triad  I  have  correctly  stated  his  argu- 
ment. Then  let  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man have  the  coui-age  of  his  opinions. 
Tjet  him  be  consistent.  Let  him  with- 
draw from  the  House  of  Commons  what 
it  has  now  by  immemorial  usage,  the 
rig  lit  to  have  its  assent  asked  to 
any  commercial  Treaty,  to  Treaties 
embodying  financial  proposals.  We 
are  t<jld  that  to  associate  the  House  of 
Lonls  with  us  in  any  matter  of  this 
kind  diminishes  rather  than  increases  the 
power  of  the  House  of  Commons.  Then, 
I  say  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  let  liim 
carry  his  argument  to  its  logical  issue. 
Let  him  carry  out  his  new  opinions, 
which  we  have  heard  for  the  first  time 
in  our  history  ;  let  him  advocate  the 
doctrine  that  all  Treaties  shall  be  with- 
drawn from  the  cognizance  of  Par- 
li;aiiont.  Until  he  does  that  he  has  not 
li  leg  to  stand  upon,  when  he  tells  us  that 
the  jiower  of  this  House  is  diminished 
or  destroyed  when  we  suljstitute  the 
assent  of  Parliament  for  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown.  1  think  that  disposes  of 
his  argument.  [O/'ponUion  Laughter.^ 
Well,  I  will  not  say  it  disp<ses  of  his 
argument,  but  I  will  say  that  it  disposes 
of  the  consistency  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  think  there  is  (me  argu- 
ment which,  if  it  had  had  any  foundation 
ill  fact,  would  have  liad  a  far  more  serious 
import — I  mean  the  argument  that  all 
previous  Treatie.s  ceding  territories  will 
be  invalidated  if  we  once  admit  the 
principle  that  the  assent  of  Parliiiment 
is  required.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  know  that  that  is  not  good 
Constitutional  Law.  If  wo  were  to  como 
forward  and  say  to  France,  "  We  find 
that  we  have  ceded  you  ti-rritory  under 
ennditioiis  not  in  accord  with  the  consti- 
tutional usage  of  the  British  Empire  ; 
you  will  be  good  enough  to  hand  it  Imck 
to  us,"  France  would  laugh  at  us.  The 
weakest  State  in  Europe  would  laugh  at 
us.  The  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  such  cessions  are  ab- 
solutely invalidated  must  fall  to  the 
ground. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  did  not  go  to 
the  full  length  of  that  statement.  My 
argument  apjdied  only  to  the  great 
danger  which  would  arise  in  regartl  to 
Indian  cosaions. 
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•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  believe  I  urn 
right  in  saying  that  a  cession  made  on  the 
authority  of  the  Sovereign  is  a  valid 
cession.  The  right  hon.  Qentlenwn 
said  that  Lord  Loughborough  had  given 
his  assent  to  the  doctrine  that  Parlia- 
ment Was  required  to  give  its  consent 
to  the  cession  of  territory,  but  then,  he 
said,  Ijord  Loughborough  was  a  man  nf 
indifiFoi-cnt  character,  and  his  argument 
was  immediately  bowled  over  by  Lord 
Thurlow.  But  then  Lord  Thurlow  also 
was  a  man  of  very  indifferent  character, 
and  I  believe  that  historians  to  this  day 
liave  not  been  able  to  make  nj)  their 
minds  whether  Lord  Loughlxjrough  was 
a  greater  scoundrel  than  Lord  Thurlow. 
or  whethci-  Lord  Tliuj'low  was  a  greater 
scoundrel  than  Lord  Loughborough. 
I  come  down,  then,  to  more  recent  days. 
The  right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Ijothian  is  not  in  his  place  now, 
but  be  quoted  Lord  Selborne  as  an 
authority  for  the  doctrine  that  the 
assent  of  Parliament  was  nrcossaiy. 
[Cries  of  "  No."] 

Sir  HORACE  DAVEY  (Stockton): 
He  said  it  might  be  in  a  ])articalar  case. 

•Mr.  A.  J.BALFOUR:  At  all  events 
he  quoted  Ijord  Selborne  as  having 
directly  traversed  tlie  doctrine  that  lie, 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  liiis  laid 
down,  tluit  under  no  circumstances 
ciiuld  Parliament  be  required  to  give 
its  assent.  But  there  are  other  authori- 
ties of  not  less  weight  than  Lord 
Selborne,  and  even  of  later  date,  and  I 
am  surprised  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  know  that.  In  two  years,  in  the 
year  1870  and  in  1884,  I  believe  I  am 
right  in  saying  that  the  then  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  expressed  an 
opinion  upon  this  great  constitutional 
issue  precisely  in  accordance  with  the 
doctrine  now  advanced  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  These  are  the  opinions 
of  very  eminent  legal  gentlemen,  who 
are  responsible  for  the  advice  given  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Will  you  pro- 
duce tliem? 

•Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR:  The  right 
hon.  Qeutleman  knows  very  well  that 
would  not  be  a  possible  proceeding. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  rise  t-i  order. 
I  say  that  if  tiiese  documents  ari'  not 
produced,  they  ought  not  to  have  been 
mentioned.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ia  surprised  I  was  not  acquainted  with 


them.  How  should  I  be  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  the  value  of 
them  depends  upon  what  the  circum- 
Htiinces  were,  and  what  were  the  opinions 
taken,  and  to  make  a  vague  statement 
on  the  matter  is  worthless. 

•Mb.  a.  J.  R.\LFUUR  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  calls 
that  a  point  of  order  or  not,  but  I  have 
no  objtctioa  to  it.  It  is  not  necessary, 
however,  that  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  should  be  produced  in  the 
manner  required,  because  all  tliat  is 
wanted  for  my  argument  is  to  show  that 
there  may  be  and  have  been  doubts 
cxjjressed  by  competent  authority.  I 
should  be  very  soriy  to  lay  it  down  as  a 
doctrine  to  be  held  by  every  Government 
that  it  was  ateolutely  necessary  to  make 
a  cession  of  territory  valid  that  it  should 
Ix!  done  with  the  assent  of  Parliament. 
What  I  do  say  is  that  eminent  Legal 
Autliorities,  consulted  specitically,  have 
given  it  as  their  opinion  that  such  assent 
ia  necessary.  The  question  is,  therefore, 
in  a  nebulous  condition.  It  is  one  of  those 
undecided  I'ases  of  constitutional  practice 
and  law.  Such  cases  constantly  arise,  and 
must  constantly  arise  in,  every  unwritten 
Constitution.  They  do  arise  under  our 
Constitution,  and  the  question  the 
Government  had  to  determine  was  this — 
the  matter  being  so  far  undecided — im 
which  side  were  they  to  lend  the  weight  of 
their  practice  and  authority  1  On  which 
side  should  they  attem  pt  by  a  precedent 
to  determine  this  undetermined  question  ? 
I  say  we  were  undoubtedly  right,  having 
those  two  alernatives  before  us,  to  choose 
the  alternative  which  gave  greater 
authority  to  Parliament,  instead  of 
choosing  the  alternative  which  diminished 
the  authority  of  Parliament.  Now,  does 
anybody  doubt  that  1  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  talked  throughout  their  speeches 
as  if  this  procedure  diminished  the 
power  of  the  House  of  Commons.  What 
is  the  power  they  claim  for  the  House  of 
Commons  1  The  power  of  turning  out 
the  Ministry  if  the  Ministry  do  not  please 
them.  Well,  that  power  is  retained  ;  that 
power  remains  undiminished,  and  if  they 
disapprove  of  a  Treaty  submitted  to  them 
they  liavc  only  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Censure, 
and  the  Government  of  the  day  vanishes 
int<i  thin  air.  But  I  differ  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  seenus  to 
think    that  the  control   uf    Porliamoni 
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over  tlie  Executive,  control  after  tho 
event  (to  use  a  somewhat  Irish  expres- 
sion), the  control  by  punishment  and  not 
by  prevention,  is  in  all  ca«es  the  beat 
method  of  miinjigiug  international  affairs 
1  do  not  think  it  is  the  best  method.  I 
admit  that  you  could  conclude  a  Treaty  at 
the  end  of  a  war  witiiout  Parliamentarj- 
consent.  Yon  could  not  conduct  ddioite 
foreign  no^ntiatioiis  thmugli  the  medium 
of  the  Honses  of  Piirliameiit.  I  go  much 
further,  and  I  say  to  require  the  assent 
of  Parliament  to  those  exclumges  <ir 
cessions  of  territory,  wiiich  have  con- 
stautly  attended  the  conclusion  of  a 
pi-uce,  would  lie  wholly  absui-d,  and 
I,  for  one,  should  never  think  of  Ixiing 
a  party  to  any  precedent  that  would 
make  such  a  course  obligatory  on  the 
Crown.  But  when  I  am  told  that,  in  all 
wises,  this  power  of  punishing  the 
Ministry  is  ample  security  for  manugint;' 
international  affairs  I  venture  to  differ. 
Prevention,  as  we  all  know,  is  better  than 
cure.  Here  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  prevent;  he  punishes;  lie 
cannot  cure.  Under  these  circum- 
stances it  does  seem  to  me  that  in 
these  days,  when  the  wliole  tendency 
of  events  is  to  increase  the  power  of 
Parliament  over  the  Executive,  it  is  gootl 
to  give  Parliament  not  merely  the  [x>wor 
of  punishing,  but  of  preventing  the 
Ministry  from  falling  into  error.  That, 
has  been  the  jjolicy  we  have  followed  in 
this  case. 

Sm  W.  HARCOLTKT :  It  will  be  :\. 
binding  precedent. 
•Mr.  a.  .1.  BALFOUR:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  interrupts  me  by  saying  thi.s 
is  a  binding  precedent.  I  do  not  object 
to  its  being  a  binding  precedent  if  you  do 
not  exceed  the  ]>recedent.  The  jirecedent 
is  this- — that  in  a  time  of  profound 
peace,  when  no  great  public  emergenoj- 
threatens  the  State,  when  no  other 
and  ulterior  considerations  were  in- 
volved, when  no  difficulties  of  negotiation 
would  be  produced,  then,  and  then  only, 
a  cession  of  British  territory,  and  the 
transfer  of  British  subjects  to  a  foreign 
dominion,  should  not  bo  undertaken  until 
tlie  assent  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
liad  been  declared.  That  is  tho  [irt!ce- 
dent  we  have  set.  That  precedent,  T 
hope,  will  always  lie  adhered  to.  and  1 
hope — I  do  not  shrink  from  it. — the  time 
will  never  come  when,  under  the  con- 
ditions I  have  enumerated,  any  (4overn- 
Afr.  A.  J.  Bill f Mir 


ment  will  attempt  to  concede  portions  of 
tho  British  territory  without  first  asking 
the  assent  of  this  House  and  the  House 
of  Lords.  Is  it  not  absurd  th:it  it  should 
be  a  doctrine  of  our  Constitutional  Law 
that  any  Treaty  which  involves  even  a 
»ixp.'nce  of  expenditure  should  require 
the  assent  of  this  House  and  tho  Uousi' 
of  Lords,  but  that  a  Treaty,  which  roight 
involve  the  cession  of  places  of  vi'al  in- 
terest to  tho  safety  of  the  British  Empire, 
should  be  able  to  be  passed  unques- 
tioned by  a  Ministry  who  might  be 
called  to  account,  but  could  not  be 
prevented  from  carrying  out  their 
p<ilicy  1  I  am  not  afraid,  for  my  own 
pai't.  of  any  cmclusions  that  may  be 
legitimivtely  dniwn  from  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Tho  prece- 
dent we  accept  is  one  from  which  wo  do 
not  shrink.  It  is  a  precedent  which  we 
think  ought  to  be  followed.  We  know 
that  it  does  not  interfere  ■with  the 
Treaty-making  power  of  the  Crown  ;  we 
know  that  it  does  not  interefere  with  the 
power  of  tho  Crown  in  a  great  national 
crisis,  without  the  assent  of  Parliament, 
to  pass  Treaties  which  may  involve  fai' 
greater  cessions  than  that  of  Heligoland  ; 
and  we  do  not  object,  but  itjoice  in  the 
fact  that  if  this  precedent  has  been  set 
it  will  not  be  in  the  power  of  any  Govern- 
ment to  come,  in  a  period  of  profound 
peace,  to  manipulate  the  territories  of 
the  British  Empire  without  asking  the 
assent  of  the  British  Parlianiont. 

(7.42.)  SieHORAOKDAVKY:  After 
the  speech  we  have  just  heard  we  now  know 
from  tho  highest  authority  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  only  defends  tho 
cession  of  Heligoland,  but  he  rejoices  in 
it  and  hcvpes  it  will  be  a  precedent  for 
the  future.  The  precedent  set  by  the 
Government  in  this  matter  is  one  of  the 
most  important  constitutional  changes 
that  has  ever  t^iken  place,  certainly 
within  my  political  recollection.  Now, 
Sir,  wh.at  is  the  position  in  which  we 
stand  in  relation  to  this  matter?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  haa  told  the  House 
that  he  makes  certain  limitations  to  the 
generality  of  the  doctrine  ho  has  just 
laid  down.  If  I  understand  him  rightly, 
hc>  says  the  Govoniment  deliberately  in- 
tond,  by  the  form  they  have  given  to 
this  Bill,  to  set  a  precedent  by  which  it 
will  be  impossible  for  any  future  Go- 
vernment  to  make  any  Treaty  without 
the  assent  of  Parliament  under  certain 
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conditions.  What  are  those  conditions  ? 
Anything  more  vague  or  more  unsatisfac- 
tory cannot  be  conceived.  There  is  to  be 
no  difficulty  in  a  time  oi  profound  peace, 
but  only  in  ciiae  of  a  national  crisis.  But 
who  is  to  judge  of  whether  there  are 
difficulties  of  negotiation,  or  whether  the 
time  is  one  of  a  national  crisis?  Who  is 
to  judge,  moreover,  of  whether  there  are 
ulterior  considerations  ?  Not  only  no 
lawyer,  but  no  layman,  would  he  able  to 
gr.vsp  such  H  proposition  of  Constitutional 
Law  na  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  laid 
down.  The  profjosition  laid  down  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  there 
ia  an  exception  to  the  Treaty-making 
|)ower  of  the  Crown  in  certain  cases, 
which  he  is  utterly  unable  to  define  by 
words  which  are  lyijtfible  of  being  put 
into  a  proposition  of  hiw. 

•Mh.  a.  J.  BALPOCTR  :  I  am  unwilling 
to  interrupt  the  hon.  and  lewued  Gentle- 
man. Nothing  in  mj-  speech  implied 
any  limitation  upon  the  Treaty-making 
[xiwor  of  the  Crown  ;  it  was  entirely  the 
power  of  ceding  territory. 

SiK  H.  DAVEY  ;  If  you  put  a 
limitation  upon  the  power  of  coding 
territory,  you  put  a  limit  upon  the 
Treaty  -  making  power  of  the  Crown 
to  cede  territory.  No  one  contends 
that  the  Crown  can  cede  territory 
otherwise  than  by  Treaty.  I  be- 
liev.'  I  am  perfectly  accurate  when 
I  say  that  in  not  a  single  instance 
liaa  any  doubt  been  thrown  upon  the 
])OWiT  of  the  Crown  to  cede  territory. 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  Minister  who 
advises  the  Crown  to  make  a  cession  of 
territxiry  may  be  impeached,  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  Parliament  has  ever  been 
asked  by  the  Crown  to  give  its  opinion 
as  to  a  cession  of  territory  or  the  manner 
i)f  making  it.  Our  Constitutional  Laiw 
is  hvaed  upon  precedents.  Wo  have  no 
written  Constitution.  I  ask  where,  if 
there  are  any  precedents,  am  I  to  find 
this  now  constitutional  theory  '/  Blitck- 
stone,  and  all  the  great  writers  up(m 
constitutional  law  are  silent  upon  it. 
They  place  no  limitation  upt)n  the 
power  of  the  Crown  to  make  a  Treaty 
even  for  the  cession  of  territorj'.  The 
right  lion.  Qentloman  said  there  were 
opinions  quotable  each  way.  I  should 
like  him  to  quote  them.  What  is  the 
use  of  telling  me  that  the  Ijaw  Advisers 
in  a  certain  case  gave  certain  opinions, 
unless  I  liave  an  opportunity  uf  reading 


those  opinions,  and  of  knowing  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  to  which  they 
apply ')  The  opinion  of  a  lawyer 
without  the  case  on  which  it  is  written 
is  of  singularly  little  value.  But  here 
we  have  not  got  even  the  lawyer's 
opinion.  Wo  are  only  told  that  the 
lawyer  has  given  his  opinion.  I  shall 
discard  from  my  consideration  any  of 
those  apocryphal  opinions  of  the  Law 
Officers.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  the  opinion  of  Sir  Rouudell 
Palmer,  for  whom  I  have  as  high  a 
respect  as  anybody.  Sir  Rnundell 
Palmer,  in  answering  a  question  in  this 
House,  said  the  Crown  had  power  to  cede 
territory,  but  that  he  thought  tliere 
might  be  a  difference  when  Parliament 
had  legislated  for  the  cession  of  territory. 
So  far  as  I  know  there  is  no  authority  in 
any  text  boiDk,  and  no  authority  in  any 
precedent,  for  the  qualification,  for  it  does 
not  umouut  to  more  than  a  qualification, 
which  Lord  Solborne  (Sir  Ronndell 
Palmer)  was  disposed  to  make  in  giving 
his  answer.  Lord  Selborue  did  not  say 
anything  about  a  time  of  profound  peace 
or  ulterior  omsidcrations  or  difficulties 
of  negotiation.  I  would  much  rather  pay 
attention  to  the  opinion  of  Lord  Selborne 
after  he  has  heard  the  argument  of 
conurtel,  and,  with  the  assistance  of  Lord 
Cairns,  gives  the  judgment  of  the  Privy 
Council,  than  to  an  off-hand  answer  to  a 
question  in  this  Hou.se.  Wlmt  was  it 
that  Lord  Selborne  said  in  giving  the 
judgment  of  the  Privy  Council  ?  He 
said — 

"  Iheir  LordshipH  think  it  siifficiMiit  to  Btats 
that  thpy  enterluin  auch  ffriive  doiihtn,  to  say 
nu  mote,  of  iho  souudauftn  of  th«  geiiuriil  ab- 
stract doctrine  liiid  down  in  high  quurtera  as  to 
b«  uniible  tu  udviw  iiny  decision  on  the 
q  uestioii  ' ' 

I  must  congratulate  tlie  Party  which 
calls  itself  the  Constitutional  Party  on 
thi.s  new  departure  from  Constitu- 
tional Law.  In  my  opinion,  it 
is  revolutionary  ;  in  my  opinion  it  is  a 
precedent  of  a  most  dangerous  character, 
and,  so  far  as  I  can  see  from  the  speeches 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  a  single 
shred  of  justification  has  been  given  for 
this  departure.  Has  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  given  any  justification 
for  it  1  All  he  has  said  wiis  that  the 
Government  did  not  think  it  right  to 
cede  territory  in  which  there  were 
British    subjects  living,  and   that  there 
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were  British  subjects  living  in  Heligo- 
land. There  are  British  subjects  living 
in  every  portion  of  the  British  territory, 
nnd  if  the  justificatinn  of  the  Chuncellor 
of  tlie  Exchequer  were  sound,  you  could 
never  cede  any  British  territory  at  all 
without  the  assent  of  Parliament.  The 
deliberateopinionofLoi"dPalincr8ton,who 
was  a  man  of  the  highest  experience  in 
tliese  matters,  was  that  the  Crown  had, 
without  the  assent  of  Parliament,  tlie 
most  ample  power  to  cede  territory.  Of 
course,  if  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  does 
it,  it  is  at  the  risk  of  being  censured  and 
called  to  account  in  this  House.  But 
subject  to  that  limitation,  it  appears  to 
me  a  pret^edent  of  a  most  dangerous 
character,  wliich  we  are  now  told  has 
been  delibemttdy  set  in  the  form  in 
which  tills  Treaty  has  been  made  and 
this  Bill  hius  been  introduced. 

•(7.58.)  SiE  G.  BADI«]N-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  :  Sir,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  hajs  just 
sat  down  has  described  this  as  the 
most  important  constitutional  change 
of  the  century,  and  one  without  the 
slightest  justification.  But  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  otlier  course  open  to  them 
tlmn  that  which  they  adopted.  Dis- 
tinguished constitutioiTal  lawyers  have 
told  us  that  it  still  remains  doubtful 
whether  by  prerogative  of  the  Crown  it 
is  possible  to  cede  territory,  and  still 
more  it  is  doubthil  whou  you  include 
inhabitants  for  whom  this  Parliament 
has  legislated.  I  have  noticed  that 
speakers  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
imagine  that  Parliament  has  only  one 
way,  especially  the  House  of  Crmmons,  of 
controlling  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  and  that  is  by  moving  an 
Address  to  the  Crown.  But  it  must 
be  acknowledged  tliat  iu  any  Treaty 
wliich  requires  a  legislative  enact- 
ment to  (Sirry  out  its  terms  Parliament 
must  have  full  control  over  that 
portion  of  the  Agreement.  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  in  many  cjises  Parlia- 
ment has  exercised  that  control  where 
the  rii/ht  of  the  British  subject  luvs  been 
recognised  by  Parliament,  and  the  Crown 
does  not  cede  that  right  with(3Utthe  sanc- 
tion of  the  Legislature.  With  regard  to 
Heligoland,  Parliament  h.is  legislated  on 
many  details  affecting  tlio  residents ; 
there  is  no  doubt  Parliament  has  con- 
trol i)f  Heligoland,  and  the  Agreement 
Sir  U.  Davey 


will  affect  a  Btat«   of  things  which  the 
Legislature  has  sanctioned. 

Siu  W.  HARCOUBT :  Will  the  hon. 
Member  give  us  the  reference  to  the  Act 
of  Parliament? 
•SiK  G.  BADEN- POWELL  :  I  daresay 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  well  aware 
of  the  power  under  which  the  Supreme 
Authority  in  England  confers  the  right 
of  legislating  for  the  colonies  by  Order 
in  Council.  This  is  done  by  virtue  of 
the  General  Statute  Law,  and  the  Order 
in  Council  merely  carries  out  the  general 
Statutes  of  Parliament.  In  my  humble 
opinion,  the  Govenamont  have  no  other 
course  but  to  come  to  Parliament,  con- 
sidering that  in  this  particular  case  tho 
Treaty  would  interfere  with  the  legisla- 
tive enactments  passed  by  Parliament 
itself.  It  is  no  question  whether  the 
Bill  forms  a  precedent  or  not,  for 
it  does  not  change  the  Constitu- 
tional action  of  this  House  in  regard 
to  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 
As  to  the  general  question,  wliiLst  no 
doubt  we  feel  wo  ought  ourselves,  by 
reason  of  our  experience,  to  make  the 
lx!8t  use  of  Africa,  we  should  not  object  to 
other  countries  making  some  use  of  it. 
Personally,  I  have  no  jealousy  of  other 
countries ;  nnd  I  think  that,  provided  we 
obtain  low  Import  Duties  and  free  transit 
routes,  we  need  not  fear  any  other  Power, 
especially  when  we  remember  that  we 
have  in  Africa  a  million  square  miles  of  • 
territory  which  will  surely  form  a  soffi- 
cieut  area  for  our  operations  during  the 
next  century  or  two.  Wherever  our  civili- 
sation extends  markets  open  for  British 
goods,  and  we  are  able  to  obtain  from 
the  natives  in  return  supplies  of  food  and 
other  objects  of  commerce  which  are 
very  valuable  to  us.  It  has  been  said  in 
relation  to  this  Treaty  that  we  need  a 
free  course  for  our  trade  from  the 
Zambesi  to  the  Nile.  That  is  an  argu- 
ment which  will  not  hold  water.  We 
do  not  want  to  go  from  the  nortli  to  the 
south  in  Africa,  but  to  carry  our  goods 
by  the  shortest  route  to  and  from  the 
coast,  and  i>ur  course  will  be  east  and 
west  rather  than  north  and  south.  From 
this  point  of  view  I  have  no  fear  of  the 
extension  of  German  influence  right  up  to 
the  boundaries  of  the  Congo  State.  I 
think  it  a  great  pity,  however,  that  the 
Government  lias  not  been  able  to  negit- 
tiato  for  the  Protectorate  of  Damanilantl 
and  Namaqualand.    It  has  been  said  that 
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he  German  occupation  of  those  tcrriories 
i  parely  our  fault  aud  not  tlie  fault  nf  tiiu 
Cajxj  Colouy.  If  wo  look  at  tbu  history 
of  the  question  we  shall  find  that  at  no 
very  distant  date  the  Cape  Colony 
absolutely  repudiated  auy  idea  of 
extending  Britisli  authority  over  those 
territories.  In  1885  the  Cape  Parlia- 
ment resolved  upon  the  desirability  nf 
annexing  the  coast  up  to  Wallish  Bay, 
but  they  sjiecifically  excluded  the  interior 
*'Mm  annexation.  Sir  Hurtle  Frcre,  with 
with  the  free  assent  of  Lord  Carnarvon, 
urged  both  Governments  to  annex 
the  whole  of  the  territoiy  up  to  the 
Portuguese  boundary.  The  Cape 
Government  was  at  the  time  in 
some  difficulty,  and  it  declined  to  annex 
tliose  territories.  It  also  withdrew  the 
two  British  Residents  from  them, because, 
as  it  was  distinctly  stated,  the  moral 
force  with  wiiich  they  sought  to  control 
the  districts  had  failed  to  control  them, 
and  they  were  not  prepared  to  use  iiny 
other  force.  In  February  of  1884  our 
Ministers  began  again  to  urge  the  Cape 
Ministers  to  combine  with  them  on  this 
subject.  It  was  nut  till  June  that  they 
got  a  reply  from  the  Cape,  and  by  that 
time  it  was  too  late,  because  the  Germans 
liad  taken  possession  of  the  territory. 
To  my  mind,  there  are  very  strong  and 
urgent  reasons  why  we  should,  if  we 
omld,  have  negotiati-d  with  Germany 
to  get  back  these  territories.  I  think, 
myself,  tlmt  the  whole  of  South  Africa 
below  the  pnniHel  of  about  20  south 
latitude,  shoald  be  under  one  flag  and 
united  together  in  one  confederati<^n  or 
dominion,  iuid  I  am  convinced  that  all  the 
European  races  in  South  Africa  are 
willing  to  come  together  in  one  con- 
federation, and  will  inevitably  do  so  as 
soon  as  local  jealousies  have  time  to 
cease.  For  this  reason  I  should  like  to 
see  Damaralaud  aud  Namaqualand  made 
iin  adjunct  of  the  Cape  Colony  or 
Bechuaualand,  so  as  to  round  off  the 
South  African  States  system.  These 
countries  would,  I  think,  be  best  opened 
up  from  the  Cape  and  Kimberley — 
as  we  know  they  do  not,  as  it  is, 
deal  direct  with  Europe.  I  regret  that 
there  is  no  armngement  from  the  retro- 
cesision  of  these  great  territories,  but,  at 
the  aaxatr  time,  I  tlunk  the  Anglo- 
Gernuin  Agreement  will  confer  in- 
estimable advantage  on  the  whole  of 
Africa  and  enable  us  to  work  hand-in - 


hand  with  the  other  European  Powers. 
I  only  hope  that  our  negotiations  with 
France  nnd  Portugal  will  Ije  as  successful 
as  those  with  Germany.  I  do  not  think 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  any 
other  constitutional  course  open  to  them 
than  to  come  to  Parliament  to  sanction 
this  Treaty  to  enable  us  to  cede  Heligo- 
land. For  wo  have  legislated  for  the 
people  of  that  island  and  could  not  hand 
them  over  to  a  Foreign  Power  without 
the  consent  of  Parliament.    (8.20.) 

(8.4.3.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present  ;  House  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

•(8,45.)  Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) ;  I  intend  very  briefly  to  give 
iny  reas<jns  for  supporting  the  Govern- 
ment. I  have  (Jways  desired  to  limit 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  and  it  is 
Ix'wvuse  I  conceive  that  this  Bill,  when- 
ever it  receives  the  Royal  Assent,  wiU 
distinctly  limit  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  tluit  I  shall  go  into  the  lobby  with 
the  Government.  If  I  had  any  doubt  on 
the  matter,  my  doubt  would  have  been 
cleared  away  by  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  there  were 
authorities  quotable  on  both  sides  of  the 
question,  and  that  the  Government  had 
taken  the  course  which  he  said  was  un- 
doabtedly  the  right  course  to  take, 
namely,  that  which  gave  greater 
authority  to  Parliament.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  words  have  any  mean- 
ing, they  mean  that  the  Government,  a 
Conservative  Government,  has  with  its 
eyes  open  selected  a  course  which  will 
in  future  diminish  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  and  increase  the  authority  nf 
Parliament  at  the  expense  of  that  prero- 
gative. It  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
limitation  of  tlie  power  of  the  Crown 
will  be  confined  to  the  precedent  we  are 
dealing  with  this  evening.  I  submit 
that  there  is  no  distinction  or  possible 
separation  of  the  Treaties  under  different 
categories,  except  so  far  as  those  Treaties 
already  come  under  categories  where 
Purliament  has  already  authority.  The 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  any  future 
action  in  reference  to  such  a  matter  will 
be  limited  by  the  consideration  which  he 
said  governs  the  House  now  in  relation 
to  this  Treaty,  namely,  qui'htions  as  to 
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whether  there  was  outside  excitement, 
and  a  number  of  matters  to  which  I 
need  not  allude.     I  submit  confidently 
that   the  only  precedent  that   will   be 
possible  for  reference  will  be  the  prece- 
dent of  the  Statute  itself,  and  that  it 
will  not  be  competent  to  go  outside  the 
Statute    to  discuss   the  reasons  which 
may  or  may  not  tempt  or  induce  Members 
of  either  House  to  concur  in  the  passing 
of  the  Bill ;  that  it  is  quite  impossible  to 
take  anything   exterior  to  the  Statute 
itself  to  determine  whether  or  not  the 
Statute    limits  the   prerogative  of  the 
Crown  or  the  extent  to  which  it  limits 
it.     That  this  Bill  if  it  becomes  a  Statute 
will  limit  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
is  clear.     It  will  not  be  competent  after 
this  Bill  becomes  law  for  anyone  to  go 
behind  it  and  say  that  it  was  doubtful 
or  that  it  might  or  might  not  have  been 
done  in   some   other  way.     The  whole 
of  the  utterances  as  to  the   limitation 
of    the     prerogative    of     the     Crown 
in  the  highest  Constitutional  Authorities 
show  a  gradual   limitation  by  Statute 
after  Statute,  and  it  has  been  held  over 
and  over  again  that  it  is  impossible  to  limit 
the  prerogative  by  words  of  doubt ;  it 
must  be  limited  by  words  which  I  say 
we  have  here.    This,  by  the  assent  of 
the  Queen,  will  be  a  relinquishment  of 
the  prerogative  of  Her  Majesty  and  her 
successors  to  make,  in  the  words  of  one 
of  our  greatest  Constitutional  Authori- 
ties, Treaties,  leagues,  and  alliances  with 
Foreign  States  and  Princes  without  the 
consent  of  Parliament.     I  submit  that 
tliat  is  a  legal  submission  which  the  hon. 
and    learned   Gentleman   the   Attorney 
General   will   hardly  dispute.     The  ex- 
press words  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  were  that  the  Government  inten- 
tionally    and    knowingly    proixieed — I 
am  not  quite  sure  about  the  intention — 
to  give  greater  authority  to  Parliament ; 
greater  authority  against  whom  }   It  can 
only  be  against  the  Crown.    There  is  no 
authority  given  by  this  Bill  against  any- 
body except  against  the  Crown.     It  may 
be  that  the  exigencies  of  the  argument 
will  require  the  Attorney  General,  who, 
I  notice,  dissents,  to  contend  that  the 
prerogative  has  been  abandoned  in  this 
particular  only.     I  assent,  without  fear 
of  contradiction,  that  such  a  contention 
would  be  laughed  out  of  any  Court  in 
the  realm.  There  never  has  been  the  con- 
tention that  the  prerogative,  limited  in 
Mr.  BracUaugh 


one  Statute,  could  be  re-taken  by  the 
Crown  of  its  own  will ;  it  needs  the  con- 
sent of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  to 
restore  to  the  Crown  the  prerogative  it 
has  voluntarily  abandoned,  and  the 
whole  of  the  theory  of  our  limited 
Monarchy  and  the  whole  of  our  Constitu- 
tion has  grown  in  that  way,  and  it  is 
because  I  desire  to  limit  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  to  make  the  Chief  Magis- 
trate of  this  country  subject  to  Parlia- 
ment, because  I  hope  that  this  proceeding 
may  lead  to  the  prevention  of  wars  by 
preventing  the  making  of  Treaties  which 
end  in  wars,  that  I  intend  to  vote  with 
the  Government  in  support  of  this  Bill. 
It  has  been  said  that  the  assent  of 
Parliament  is  necessary,  because  it  is 
a  matter  of  doubt.  I  suggest  that 
the  burden  is  upon  the  Attorney 
General  or  whoever  may  reply  to 
show  one  solitary  case  in  which  any 
Treaty  has  been  impeached  on  the 
ground  of  the  inability  of  the 
Sovereign  of  these  realms  to  enter 
into  it.  It  is  quite  true  that  there  is 
the  danger  that  the  effect  of  this  Bill 
vrill  be  to  increase  the  poxrer  of  the 
other  House,  as  well  as  of  this.  I  am 
not  concerned  with  the  other  House.  I 
am  concerned  with  the  powers  of  this 
House,  and  it  is  because  I  am  sure  that 
this  Bill  will  increase  the  power  of 
Parliament — meaning  by  that,  both 
Houses  of  Parliament — -and  will  limit 
seriously  in  this  respect  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  that  I  intend  to  vote  with 
the  Government.  It  is  said  tliat  as  there  is 
in  the  House  of  Lords  a  Party  predominant 
over  the  Party  to  which  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  belong,  you  will 
paralyse  Liberal  Governments.  I  am 
willing  to  take  the  risk  of  that.  If  I  am 
sure  I  have  reduced  the  power  of  the 
Crown  to  make  Treaties  which  involve 
impositions  ui)on  the  nation,  I  shall  be 
quite  content  to  rely  on  what  experience 
has  taught  us,  that  when  the  House  of 
Lords  enters  upon  a  struggle  with  the 
House  of  Commons  on  questions  of 
public  policy,  it  is  the  House  of  Commons 
that  prevails.  But  at  present  the  House 
of  Commons  is  powerless  against  a 
Ministry  in  relation  to  a  Treaty.  A 
Ministry  may  be  thrown  out  of  Office  by 
a  hostile  vote  of  this  House,  but  the 
repudiation  of  a  Treaty  never  follows.  I 
intend  to  vote  with  the  Government, 
and  it  is  something  to  be  able  to  defend 
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one's  self  before  the  country  by  showing 
that  those  who  boBst  most  of  being 
cuiistitutioimlistfi,  either  intentionally 
or  in  iguoraucf,  ore  most  frequent 
in  trampling  upon  the  Constitution. 
It  would  be  a  special  pleasure  to  mo  to 
assist  the  Ooviirnmi^nt  in  modifying  one 
part  of  the  Constitution,  because  I  liad  to 
struggle  against  them  indefenceof  another 
part.  1  need  not  occupy  any  length  of 
time ;  the  way  lies  bo  clear  that  words 
weaken  rather  tlian  strengthen  the  case. 
The  puint  is  not  as  to  what  Treaties  have 
been  before,  but  as  to  those  we  are  to 
have  in  the  future.  I  admit  that  what- 
ever has  been  done  by  the  Crown  in 
virtue  of  prerogative  ;  whatever  has  been 
done  lieforo  this  Bill  becomes  law,  is  not 
affected;  but  from  tlie  moment  this  Bill 
receives  the  Royal  Assent,  it  is  an 
admonition  to  the  Sovereign  that  the 
Crown  has  no  right  to  enter  into  alliances 
or  engagements  with  any  Foreign  State 
or  Prince  without  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment, and,  therefore,  not  without  the 
authiirity  of  this  House.  This  is  so 
clear  to  my  mind  that  on  this  ground 
alone  I  shall  vote  with  the  Governmont 
in  limiting  the  power  of  the  Crown. 
•(9.1.)  Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell, 
Peckham)  :  Perhaps  I  ought  to  apologise 
to  the  House  for  descending  from  the 
Olympian  heights  of  Constitutional 
Law  to  the  prosaic  level  of  the 
Agreement  itst'lf  now  before  the 
House  ;  but  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
allow  tlie  constitutional  aspect  of  the 
question,  impart-int  as  it  is,  entirely  to 
obscure  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the 
Agreement  which  we  are  asked  to  assent 
to.  The  present  Sir  Kobi'rt  Peel  once 
said  the  C<in8titutiunal  Lawyers  were 
the  greatest  bores  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  at  this  stage  of  <  he  pro- 
ceedings I  think  it  is  a  dictum  that 
Members  will  not  be  disposed  to  deny, 
If  we  are  to  consider  the  Treaty  itself, 
it  is  ab(]ut  time  we  said  good-bye  to 
Constitutional  Law.  Most  hou.  Mem- 
bers will  agree  that  it  is  a  new  and 
Bound  departure  in  our  foreign  and 
colonial  politics  when  we  resolve  to 
settle  international  diSeronces  by  bar- 
gains rather  than  by  battles,  as  in 
former  days ;  and  I  am  very  glad  to  infer 
from  what  bus  been  said  by  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Afiairs  that  this 
Agreement  is  likely  to  create  a  pre- 
cedent, and  that  wo  may  in  future,  by 
YOL.  CCCXLVIL    [thied  berus.] 


conceding  in  West  Africa  something  to 
the  just  demands  of  France,  settle  with- 
out further  disagreement  the  question 
of  the  Newfoundland  fisheries.  France 
hiis  behaved  towards  us  with  great 
forbeiirance  and  .comity  in  this  matter, 
and  I  certainly  hope  that,  having  made 
this  Agreement  with  Germany  and 
having  left  France  rather  out  in  the  cold 
in  the  matter,  we  shall  not  be  slow, 
when  we  come  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  Zanzibar,  to  follow  the  lines  on  which 
Lord  Salisbury  has  jtroceeded  up  to  the 
present,  and  make  some  concession  to 
France  on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa. 
With  regard  to  the  East  African  part  of 
the  question  and  the  concessions  we 
have  made  to  and  obtained  from 
Germany,  1  will  stiy  only  this,  not  being 
peculiarly  well  qualified  to  speak  on  the 
matter — tliat  I  think  the  settlement  is 
of  a  statesmanlike  character,  and  that  it 
is  well  worth  giving  something  to 
secure  the  friendship  of  the  greatest 
Protestant  Power  in  Europe.  But 
with  regard  to  that  part  of  the  subject 
which  deals  with  South  Africa,  and  about 
which  I  know  a  little  more,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  cannot  altogether  approve 
the  arrangement  which  Lord  Salisbury 
has  made,  because  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  has  gone  too  far,  and  unnecessarily 
far,  in  allowing  tlie  Germans  to  come 
within  our  sphere  of  influence  in  that 
part  of  Africa.  It  is  not  only  that  he 
has  allowed  Germany  to  come  t  ast  of  the 
20th  degree  of  longitude,  and  as  far  us 
the  21at  degree;  but  that  when  they 
reach  the  18th  parallel  of  latitude,  he 
has  allowed  the  Germans  to  go  a 
grt;at  deal  further  east  to  Victoria 
Falls  in  such  a  way  as  to  block  or  cross 
the  i«ith  of  our  expansion  in  the  Bechu- 
annlaiid  Protectorate.  In  order  to 
appreciate  what  Lord  Salisbury  has  done 
in  admitting  the  Germans  witliin  our 
sphere  of  influence  iu  South  Africa,  it  is 
necessary  to  allude  shortly  to  the  history 
of  that  sphere  of  influence.  Our  sphere 
of  influence  was  proclaimed  with  all  due 
solemnity  and  deliberation  on  February 
11,  1888,  by  Mr.  Moffatt,  then  Acting 
Commissioner ;  and  on  July  25  in  the 
same  year.  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  wrote 
to  the  Triusvaal  Government  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  regarded  territory 
north  of  the  South  African  Republic, 
South  of  the  Zambesi,  east  of  the  20th 
degfree  of  east  longitude,  and  west  of  the 
2  £ 
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Portuguese  settlement  of  Sofala,  as  ex- 
cluBively  within  the  8j>herc  of  British 
influence.  Now  the  phnvse  "  spliere  of 
influence  "  was  new  in  colonial  politics  at 
tliiit  time,  and  it  struck  the  ear  of  the 
Dutch  ftepuhlic,  and  they  nsked  the 
British  Gtjvornment  to  give  an  explana- 
tion of  what  was  meant  by  "  sphere  of 
influence,"  and  they  asked  what  was  the 
position  under  the  law  of  nations  of 
such  territory,  and  as  this  is  of  great 
importance  in  colonial  politics,  I  hope 
the  House  will  forgive  me  if  I  read 
Lord  Knntaford's  answer.  He  instructed 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson  to  reply  to  Presi- 
dent Kruger  on  March  29,  1889,  in  the 
following  terms  : — 

"  In  answer  to  the  qupslion  in  paragraph  a 
of  vour  Despatch  its  to  what  would  lie  the 
position  under  the  law  of  natious  of  territory 
eiclusivoly  under  British  influence,  I  am 
direi-ted  to  state  that  such  territory  could  not 
be  without  the  consent  of  Her  Majesty's 
(iuvernineot,  annexed  by  the  South  African 
llepublic  or  by  any  Foieign  Power,  nor  could 
any  concession  be  made  by  any  King  or  Chidf 
within  such  territory  which  would  place  British 
subjects  ur  British  trade  in  a  position  of  dis- 
advantage." 

I  ask  with  wliat  face,  having  on  those 
condition.s  rigorously  excluded  the  Boers 
from  the  territory  which  marches  with 
their  own  country,  and  ioto  which  they 
might  legitimately  ask  that  they  might 
bo  allowed  to  expand  and  overflow,  can 
wo  admit  the  Germans  to  it?  1 
think  the  Boers  have  some  reason  to 
oomplain  that  we  have  hemmed  them 
in  on  every  side,  but  I  think  they 
have  a  double  reason  to  complain 
when  we  have  told  them  somewhat 
bluntly  that  the  Protectorate  territory 
is  meat  not  for  them  but  their  masters, 
and  niiw  allow  the  Germans  to  take  out 
a  large  slice  of  this,  to  them,  forbidden 
territory.  I  cannot  help  saying  oar 
conduct  in  this  regard  appears,  I  had 
almost  said  eontemjitible,  when  we  com- 
pare it  with  our  attitude  towards  Pfirtugal. 
Before  the  awful  personality  of  Serpa 
Pinto  we  are  arrogant  and  unbending : 
liefore  Germany  we  are  complaisance 
itself.  It  is  extraordinary  what  a 
(M^menting  bond  of  frionddiip  is  the 
mastership,  ma.sterslii|i  of  miiny  legions. 
r  warn  Lord  Salisbury,  however,  that  in 
admitting  Germany  within  our  sphere  of 
influence  in  South  Africa  without,  I 
believe,  taking  any  counsel  with  the 
Government  of  Cape  Colony,  he  is 
opening  up  a  vista  of  future  troubles. 
Mr.  Bwiimann 


I  am  afraid  he  is  raising  a  crop  of 
troubles  in  South  Africa,  because  it  is 
impossible  that  there  wo  can  have  a 
double  reign.  I  have,  therefore,  felt  it 
to  be  my  duty  to  i)rote8t  against  un- 
necessary concession  to  the  Germans  \n 
South  Africa,  especially  as  we  receive 
nothing  in  exchange.  Viewing  the 
Agreement  as  a  whole,  however,  I  regard 
it  as  a  solid  monument  of  statesmanship, 
and  I  shall  vote  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill. 

(9.15.)  Mb.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark, Mid): 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
has  said  that  British  interests  should 
be  above  Party  fights.  Now,  I 
remember  that,  on  June  2nd,  an  hon. 
Member  moved  a  reduction  in  tho  Vote 
for  the  expenses  of  Heligoland,  on  tho 
ground  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
trade  away  the  island  to  Germany  for 
some  concession  in  Africa,  and  upon  that 
27  Members  voted  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
position and  1 50  against  it,  who  are  now 
dis]K>sed  t<i  accept  this  Agreement,  and, 
ill  view  of  these  things,  I  am  disposed 
to  doubt  whether  the  House  does  put 
British  interests  abov  Party  fights.  I 
remember,  after  the  hou.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  and  the  hon.  Member  for  tho 
Scotland  Division  had  suggested  the 
exchange  of  Heligoland  for  some  ad- 
vantage in  South  Africa,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  said  that 

"  Not  a  shadow  of  reason  or  excuse  for 
giving  up  one  of  the  possessions  of  the  Grown 
had  been  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Members." 

Well,  we  have  not  yet  heard  of  tho 
resignation  of  the  Under  Secretiiry  for 
the  Colonies,  and  I  do  not  think  he  is 
going  to  speak  on  this  question.  There- 
fore, I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  is  a  little  sjxnguine 
in  exi)re88ing  the  hope  that  this  will  bo 
treated  al)ove  Party  considerations.  It 
has  been  said  in  favour  of  giving  up 
Heligoland  that  there  is  difficulty  in 
defending  an  outlying  possession  such  as 
this ;  that  we  have  not  an  juTuy  to 
garrison  such.  But  do  we  garrison  out- 
lying islands  around  our  coasts'/  No 
garrisons  are  needeil  ;  they  are  defende*! 
by  the  knowledge  that  they  are  defended 
by  the  power  of  the  British  Navy,  by 
tlio  knowledge  that  if  invailers  lauded, 
they  would  soon  be  surrounded,  and 
have  to  surrender  to  a  British  Fleet. 
Surely  there  is  no  serious  argument  in 
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tilia  difSculty  that  wo  cannot  gtirrison  our 
poBScasions.  The  oossion  of  tlie  islttTid  I  do 
not  regard  as  of  very  much  importance, 
but  it  is  a  new  principle  that  we  should 
give  up  a  population  of  2,000  persons 
who  haye  no  wish  whatever  to  be  sur- 
rendered. The  only  evidence  of  their 
willingness  is  tliat  Lord  Salisbury  said  he 
had  an  impression  that  they  did  not 
object,  and  the  Under  Secretary  has 
stated  that  we  hear  less  and  less  of  objec- 
tion on  their  part  every  day.  Well,  I 
8up])09e  that  is  natural,  for  the  people 
are  p(H)r  and  powerless,  and  as  they  feel 
it  is  more  and  more  likely  they  are  to 
be  handed  over  to  Germany,  they  would 
iiftturaJly  be  more  and  more  reluctant  to 
raise  objections.  There  is  only  one  way 
of  settling  the  question,  and  that  is  by 
hiking  a  pli'biscit''.  I  do  not  wish  t« 
exaggenite  the  importance  of  Heligoland, 
though  I  tolieve  there  is  some  evidence 
that  Naval  and  Military  Authorities  do 
consider  it  of  some  value.  The  Under 
Secretary  does  not  dispute  that  Heligo- 
land is  of  greater  value  to  Germany  than 
to  us.  Its  value  to  them,  from  a  senti- 
mental point  of  view,  is  considerable, 
and  possibly  it  has  a  naval  value.  On 
that  account  we  ought  to  get  a  very  good 
bargainf  rom  Germany,  but  the  fact  is  we 
have  only  obtained  two  things  which  can 
be  called  conceB.sion8  at  all,  namely,  certain 
right!!  in  Uganda  and  in  the  Sultanate  of 
Vitn.  The  value  of  these  rights  is  very 
doubtful.  They  may  be  of  certain  value 
to  fcniding  companies,  but  my  point  of 
opposition  to  the  Anglo-German  Agree- 
ment is  that  we  are  seeking  to  create  in 
Central  Africa  a  place  for  future  colonisn- 
tiou,  and  I  do  not  believe  in  a  jiestilentia! 
place  like  Vitu  or  equatorial  districts  as 
a  place  where  Europeans  can  settle,  live, 
and  thrive.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
an*  in  East  Central  Africa  alone  two 
things  of  great  importance  to  us — first, 
the  ]ilateau  of  land  to  the  East  of  Lake 
Tanganyika,  which  many  tmvellers, 
Commander  Cameron  and  others,  say  is 
suitable  for  Eurojiean  colonisation  ;  and, 
secondly,  a  British  belt  running  from 
north  to  south.  With  this  wo  shdulil 
have  a  frontier  continuous  with  the 
Congo  State  and  Lake  Tanganyika 
as  a  frontier  for  400  miles.  Neither 
of  these  two  things  are  obtained  for  us. 
The  Government  have  reserved  the  right 
to  a  road  from  one  British  territory  to 


another — I  could  have  wished  that  it 
WHS  the  right  to  a  railroad,  which  will 
bi;  of  far  greater  consequence.  But  it  is 
in  South-West  Africa  that  we  have  made 
the  most  disastnms  concessions.  The 
value  I  if  that  country  has  only  recently 
become  known.  It  is  fit  for  (lasturcs,  and 
is  of  great  mineral  wealth.  It  is  just  as 
we  have  got  to  know  its  value  that  we 
have  gone  out  of  our  way  to  snrrendiir 
a  large  slice  of  it  to  Germany.  The 
(iermans  are  making  no  use  of  Damara- 
Iftiid  and  Namaqualand.  I  do  not  think 
there  are  more  than  200  German  citizens 
in  all  that  vnst  territory.  They  are  simply 
settling  on  it,  waiting  nntil  the  work  and 
capital  of  our  people  make  it  valnablo, 
and  then  they  will  step  in  and  chiim  it. 
While  I  do  not  say  the  Government 
could  have  got  it  back  I  do  siiy,  reflating 
what  liaa  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peckham,  that  it  is  an  outrageous 
thing  that  German  territory  should  be 
extended  from  longtitude  20  deg.  E.  to 
21  deg.  E.  at  the  expense  of  the  Char- 
tercil  Company,  and  V)y  a  strip  of  300  or 
400  miles  to  the  upper  waters  of  the 
Zambesi.  There  is  no  concession  what- 
ever made  to  us  in  that  part  of  Africa. 
We  have  thrown  away  the  interest  of 
Englishmen,  of  Boers,  and  of  all  the 
peoples  of  South  Africa,  and  have  got  no 
earthly  advantage  in  return.  It  is  a 
serious  matter,  for  this  is  one  of  the 
richest  countries  in  the  world.  It  is 
rich  as  an  agricultural  country,  it 
aljiiunds  in  mineral  wealth;  it  has  gold, 
and  gidd  atti-acts  settlers.  These  will 
find  a  fine  climate,  where  they  and  their 
fiimilit'8  can  live  and  thrive,  land  for 
pn.sture  and  agriculture,  coal  just  under 
the  surface,  iron  ore,  and  other  minerals. 
From  all  this  we  deliberately  shut  our- 
selves out.  There  are  other  and  minor 
reasons  against  the  arrangement.  The 
line  of  division  will  out  through  the 
country  of  the  Makololo  and  Baroto 
tribes,  and  experience  on  the  Afghan 
frontier  with  the  Turcoman  tril)es,  under 
like  circumstances,  should  warn  u  s 
against  troubles  that  may  arise  from 
this  cause.  We  have  heard  a  rrrat 
deal  aboub  the  Hinterland  doctrine  ;  we 
are  told  that  where  a  country  has  thi' 
coast  line  it  ought  also  to  own  the  land 
behind  it.  But  I  have  noticed  in  this 
case  that  wherever  the  Hintc^rland  doc- 
trine has  been  in  our  favour,  the  principio 
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has  been  departed  from,  whereaa  it  has 
been  kept  when  it  has  been  against  us. 
Why  have  we  not  the  Hinterland  prin- 
ciple applied  in  the  case  of  Walfisch  Bay  ? 
If  the  GovtTnmeut  got  the  right  to  ran 
a  railway  from  Walfisch  Bay  into  the  in- 
terior, it  would  be  some  compensation  for 
the  wicked  surrender  which  they  have 
been  making.  I  do  not  want  to  repeat 
what  has  already  been  said  about 
Zauzibar.  I  think  it  is  agreed  that 
in  1886  wo  did  practically  exercise  a 
Protectorate  there.  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  has  admitted  that  at 
that  time  our  influence  in  Zanzibar  woti 
predominent  nnd  sucoessful.  In  the  year 
IHSG,  I  repent,  we  were  exercising  a  Pro- 
tectorate in  Zanzibar,  but  by  the  action 
of  the  Government,  Germany  was  allowed 
t«i  get  into  the  island,  and  now  the  only 
real  concession  which  we  have  got  under 
this  Agreement  is,  that  we  are  allowed  to 
liave  back  again  the  island  of  Zanzibar. 
At  the  same  time,  we  do  not  recover 
possession  of  the  five  or  six  hundred 
miles  of  coast  line  which  make  the 
pjsaession  of  the  island  valuable.  The 
fact  is,  having  once  given  up  the  island, 
wo  are  surrendering  Heligoland  in  order 
to  get  it  back  (Ufiiin.  We  are  told.  Sir, 
that  we  must  not  look  at  this  Treaty  bit 
by  bit,  but  that  we  must  consider  it  aa  a 
whole.  But  how  can  we  do  that  unless 
we  first  take  it  bit  by  bit  1  We  give  n 
concession  and  we  get  a  concession,  and 
the  question  is,  where  does  the  balance 
of  advantnge  come  in  ?  We  get  nothing 
given  us  except  certain  definite  rights 
over  two  places  in  the  Equator,  the 
Sultanate  of  Vita  and  Uganda.  More- 
over, under  the  Treaty,  we  shall  have  to 
buy  the  island  a  second  time  from  France. 
That  is  a  bargain  which  only  requires  to 
be  mentioned  in  order  to  be  condemned, 
and  I  am  sure  that  if  hon.  Members  vote 
as  they  feel,  this  Anglo-German  Agree- 
ment will  not  meet  the  ajiproval  of  the 
House  to-night.  I  am  not  attacking  the 
Agreement  in  any  spirit  of  Jingoism. 
Jingoism  is,  I  think,  a  hateful  thing. 
We  know  what  it  is.  We  know  that 
men  on  the  platform  shout  about  this 
great  Empire,  and  howl  aboul.  giving  up 
the  territory  which  our  forefathers  fought 
for,  but  I  venture  to  think  that  their 
forefathers  had  little  to  do  with  the 
building  u])  of  this  Empire.  The  reason 
why  I  dislike  the  Agreement  is  this.  I 
Mr.  PhUippt 


know  that  this  country  is  a  country  in 
which  white  men  can  live.  I  believe  it 
is  a  country  where  millions  of  our  fellow 
subjects  may  live  and  thrive.  You  have 
many  States  happily  coming  well 
together.  You  have  the  Cape,  Natal, 
the  Transvaal,  and  the  Orange  Free 
State.  They  are  getting  on  better  and 
better,  and  we  are  coming  rapidly  nearer 
to  the  day  when  there  will  be  a  con- 
federation of  all  the  States  in  Africa. 
Yet  wo  are,  by  this  Agreement,  throwing 
in  among  them  a  German  Official  ele- 
ment, connecting  them  with  another 
European  country,  with  which  they 
cannot  coalesce  or  combine.  lu 
South  Africa  there  are  already  nearly 
half  a  million  of  white  men  spread 
over  the  different  States — an  hon. 
Member  near  me  says  there  arc 
1,000,000.  I  did  not  know  there  were 
so  many,  and  I  have  stated  there  are 
500,000,  because  I  believe  it  is  best  to  be 
on  the  safe  side.  But  in  the  German 
territory  in  the  South-Weet  yon  have 
only  about  200  Germans.  Why,  then,  do 
the  Government  want  to  give  up  more 
fxirritory  to  these  few  Germans,  who 
do  nothing  to  civilise  these  States,  but 
simply  sit  down  t«)  take  their  ease, 
leaving  it  to  British  and  Boer  en- 
ttrprise  to  develop  tlie  country  and 
make  it  more  valuable  to  them  some  day  ? 
In  the  meanwhile,  the  people  of  this 
country  are  increasing  at  an  enormously 
nipid  rate  every  year,  and  we  must  find 
some  country  for  our  emigrants  in  the 
future.  I,  therefore,  deplore  immensely 
that  even  one  square  mile  of  Africa 
should  be  given  up  without  absolute 
necessity.  It  is  difficult  to  understand 
why  this  Agreement  was  ever  made. 
They  tell  us  that  we  have  the  advantage 
of  having  secured  the  friendship  of 
Germany.  1  hof)0  that  we  have,  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  friendship  may  bs 
sometimes  too  dearly  bought,  and  I 
think  it  will  be  much  too  dearly  bought 
if  it  is  purchased  by  giving  up  valuable 
territories  in  tlie  colonies  and  in  Africa. 
We  do  not  require  interest  in  Europe, 
The  less  we  have  to  do  with  European 
politics  the  better.  I  tliink  that  friend- 
ship purchased  in  Europe  will  prove  a 
very  dear  bargain  indeed  if  we  give  up 
for  it  valuable  territory  in  the  colonies. 
1  am  opposing  this  Agreement  because 
of  the   iutenso   interest  I   feel   in   this 
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oontinunt  and  in   the  anbject  of  coloai-  |  energies  hampered.     Because   we   must 
sation.     Africa   is   a  country  in  which  '  remember  that  it  is  this  English  enter- 


white  men  may  live  and  thrive,  and  it 
ifl  because  of  my  regret  at  seeing  Her 
Majesty's  Government  giving  up  even  a 
small  bit  of  this  immensely  valuable 
territory  that  I  beg  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months." — (Air.  PhUippH.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now  '  sttind  part  of  the  Question." 

(9.10.)  Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY 
(Devon,  Honiton) :  We  must  all  oon- 
gratuJate  Lord  Salisbury  njion  having 
succeeded  in  closing  an  open  sore  betwoen 
this  country  and  Gcrnuiuy.  No  doubt  it 
is  possible  to  point  out  various  localities 
in  which  we  might  have  lu»d  somothing 
more,  but  to  intimate,  as  the  last  sjicaker 
has  done,  that  tliero  has  been  a  throwing 
away  of  an  up|Hirtunity,  and  a  neglect  of 
the  interests  of  our  colonies,  is  very 
unfair.  The  feeling  of  the  country  will 
be  that  there  is  groat  cause  for  satisfac- 
tion at  the  conclusion  of  this  Treaty.  It 
is  well  to  observe  how  marvellous  has 
been  the  change  of  opinion  during  the 
pastfew  years  with  regard  to  the  ncquiaition 
of  territorial  influence.  A  short  time 
ago  we  were  anxious  lo  get  rid  of,  or,  at  all 
events,  there  seemed  to  be  a  feehng 
that  we  cared  nothing  for  our  colonies  or 
colonial  |X)sses8ions — that  they  were  a 
bui-den  to  us,  that  wo  had  more  im  our 
hands  than  we  could  manage,  and  that 
we  might  get  rid  of  everything  outside 
our  islands.  The  change  from  that 
state  of  feeling  has  been  most  miirked, 
and  only  a  few  months  ago  we  were 
oppressed  with  the  feai*  that  Germany 
had  altogetlier  out-stripped  us  in  the 
race,  and  that  we  wore  likely  to  be 
crowded  out  of  Afi-ica  altogether. 
There  was  fear  that  our  commerce 
in  seeking  new  outli-ts,  and  our  mis- 
sionary enterprises  which  hadsent  forward 
so  many  devoted  men,  and  had  expended 
millions   of  money,  might    have    their 


pnse  and  English  zeal  which  has 
opened  up  Africa  in  the  way  it  has 
been  opened  up.  English  money 
has  been  spent  to  a  very  large  extent, 
and  it  is  only  right  that  we  should  have 
a  full  and  free  scope  for  our  energies, 
Ixjth  in  respect  to  commcrco  and  to 
miHsious.  When,  therefore,  the  Agree- 
ment came  to  light,  it  was  agreeable 
t.o  find  that  our  interests  had  been 
safe-guai-ded  to  a  very  great  extent. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  threw  scorn  upon  Uganda, 
but  it  has  been  ]iroved  that  the  coun- 
try, as  described  by  Mr.  Stanley,  is  a 
very  rich  one  and  fertile,  and  I  hope 
that  when  ojwned  up  by  the  East  African 
Company,  as  it  will  bo,  it  may  prove  a 
vei"y  useful  outlet  for  colonisation  to 
develop  and  promote  civilisation  in  these 
parts.  When,  too,  wo  remember  the 
tension  which  existed  a  short  time  ago 
between  this  country  and  Germany, 
and  the  good  feeling  and  hearty  goixi 
will  which  now  prevails,  we  shall  feel 
that  great  imporfaince  should  l)e  attached 
tip  the  present  Agreement.  The  East 
African  Company,  which  has  already 
done  so  much,  and  is  competent  to  do 
more,  and  the  Missionary  Societies  will 
now  be  able  to  go  forwai-d  with  the  sure 
knowledge  that  their  energies  will  not 
be  hampered.  The  House  has  heard  a 
good  deal  of  high  oratory  this  evening 
respecting  the  clause  which  makes  the 
Agreement  subject  to  the  assent  of  the 
British  Parhament,  and  that  high  oratory 
has  come  from  those  who  are,  no  doubt, 
well  qualified  U>  speak  on  the  mvtcer. 
We  have  been  told  that  this  is  t  great 
blow  at  the  Royal  prerogative  and  the 
hon.  and  junior  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton has  said  that  he  will  support  the 
Bill  because  it  is  a  clear  limitation  of 
the  Royal  prerogative.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Irish  Secretary,  always  an 
advocate  of  a  heroic  jwlicy,  has  rushed 
forward  in  defence  of  the  clause,  and  at 
once  wished  to  take  the  view  hat  it 
would  have  great  effect  in  the  utmre. 
I  hardly  know  whether  other  Mrmbers 
of  the  Government  will  take  exactly 
that  view.  I,  myself,  have  regarded  it 
not  so  much  in  the  light  of  a  precedent, 
but  I  think  that  this  clause  was  insurted 
at  the  request  of  His  Imperial  Ali^'eBty 
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the  German  Emperor,  who  wished  this 
A^oemcnt  to  be  not  merely  a  Treivty 
witli  tlio  British  Government,  but  one 
with  the  British  people,  for  he  desired 
the  question  to  be  deeided  in  aniity 
between  the  two  nations,  and  to  bo  re- 
{Tfti'ded  as  a  t<iken  of  the  wish  of  the  two 
[ic'oples  to  live  in  strong  friendship.  This 
being  the  case,  I  hope  and  trust  that, 
whatever  we  may  think  of  the  legislative 
achievements  of  this  Session,  we  shall  at 
all  events  look  back  upon  this  Agreement 
of  1S90  as  one  which  forms  not  only  a 
bond  of  union  between  tlie  two  peoples, 
but  also  a  precedent  to  the  settling  of 
such  matters  in  a  spirit  of  mutual  con- 
W'ssion  and  conciliation,  which  will 
enable  them  to  go  forwai-d  in  the  future 
in  the  work  of  civilisation  in  which  these 
two  Christian  peoples  are  working  to- 
gether. 

(9.50.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  If 
it  were  not  for  the  African  question  I 
should  strongly  support  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  thi.s  Bill.  I  am  glad  that  the 
Government  have  given  up  Heligoland, 
bat,  inasmuch  as  a  great  tract  of  valuable 
land  is  being  given  up  in  Africa  as  well, 
I  shall  oppose  the  Second  Reading.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  is  mistjiken  in 
Baying  that  the  Cajje  Government  refused 
to  take  over  Namaqualand.  The  fact  is 
that  in  1883  a  Mr.  Spence  was  organis- 
ing an  exjuHlition  in  Cape  Colony  to  go 
to  Namaqualand,  and  take  over  some 
land  for  which  he  harl  obtained  a  oonct'S- 
sion  there.  About  that  time  a  German 
subject  obtained  from  a  Hottentot  chief, 
for  a  few  pounds  and  some  cattle,  a  con- 
cession of  Some  five  miles  of  land,  and 
the  object  of  Mr.  Spence's  expedition  was 
to  turn  the  German  out.  Prince 
Bismarek  asked  the  British  Government 
whether  we  had  a  Protectorate  in 
Namaqualand,  or  whether  we  would 
undertake  to  protect  German  subjects 
there.  To  that  question  for  many  mouths 
Lord  Derby  gave  no  reply.  From  Sep- 
tember, 1883,  untd  June,  1884,  both 
Mr.  Montana,  as  Colonial  Secretai-y,  and 
Mr.  Scanlan,  as  Prime  Minister,  wrote  to 
the  High  Commissioner  strongly  urging 
Sir  John  Ketinatvay 


that  the  Imperial  Government  should 
take  over  the  country,  and  when  that 
Ministry  was  displaced  by  Sir  Thomas 
Uppingham  strong  representations  con- 
tinued to  lie  made  to  the  Imperial 
Government  to  take  over  Natuaqualand. 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson  telegraphed  to 
Lord  Derby  urging  that  the  Imperial 
Government  should  accede  to  the  wishes 
of  the  Government  of  Cape  Colony,  but 
Lord  Derby  telgniphed  back  asking  Sir 
H.  Robinson  to  prevent  the  matter 
being  brought  before  the  Capo  Par- 
liament. Those  facts  I  learned  iu 
conversjition  witli  members  of  the 
Cape  Ministry,  and  they  also  ap- 
{>ear  on  the  Despatches.  Yet  wo  are 
told  by  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  that  neither  the  Imperial  nor 
the  Cape  Government  would  take  over 
Namaqualand,  and  hence  the  Germans 
took  it  over.  It  was  not  until  Prince 
Bismarck  had  waited  for  months  for  an 
answer  which  he  did  not  get  that  he 
stepped  in  and  declared  the  five  miles  or 
so  of  land  which  were  claimed  by  the 
German  subject  to  bo  German  territory. 
Now  that  has  blossomed  into  one-half  of 
Africa.  No  doubt  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment are  to  blame,  but  the  Capo  Govern- 
ment expected  that  iu  a  matter  of  that 
kind  the  present  Government  would  ask 
them  whether  they  would  sanction  tlio 
course  about  to  be  taken.  Then,  why 
should  the  Government  hand  over  to 
Germany  a  portion  of  Bechuanaland 
upon  which  so  much  British  money 
has  l)een  spent?  The  Makololo  and 
the  Bechuanas  will  be  partly  under 
I'inglish  and  partly  under  German  con- 
irol,  In  exchange  for  all  that  territory, 
we  are  getting  a  strip  of  coast  land. 
But  everyone  knows  that  in  Africa  the 
const  line  is  the  least  valuable,  because 
of  the  fever,  which  makes  it  impossible 
for  white  men  to  live  there.  The  really 
valuable  land  is  in  the  well-watered 
uplands  some  5,000  or  7,000  feet  above 
the  sea,  and  that  is  the  kind  of  land 
which  has  been  given  up  to  the  Germans. 
There  is  now  a  more  friendly  feeling 
than  then^  has  been  for  a  long  time 
between  the  two  sections  of  the  popula- 
tion of  South  Africa,  the  Dutch  and  the 
Fnglish.  There  is  less  race  feeling 
existing  there  now,  and  the  first  step 
has  been  taken  this  year  by  having  a 
Customs    Union.     The  men  who   have 
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been  ligliting  us  are  faecoming  loyal  to  Agreement  not  been  in  existonco  to 
the  Crown,  and  there  is  a  still  more  bear  -witneas  against  us.  Lord 
kindly  feeling  doveloping  in  the  Free  \  Salisbury,  in  his  speech  in  the 
State  and  the  Transvaal,  where  a  British  House  of  Lords,  did  not  claim  iiny 
subject  can  have  a  vote  after  two  years,  gi-cat  merit  for  this  arrangement,  though 
and  can  become  naturalised  after  five  '  extravagant  eulogies  have  been  passed 
years.  But  now  you  are  introducing  I  upon  him  by  his  supporters.  He  said 
tJje  German  element  in   Becliuanaland  ;  '  that  the  chief  merit  of  this  Agreement 
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you  are  bringing  it  to  within  easy 
distance  of  the  Transvaal.  I  do  not 
disapprove  of  the  cession  of  Heligoland, 
which  is  to  Bremen  and  Hamburg  what 
the  Isle  of  Man  is  to  Liverpool  and 
Manchester;  but  as  regards  South  Africa, 
nothing  more  foolish  has  been  done  in 
the  last  20  years  tlian  has  been  done.  I 
yet  see  the  sources  of  strained  relations 
with  Germany.  In  certain  territories 
British  subjects  are  prevented  from 
entering  by  Germiin  ofiBcials.  That  those 
who  have  spent  their  money  and  time 
there  are  to  be  subject  to  a  few  people 
on  the  coast  seems  to  be  the  height  of 
folly.  1  say  you  have  introduced  an 
element  of  discord  when  Boers  and 
Englishmen  were  beginning  to  see  the 
merits  of  each  other.  You  have  brought 
the  German  force  within  a  fortnight'K 
march  of  the  ixirders  where  the  Craw  ford 
incident  took  place.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  liave  done  this,  when  they 
might  have  developed  the  magnificent 
territories  and  obtained  the  assistance  of 
the  Cape  Government  in  establishing  a 
position  which  they  have  now  sacrificed. 

(10.5.)  Mb.  E.  BECKETT  (York 
N.R.,  Whitby)  :  Sir,  though  this  Agree- 
ment seems  likely  to  encounter  no 
very  violent  opposition  in  this  House, 
and  will  probably  bo  sanctioned  with- 
out a  Division,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  one  in  which  the  Government  and 
the  country  need  take  any  particular 
pride.  I  think  the  Conservative  Party 
have  not  studied  the  question,  feeling 
the  utmost  confidence  in  the  statesman- 
ship of  Loid  Salisbury.  Still,  I  fear  that 
they  have  an  uneasy  sense  that  all  is  not 
well.  Tliey  do  not  think  it  is  quite  wliat 
they  would  have  approved  of  in  1885.  It 
certainly  is  a  fact  that  if  any  cession  is 
proposed  by  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
wo  shall  not  be  able  to  oppose  it  with  the 
freedom  wo   should  have  felt  had   this 


was  that  neither  England  nor  Germany 
gained  any  advantage  over  the  other. 
I  thiivk  it  will  be  granted  that  England 
will  get  no  advantage  from  Germany, 
but  no  one  will  say  that  Germany  docs 
not  get  veiy  considerable  advantage  from 
England.  Germany  has  been  too  much 
favoured  and  England  too  much  forgotten. 
We  have  made  a  cession  for  which  we 
have  received  no  adequate  return.  We 
have  thi-own  away  huge  territories  in 
Africa  with  a  reckless  prodigality  that 
reminds  one  of  the  rake's  progress,  and 
in  our  passion  for  parting  we  take  the 
Gibraltar  of  the  Baltic  and  chuck  it  into 
the  German  Emperor's  lap  in  order  that 
he  may  say  to  the  world,  "  Behold, 
another  Bismarck  is  here  I "  A  great 
deal  has  occurred  in  South  Africa  which 
1  think  is  beet  jillustrated  by  tiiking  a 
description  of  Englnnd  in  Africa  a  few 
years  ago  written  in  a  Gorman  journal  of 
high  authority — 

"  England  has  laid  hvr  hand  on  all  South 
Africa,  where  th«  Orange  Fr™  titate  ulonti  pru- 
lon)^  an  independent  existonce  for  perhaps 
only  II  few  years.  She  has  assumed  a  semi- 
autocratic  position  in  Egypt  and  ZaDzibor,  and 
the  cry  has  gone  through  the  English  paptts 
to  win  the  great  and  newly  discovired  territories 
of  the  Congo  for  Groat  Britain  and  to  create  in 
them  a  new  and  gigantic  market  for  Egyptian 
merchandise." 

After  dazzling  his  readers  with 
this  picture  of  England  sitting 
enthroned  in  the  Continent  of  Africa, 
the  writer  added  in  a  deprecating 
way,  "  But  Gern-any  ought  not  to  resign 
this  immense  spoil  to  England."  Nor 
has  she.  You  cannot  say  that  now  our 
possessions  in  Africa  are  like  an  ocean 
whose  broad  expanse  is  broken  only  by  a 
solitary  island.  The  Transvaal  has 
emerged  from  the  waves.  The  watei* 
have  receded  from  Damaralaud  and 
appear  likely  to  leave  Swaziland  un- 
covered. Our  autocratic  position  in 
Zanzibar  has  been  resigned  and  only 
IMirtially  resumed ;  so  that  all  that 
remains   to    us   is  our    semi-autocratic 
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position  in  Egypt  and  a  bare  half  of  our  influence.  Owing  to  tho  apathy  nnd  in- 
former poBseasions  in  South  Africa.  It  '  "  —  -  - 
h!«  been  contended  that  we  really  have 
no  Protectorate  over  Zanzilmr,  nnd  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
used  rather  a  hard  expression,  for  he 
said  that  we  would  not  resume  the  Pro- 
tectorate of  Zanzibar  in  a  concrete  form. 


•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  did  not  use 
that  word. 

Mr.  E.  BECKETT:  Our  relations  with, 
and  our  services  to,  Zanzibar  date  back 
30  years  and  more.  In  1860  an  insurrec- 
tion, organised  by  the  Saltan's  brother, 
was  suppressed  by  our  aid,  and  the 
Sultan  saved  from-  ruin.  He  and  his 
Buccessora  were  devoted  to  tho  British 
alliance,  our  object  being,  indejjendent  of 
trade,  the  suppression  of  slavery.  We  also 
provided  a  Christian  Chui-ch,  and  have 
something  like  10,000  children  in  Chris- 
tian schools.  Furthermore,  we  have  greatly 
reduced,  if  not  altogether  abolished,  tho 
Slave  Trade.  In  1872  we  sent  Sir 
Bartle  Frere  on  a  srascial  mission  to 
Zanzibar  to  arrange  for  the  suppression 
of  the  Slave  Trade.  We  have  by  these 
and  other  events  established  a  virtual 
Protectf>rate,  which  was  acquiesced  in  by 
the  Powers  of  Europe,  and  the  Sultan 
looked  to  us  to  support  him.  In  1873 
there  was  no  mail  sei-vico  to  Zanzibar 
except  that  of  England,  and  in  187ri 
the  Sultan  visited  England,  where 
ho  was  received  with  great  state 
and  cordiality.  On  his  return  new  rule.s 
for  the  suppression  of  tho  Slave  Trade 
were  made,  and  in  1875  tho  Bishop  there 
wrote  that  the  Slave  Ti-ade  was  prac- 
tically at  an  end.  In  1879  Egypt  thought 
to  secure  the  trade  of  Central  Afriea,  and 
sentadeettoZanzibar.  This, however,  wa.s 
protested  against  ;  the  protest  was  sup- 
ported by  England,  and  Egypt  gave  way. 
In  1880  Sir  John  Kirk,  our  able  and 
zealous  Consul  there,  left  on  two  years' 
leave  of  absence.  Ho  was  received  with 
great  demonstrations,  and  treated  with 
special  marks  of  distinction.  On  his 
return  he  decorated  the  Sultan  with  the 
Grand  Cross  of  St.  Michael  and  St. 
George  sent  by  the  Queen,  and  in  the 
following  year  the  Sultan  entertained 
the  oflScers  and  men  of  the  British  Fleet 
Prom  1883  dates  the  growth  of  German 
Mr,  E.  BeckeU 


difference  of  tho  English  Government 
the  Germans  tried  to  undermine  and 
oust  ns.  The  Sultan,  however,  still 
looked  to    England,   and    in    1884    h9 

wrote — 

"  Conflding  io  the  good  Providence  of  the 
Jfost  High  Uod  iind  relying  on  Her  Must 
GrHcioua  Jliijegty  wu  hiivo  no  (ear  of  aggre««on 
frum  any  one." 

In  1»86  Germany  made  claims  which 
were  resisted  by  the  Sultan,  but  a  con- 
vention was  made  lx3twcen  England  and 
Germany  which  deprived  Zanzibar  of 
nearly  all  its  possessions,  but  reserved  a 
10  mile  zone  on  the  mainland.  This  '^; 
was  done  to  satisfy  English  public 
opinion.  Tlie  Government  did  not  dare 
to  hand  over  unconditionally  the  terri- 
tory of  a  faithful  ally,  who  had  trusted 
na  and  followed  our  advice  for  a  quarter 
iif  a  centm-y  ;  but  in  1888  tho  territory 
of  Zanzibar  was  further  contracted,  and 
the  whole  mainland  was  pnictically  «nr- 
rendeivd  to  Germany,  and  what  was 
the  result  1  From  the  date  of  that 
usurpation  the  natives  became  dis- 
satisfied, and  rebelled ;  murders  were 
ciiuimitted;  Germtiny  expressly  bound 
herself  in  1886  and  again  in  1887  not 
to  operate  in,  or  permit  operations  in,  the 
territory  we  have  now  surrendered  to 
her.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho 
Under  Secretary  has  to-night  made  use 
of  a  very  remarkable  expression,  for  he 
said  we  did  not  assume  this  Protectonito 
in  a  concrete  fashion,  but  that  our 
operations  in  this  part  of  Africa  were  for 
the  common  good  of  the  human  race. 
It  seems  to  me  that  to  say  we  only  go 
to  Zanzilxvr  on  philanthropic  considera- 
tions and  for  the  gixid  of  the  human 
race  in  general  is  hardly  a  thing  worthy  - 
of  consideration.  It  is  said  that  we 
liave  trading  rights  over  the  German 
sjihere  of  influence  in  East  Africa.  Wo 
had  already  trading  rights  irver  the 
German  sphere  of  influence,  but 
Germany  has  excluded  British  traders 
and  caravans  from  that  sphere  nnd 
pln<;ed  great  obstacles  in  the  way  of  our 
traders.  The  utility  of  our  trade  rout« 
has  been  made  light  of.  Is  it  as  useless 
as  some  seem  to  think?  Before  tho 
Anglo-German  Agreement  was  pub- 
lished, I  stated  that  the  Power  becoming 
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poBsesBcd  of  this  route  would  have  the  con- 
trol of  the  inl:md  trade,  which  Iwa  lieen 
valued  at  £15,000,000  a  year,  and  I  pre- 
dicted that  Germany  would  stand  firm. 
Lord  Salisbury  has  said  that  rather  than 
give  way  Germany  would  have  broken 
off  the  Agreement ;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  we  have  trading  rights 
secured  by  the  Berlin  Act  of  1885, 
which,  however,  have  been  absoluti.-ly 
disregarded.  They  tried  to  ruin  Motn- 
bassa.  A  South  African  told  mo  tliat  it 
was  almost  impossible  for  Englishmen 
to  trade  in  Damaraland.  In  1888  the 
Consul  made  a  claim  on  the  mines  in 
Damaraland,  saying  that  by  the  law  of 
Germany  the  mines  could  only  be  owned 
and  worked  by  German  subjects.  The 
Germans  are  bad  neighbours,  and  their 
action  in  Africa  has  been  marked  by 
continued  hostility  to  us,  while  we  have 
been  putting  into  their  hands  the  sticks 
with  which  they  beat  us.  Wo  have 
meekly  yielded  to  their  aggressions,  each 
oor.cession  having  been  the  prelude  to  a 
fresh  claim.  With  regard  to  the  presence 
of  the  Gerinnns  in  Ugivnda,  Bishop 
Smytliies  writes — 

"  The  resalt  of  tho  Germans  uoming  hits 
boen  that,  after  living  safely  among  the  people 
for  20  years,  our  rtdatiuns  with  them  becoming 
ever  more  friendly,  wo  now  »oo  our  work 
hindered,  our  lives  possibly  endangered,  and 
our  religion  deluded,  becanso  wo  are  now 
associated  with  violence  and  oppression.  And 
all  to  what  end  f" 

We  may  well  ask  to  what  end  1  And 
the  answer  is,  the  aggrandisement  of 
Germany  and  the  humiliation  of  Eng- 
land. We  have  allowed  the  Germans  to 
extend  in  Damaraland,  Namaqualand, 
across  to  the  Zambesi,  so  that  we  cannot 
reach  the  fertile  lands  except  through 
the  German  territory.  It  was  jiroposed 
to  construct  a  railway  from  the  Victoria 
Falls  to  the  Zambesi,  the  Portuguese 
having  given  a  concession  for  that  pur- 
pose. If  it  were  made,  unquestionably 
it  would  open  up  a  valuable  market  in  a 
highly  fertile  region.  The  lion.  Member 
for  Caithness  hit  tho  right  nail  on  tho 
head  when  he  said  that  the  arnHigcment 
was  unfortunate  at  the  present  moment 
for  the  Snutii  African  people,  because  we 
have  allowed  it  to  appear  to  tho  imtives 
that  another  nation  has  taken  advantage 
of  ua  and  is  stronger  than  we  are.     If  we 


wish  to  unite  the  white  men  in  South 
Africa  in  a  confederation  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  England,  we  must  show  that  we 
are  prepared  to  a.'sert  supremacy  and 
power.  The  day  of  confederation  will 
be  postptmed  as  long  as  Her  Majesty's 
Government  show  that  their  policy  is 
one  of  shuffling  and  retreat.  No 
one  can  protend  that  we  have  gained 
anything  in  South  Africa,  and  wo  have 
gained  nothing  in  ?ivst  Africa  to 
which  we  had  not  a  right  before.  1 
do  not  think  that  anyone  has  attempted 
to  assert  that  we  have  obtained  a  good 
birgsin  in  Africa,  and  I  do  not  see  why 
Cfincessions  in  Europe  should  have  been 
added  to  our  concessions  in  Africa.  We 
must  look  at  this  Stiuth  African  question 
in  the  light  of  pa.st  history,  and  it  is  an 
unfortunate  thing  that  to  the  African 
mind  of  late  years  we  have  always 
apjMjared  in  the  light  of  suirendoring 
something  to  somelxjdy.  A  Union, 
under  the  headship  of  England,  is  now 
the  dream  and  aapin»tion  of  South  Africa. 
If  Germany  could  have  been  induced  to 
clear  out  of  Damaraland  and  NaiiiiM[un- 
land  a  great  stride  would  have  Ix^en 
nifulc  towards  tlie  realisation  of  that 
dream.  Confederation  will  become 
easier  in  proportion  as  the  over-master- 
ing power  and  ruling  capacity  of 
England  are  felt  and  recognised  ;  but  a.s 
long  as  our  policy  is  one  of  shuffle  and 
surrender,  so  long  shall  we  postpone  the 
day  of  confederation.  As  it  is,  Germany 
has  gained  an  extension  of  territory  to 
the  Congo,  and  absolute  possession  of  ^ 
the  coast  line,  and  she  has  only  ceded  ' 
regions  none  of  which  ever  belonged  to 
her,  while  we  have  only  gained  a 
resumption  of  our  Protectorate  over 
Zanzibar,  which  Germany  boasts  she 
can  render  valueless  to  us  if  so  in- 
clined. We  have  yet  to  know  what  we 
have  to  pay  for  Zanzibar.  But  if  cmr 
bargain  has  been  bad  inAfrica,  what  has 
it  been  in  regard  to  Heligoland  t 
In  return  for  Heligoland  I  think  the 
Government  might  have  asked  Ger- 
many to  retire  from  these  disjjuttd  por- 
tions of  the  African  territory.  It  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  most  extraordinary  thing 
in  the  negotiations  for  surrendering 
Heligohmd  that  we  should  have  said 
tliat  the  island  was  practically  useless 
to  us.  No  doubt  it  is  valuable  to  Ger- 
many, but  it  was  also  valuable  to   us  ; 
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indeed,  in  the  eveut  of  war  witli  Ger-  peace  with  honour.    Althoug^h  the  policy 

many  the  ^lossession  of  lieligoland  would  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleniun  the  Member 

be    invaluable    to    this    country.       Its  for  Mid  Lothian  had  its  merits,  one  of  its 
possession  would  have  the  full  worth  of  ,  chief  resultti  was  war  with  dishonour  ; 

a  fleet  to  us,  and  this  was  the  opinion  of  and,  for  my  part,  1  prefer  the  aggressive 

one  of  our  greatest  Admirals — Admiral  principles  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  foreign 

Bussell.        A      German      paper  —  the  policy,  which   sluittered    Zululand    and 


Hamburger  A'achrichten — says- 

"  England  huB  alwiiys  posgessod  in  the  island 
the  DieanH  of  keepjni;  (iermany   stralegically 


reduced  Afghanistan,  to  the  moderate 
l)rinciplos  of  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   the  Member  for 

inaecurc,  oi  indirectly  muleslinfi;   her,  and   of  |  Mid     Lotlvijin,  which    dictated    the   dis* 

ditnuUng  before  her  eyes  the  great   value  of  -  -    —  -  .       . 

her    friendship.       Think    of  the   rSIt   which 

Helipolaud  played   in    the  wars  of  1S64   and 

1K70!     Its  possesHion,   in  ehort,  gives  us  the 

cummuud   uf  the  North  Sea  ;  the  commerce  of 

lliiinhurg  will  gain  by  its  cession  to  us,  for  a 

blockade     of     ihe     Elbe     will    now     be    an 

impossibility." 


No  doubt  if  we  were  to  go  to  war  with 
Germany  the  cession  of  lieligoland 
must  add  heavily  to  our  responsibili- 
ties, because  the  attempt  to  blockade 
Hamburg  and  the  mouth  of  the 
Ellxj  would  be  exceedingly  difficult, 
dangerous,  and  expensive.  I  believe  that 
Germany  would  have  been  willing  to 
have  given  up  much  more  thaji  she  has 
ceded  for  the  possession  of  Hehgohmd. 
Its  value  to  Germany  is  very  groat.  It 
gives  her  an  eye  to  see,  and  an  arm  to 
strike  at  Holland,  Belgium,  France, 
KuKsia,  and  Denmark.  We  do  not  wjint 
anything  in  Europe  that  Germany  can 
give  us  ;  we  are  perfectly  able  to  protec^t 
our  own  coeats.  Would  the  friendship 
of  Germany  prevent  Russia  from  attack- 
ing us  in  India,  or  France  from  harass- 
ing us  in  Egypt  f  Would  it  make  nego 
tiations  with  France  easier  in  Newfound- 
land ?  It  remains  to  be  seen  whether 
this  would  be  the  case,  but,  at  all  events, 
if  friendship  is- worth  anything  it  should 
be  recijjrociil,  and  Germany  has  shown 
very  little  reciprocity  in  this  Agreement. 
8he  is  anxious  to  take  everything ;  we 
seem  anxious  to  give  everything.  It 
was,  I  believe,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,  and  the  right 
hon.  GentlemaTi  the  Member  for  New- 
castle, who  said  the  other  day  that 
Heligoland  was  the  tomb  of  Jingoism, 
and  that  in  it  were  interred  the  nrinciples 
of  Lord  Beaoonsfield's  foreign  jwlicy.  I 
confess  that,  although  I  am  not  a  Jingo, 
the  jKilicy  so  described  had  its  good 
points  as  well  as  its  faults.  We  must 
not  forget  that  one  of  its  froite  wtuj 
Jir.  E.  BeckeU 


gniceful   Transvaal   surrender  and    the 
desertion  of  Gordon. 

(10.30.)    StE  LEWIS  PELLY  (Hack 
ney,  N.) :    The  hon.    Member  for   Mid 
Lanark  is  mistaken  in   saying  that  the 
Snltanah  of  Witu  was   awarded  to   us. 
It  was  the  Port  and  Island  of  Lamn  that 
was     submitted     to     arbitration,      and 
declared  to  belong  ueither  to  us  or  to 
Germany.     Subsequently,  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar   handed  Lamu   to  ns.       It  is 
also  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  "Hinter- 
land "  has  been  given  to  Germany,  but 
not   to   us.      Our   boundary    line    runs 
along  the  first  parallel  of  South  latitude, 
right  across  to  Victoria  Nyanza,  and  into 
the  region  South  of  Uganda,  where  it  turns 
a  little  South  and  embraces  the  mountain 
Mfumbiro  It  then  continues  West,  until  it 
strikes  the   frontier  of  the  Free  State  of 
the  Congo.  Our  "  Hinterland,"  therefore, 
is  reserved  to  ns  almost  equally  as  well 
as   the  Hintt^rland   of    the    Germans  is 
kept  for  them.     It  is  in  vain  to  comjiare 
tlie  position  of  poUtical  affairs  on  the  East 
Coast   of  Africa,    with    a   condition   of 
affairs  which  obtained  at  some  more  or 
less  remote  date.     I  remember  the  coast 
of  East  Africa  at  a  time  when  the  word  of 
a  British  Representative  mund  the  whole 
shore  line  of  the  Indian  Ocean  was  kiw. 
Those  days  are  gone.     Then  no  foreign 
Power  interfered  with  ns.     Now,  other 
Powers  have  come  in,  and  we  have  had 
to  take  our  place  with  them.     The  ques- 
tion is,  what  was  the  position  immediately 
before    this  Agreement  was  made  'I    The 
East    African    Company,    finding    that 
GeiTuany   had   deckred    a   Protectorate 
over  au  immense  region  lying  tetween 
the  Rivers  Jana  and  Juba  to  the  North- 
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waitl  of  tlic  Britmh  sphere  of  influence, 
and  thus  finding  thomsolvos  Bqnoczcd 
iu,  both  to  the  South  and  Nortli, 
bj  Germany,  folt  it  would  be  im- 
practicable for  tiiom  to  carry  out  the 
enterprise  they  hiid  in  hand.  Bat  the 
result  of  this  Agreement  is,  that  while 
the  Germans  surrender  their  Protecto- 
rate over  that  vast  region,  our  influence 
n»ohes  up  to  the  northernmost  tributary 
of  the  River  Juba — thus  increasing 
OUT  shore  hue  by  200  miles,  giving 
UB  access  to  the  river  itself,  and  increas- 
ing oui'  Hinterland  until  it  strikes  the 
frontier  of  the  Congo  Free  State  be- 
yond Lake  Albert  Nyanza.  I  think 
we  have  no  reason  to  oimplain  of  the 
provisions  of  this  Agreement,  On  the 
oontiiiry,  it  strikes  me  as  being  a  mea- 
sure that  has  been  carried  out  with  great 
tact,  great  jwitience,  great  skill,  and  great 
success.  I  believe  I  speak  the  opinions 
and  feelings  of  those  directly  interested 
in  the  present  political,  commercial, 
geographical,  and  other  interests  in  this 
region,  when  I  say  they  are  very  much 
obliged  to  the  Government  for  the 
manner  in  which  the  ai-mngement  has 
been  effected.  Wo  obtain  the  finest  jwrt 
by  far  on  the  coast  and  nearest  to  the 
British  Empire  in  India.  I  allnde,  of 
course,  \a  tiie  Port  of  Mombissa.  We 
obtain  access  to  two  gi'oat  rivers  and  one 
inferior  river — luunely,  the  Juba — ^the 
Tana,  and  the  Sabaki,  and  we  obtain 
the  nearest  line  of  railway  from  the 
cxwBt  to  Lake  Victoria  Nyanza.  Those 
of  us  who  are  directly  interested  in  the 
arrangement  are  quite  satisfied  with  the 
advantages  which  the  Government  have 
Secured  for  this  country. 

*(  10.35.)  Mk.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the  hou.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  into  the 
question  of  the  advantages  tliat  the 
Agreement  will  secure  for  the  Royal 
Etiat  Africa,  (jompany,  because  it  would 
bo  im]K>8sible  to  do  so,  unless  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  were  to  permit  the  innovation 
of  the  suspension  of  a  gigantic  map 
from  the  clock  to  the  Bar.  I  think  the 
satisfaction  the  lion.  Member  expresses 
wiU  be  qualified  in  the  mmd  of  tlic 
House  by  the  knowledge  that  ho  repre- 
sents the  Royiil  East  African  Company. 
The  complaint  that  has  been  made  with 
regard   to   tlie   delimitation  of   Eastern 


Africa  is  that  the  interests  of  England 
in  other  parts  of  Africa  have  not  been 
snfficiently  kept  in  view,  and  that 
valuable  territories  in  the  South, 
valuable  lines  of  communication  in 
the  interior,  have ,  been  surrendered 
in  exchange  for  some  hundred  miles 
of  arid  co;ist.  I  do  not  propose  to 
refer  to  the  constitutional  question 
arwing  out  of  this  Bill  for  the  cession 
of  Heligoland,  because  that  has  been 
sufficiently  dealt  with  earlier  in  the 
evening  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby, 
Further  than  to  repeat  the  demand  they 
made — that  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
should  firiTduce  the  precedents  on  which 
the  Government  rely  for  bringing  in  a 
Bill  to  ratify  a  Treaty  for  the  cession  of 
territory.  One  thing  at  least  is  clear, 
that  although  there  have  been  many 
cessions  of  British  territory  in  various 
parts  of  the  world,  none  of  these  has  yet 
been  thought  to  need  a  statute  to 
effect  it.  I  desire,  however,  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  admitted  the  very  doc- 
trint?  for  whicli  my  right  hon. 
Friends  contended,  namely,  that  this 
is  a  constitutional  change  of  great 
magnitude,  and  one  that  cannot  help 
having  its  rosulta  in  the  future.  The 
ailment  of  the  Chief  Secretary  goes  to 
show  that  this  will  be  no  longer  rea 
integrn,  but  that  when  the  question  of 
any  other  Treaty  arises  the  Government 
will  have  to  consider  whether  it  should 
or  should  not  embody  it  in  a  Bill  and 
place  it  before  Parliament.  If  any 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
have  not  fully  apprehended  what 
is  the  ground  on  which  wo  con- 
sider this  a  change  of  profound  im- 
port, whether  for  good  or  for  ill  is  a 
matter  which  I  do  not  now  inquire, 
Jet  me  remind  them  again  that  this 
is  not  a  question  of  increasing  the 
powers  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  regard  to  the  foreign  iiolicy,  but  of 
enlarging  the  powers  of  Parliament 
whicli  includes  another  Chambpr, 
Whatever  power  the  House  of  Cotn- 
mons  may  have  in  future  for  rejecrt- 
ing  a  Bill  will  be,  under  this  precedent, 
equally  enjoyed  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
The    power    given    to    the    House     of 
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Commons  will  be  counterbivlaiiced  by 
the  veto  of  t\u-  House  of  Lords.  1  hope 
if  there  is  any  authority  for  the  course 
the  Government  have  adopted  in  bring- 
ing in  this  Bill,  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  will  not  be  slow  to  furnish  us 
with  it.  As  to  the  merits  of  this  Agree- 
ment, I  must  frankly  own  that  I  cannot 
dissent  from  the  view  taken  by  }Ier 
Majesty's  Government  na  to  the  small 
strategic  value  of  Ueligoliind  to  us, 
seeing  that  for  the  83  years  during 
which  it  has  been  in  our  ixjssession  wo 
have  mtide  no  attempt  whatever  to  fortify 
it.  It  has  been  said  that  notwithstanding 
that  fact  it  would  have  been  of  great 
service  to  us  in  the  event  of  our  being 
involved  in  a  war  with  Germany.  I  hope, 
iiowever,  it  will  not  go  forth  from  tliis 
House  that  there  is  any  danger,  or  e\'en 
a  remote  jiossibility,  of  our  being 
involved  in  a  war  with  that  country, 
with  whom  wo  have  for  such  a  long 
period  been  on  the  terms  of  the  greatest 
friendship.  We  have  not  been  at  war 
with  Germany  since  the  13th  century, 
and  I  think  we  may  fairly  hope  that  in  no 
time  we  can  amtemplate  now  will  any 
likelihood  of  such  hostility  arise.  At  the 
same  time,  it  is  only  fair  to  say  that  by 
tlie  [lossession  of  Heligoland  we  always 
held  a  trump  lard,  wliich  we  could  [jlay 
whenever  we  desired  to  make  a  liargain 
with  Germany,  as  it  is  well  known  that 
that  country  sets  tlie  highest  value 
upon  the  island.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  in  a  war  Ijetween  Germany 
and  any  neighbouring  Power  the 
]Ki8Se8sion  of  Heligoland  would  be 
of  great  importance,  and  I  think  wo  may, 
therefore,  say  it  waa  the  duty  of  tlio 
Government  to  secure  substantial  advan- 
tages in  return  for  it.  I  confess,  howevci', 
that  I  cannot  exprcbs  myself  equally 
favourable  with  regard  to  another  point 
arising  upon  the  Agreement.  I  think  tliat 
wc  are  entitled  to  hear  from  the  Under 
Secretary  some  evidence  as  to  the  feeUng 
of  the  people  of  Heligoland  with  regard  to 
the  cession.  We  should  have  evidence 
laid  before  us  that  the  Heligolanders,  if 
not  in  favour  of  it,  are  not  opposed  t(j  it. 
No  such  evidence  has  been  given. 
Not  a  single  word  has  been  said 
in  this  Uooso,  or  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  to  show  that  any  stejjs 
whatevei  have  been  taken  to  ascertain 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Heligoland. 
Mr.  Bryce 


Tlie  case  before  ns  is,  no  doubt,  a  small 
one.  The  jjopulation  of  the  island  is 
small,  less  than  that  of  an  average 
English  parish,  but  as  a  precedent  it. is 
imiiortant.  This  is  the  first  time  that 
this  country  has  established  the  precedent 
of  handing  over  British  subjects  to 
another  Power,  as  if  they  were  cattle, 
without  even  ascertaining  their  wishes, 
much  le.s.s  obtaining  their  consent.  T 
pass  from  that  subject,  having  made  this 
jirotest,  and  desire  now  to  observe 
that  we  require  a  far  stronger  justifica- 
tion for  the  cession  of  the  i.sland 
than  any  yet  offered.  Such  justification 
of  the  cession  as  has  been  made  is  to 
be  found  in  the  settlement  of  questions 
affecting  Africa,  and  what  we  have  to 
iwk  is,  are  the  advantages  which  this 
country  is  to  receive  in  Africa  adequate- 
compensation  for  the  giving  up  to 
Germany  of  a  jwssession  which  is  to 
her  of  so  much  importance  in  Heligoland  ? 
I  am  anxious  in  what  I  say  about 
Africa  not  to  \x<  mi.sundii-stcxxl.  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  thought  to  give  any 
countenance  to  the  doctrines  of  AfricjUJ 
annexation  and  extension,  doctrines 
which  are  not  held  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  though  they  have 
found  expression  oppositt.-.  We  have 
no  more  right  to  Africa  than  any  other 
European  Power.  We  have  no  right  to 
any  exceptional  jjosition  of  authority 
there.  There  waa  never  a  time  when 
England,  though  she  has  much  reason 
to  be  proud  of  the  work  of  her  dis- 
coverers, has  formally  founded  ujion  that 
work  any  exolusivc.claim  to  the  possessiou 
of  the  interior  of  tropical  Africa.  I 
am  sure  that  there  is  no  country  which 
can  so  well  spare  something  to  other 
countries  as  can  England,  He  would 
be  a  rash  man  who  would  ask  ns  to 
undertake,  with  our  existing  colonial 
and  foreign  responsibilities,  the  task  of  re- 
ducing to  order  the  gigantic  territory  of 
Equatorial  Africa.  Surely  there  is  the 
greatest  difference  between  the  acquisition 
of  land  in  temperate  climates,  into  which 
our  own  people  can  overflow,  and  where 
their  commercial  genius  can  grow  and 
flourish,  as  in  Canada  and  Australia,  and 
the  acquisition  of  a  tropical  country,  with 
unhealthy  coaste  and  savage  inhabitants, 
where  enormous  suras  would  have  to  be 
spent  in  laying  the  foundations  of  trade. 
Much  haa  been  said  of  trade  to  come ; 
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but  remember  that  is  a  distant  and 
doubtful  prospect,  and  between  us  and 
that  prosjject  lies  vast  expenditure  and 
the  likelihood  of  sanguinary  conflicte 
with  native  races.  I  should  like  to  in- 
vite the  attention  of  the  House,  also,  to 
this  consideration — that  all  these  distant 
dominions,  for  which  France,  Portugal, 
Belgium,  and  Germany  show  an  appetite, 
can  only  Ix'  held  by  the  sea.  While 
England  holds  command  of  the  sea  these 
po8.sessions  are  virtually  hostages.  Tliey 
are  a  pledge  that  if  these  countries 
quarrel  with  England,  they  place  within 
tiie  hands  of  England  their  communica- 
tions with,  and  [io.ssibly  even  the  ulti- 
mate ownership,  of  these  outlying 
territories.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  the 
House  will  nut  allow  this  prospect  of 
enlarged  territorius  in  Afriai  to  fasci- 
nate the  imagination.  Ijet  us  also 
remember  that  this  Agreement  with 
Germany  gives  us  no  additional  direct 
rights  over  the  soil  and  the  inhabitants. 
It  does  not  even  infringe  upon  tlie  rights 
]X)S8essed  by  any  other  European  Power, 
except  Germany.  It  is  a  simple  Agree- 
ment between  England  and  Germany 
that  within  certain  limits  they  will  not 
interfere  one  with  the  other.  Do 
not  let  this  Agreement  be  quoted 
OB  an  Agreement  ff)r  the  sanc- 
tion of  annexation.  For  my  part,  I 
should  have  preferred  an  Agreement  in 
the  nature  of  a  self-denying  ordinance 
for  East  Africa,  similar  to  that  made 
for  tlie  Congo  bisin  in  West  Africa. 
However,  let  us  come  t<i  this  Agreement, 
and  examine  it  in  the  light  in  which 
Ministers  present  it  to  us  as  a  b-argain. 
So  regarded,  we  shall  find  it  to  be  a 
|>oor  bargain.  It  constitutes  no  triumph 
for  British  diplomacy,  and  1  do  not  thiuk 
the  Government  can  go  to  the  country 
on  the  strength  of  it,  and  ask  for  a  vote 
of  confidence  in  their  foreign  pilic}'.  I 
had  hoped  to  hear  from  the  Under  Secre- 
tary an  acknowledgment  of  the  very 
exceptional  forbearance  he  has  received 
from  the  Opposition  by  questions  or 
Motions  during  the  last  four  years.  We 
have  been  extremely  careful  in  not  inter- 
fering with  pending  negotiations,  lest 
any  harm  should  be  done,  and  the  Go- 
vernment have  been  allowed  greater 
scope  than  was  allowed  in  the  period 
from  1880  to  1885  to  their  predecessors. 
I  want  to  ask  whether  the  Government, 


having  these  exceptional  advantages,  have 
used  them  properly.  I  do  not  altogether 
disapprove  of  the  general  tone  and  line 
Lord  Salisbury  has  taken,  and,  indeed, 
we  have  some  reason  to  congratulate 
him  upon  having  come  over  to  the 
pacific  views  entertained  on  this  side  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Whitby 
said  that  this  is  not  an  Agreement  that 
Conservatives  would  have  approved  of  in 
1885.  We  agree  heartily  with  him  in 
that  declaration.  In  the  fact  that  it  is 
wholly  unlike  the  former  attitude  of  the 
Tory  Party  consists  the  main  virtue  of  the 
present  Agreement.  Let  me  briefly  re- 
tall  to  the  House  some  of  the  leading 
incidents  in  L<ird  Salisbury's  conduct  of 
foreign  affairs.  He  began,  in  1887,  by 
withdi-awing  from  Port  Hamilton.  That 
surrender  was  allowed  to  piss  by  the  Tory 
Party  Ixjcanse  it  came  from  their  own 
leaders.  It  was  a  very  proper  act,  and  we 
took  noexception  to  it.  Nextcame  the  ques- 
tion of  the  NewBebrides,  and  the  Govern- - 
ment  were  obliged  to  buy  out  the  French, 
who  had  no  right  whatever  in  the  New 
Hebrides,  by  surrendering  British  rights 
over  the  Island  of  Haiatca.  Next  we 
had  the  question  with  regard  to  Germany 
and  Samoa.  Hero  the  Government  left 
the  assertion  of  our  rights,  and  tlxise  of 
poor  King  Malietoii,  as  against  Germany 
to  America,  and  iUl  that  has  been  gained 
is  due  to  the  efforts  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  not  necessary  to  go  over 
the  points  of  surrender  in  the  present 
Agreement  as  regard.^  Africa.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Peckham  (Mr.  Baumann) 
has  referred  tf)  the  S<iuth  West, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr. 
Clark)  has  complained  of  neglect  of 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Cape 
Colony,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Whitby  (Mr.  Beckett)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Philipps), 
in  his  able  and  vigorous  speech,  have 
condemned  the  whole  Agreement  from 
beginning  to  end.  The  defence  on  the 
points  raised  by  these  Members  has  been 
very  imperfect.  A  settlement  is  always 
obtained  by  the  Government  by  the 
simple  process  of  always  surrendering 
to  their  oppcments.  In  jxiint  of  fiujt,  the 
Government  have  advanced  no  reason 
for  the  surrenders  they  have  made  in 
South  Western  and  Central  Africa, 
except  that,  when  Germany  asked  it  was 
much   easier   to   submit  tluin  to   stand 


823 


Aiu/lo-German 


{COMMONS} 


Affreement  Bill. 


824 


out  and  contest  the  point.  Now,  a 
fow  words  u]>on  Zimzibar.  Zanzihir  is 
a  great  trade  emporium,  and  from  it 
goods  are  distributed  over  all  the 
adjoining  parts  of  Africa.  What  I  want 
to  know  is  whether  we  are  to  under- 
stand that  complete  Free  Trade  is  now 
secured  between  Znnzibar  and  the 
different  ports  of  the  mainland  which  is 
to  become  German.  Is  Germany  to 
be  prevented  from  establishing  Custom 
Houses  on  the  mainland,  and  from 
thereby  destroying  the  c<immercial  value 
of  Zanzibar  ?  That  is  a  point  on  whicli 
no  information  has  been  given. 
Wliy,  when  this  Agreement  was  being 
made,  were  steps  not  taken  to  have  the 
whole  area  secured  for  Free  Trade, 
carrying  out  thereby  the  provisions  of 
that  Berlin  Act  to  which  Germany  wa.s 
a  party  ?  If  thi«  has  not  lieen  done  it  is  a 
very  Serious  omission  and  greatly  reduces 
whatever  value  there  is  in  the  Agree- 
ment. Nothing  has  been  said  to  explain 
whj'  the  Government  consider  i^iizi- 
bar  of  more  value  now  than  it  was 
in  1886,  when  they  virtually  aban- 
doned our  interests  there.  It  has 
been  admitted  that  in  1886  Zanziliar 
was  virtually  under  the  »jntrol  of  (his 
country.  Sir  John  Kirk  was  virtual ly 
roaster  of  Zanzibar  by  the  consent  of 
the  Sultan.  The  Sultan  recognised 
in  him  a  capable  and  upright 
adviser,  and  British  ideas  and  policy 
were  virtually  supreme  at  that  time. 
That  was  the  case  in  1886,  when  the 
CJovernment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  quitted 
Office.  Why  was  that  po-sition  of  lul van- 
tage thniwn  away?  If  Zanzibar  is  as 
valnable  as  wo  are  now  told  it  is,  surely 
our  position  there  was  well  worth 
keeping.  Why  was  Sir  John  Kirk 
recalled  ;  why  wna  his  influence  taken 
Bwiiy  and  the  place  j)mcticnlly  left 
for  the  Germans  to  do  as  they 
pleased  in  it.  It  seems  to  me  we  are 
simplv  buying  back  in  1890  a  (wrt, 
not  by  any  tnenns  the  whole,  of 
what  wiw»  thrown  away  in  188ti, 
ami  that  view  is  confirmed  by  tlie 
language  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  AfEiiirs  has 
uwd.  He  said  tliat  we  li;id  not  even  now 
assumed  in  any  practical  sense  the 
protectorate  of  Zanzibar  ;  he  said  that 
a  protectorate  has  not  been  taken  in 
any  concrete  fashion. 
Jilr.  Rryct 


•Sill  J.  FERGUSSON:  May  I  once 
more  say  I  never  used  that  word? 

♦Me.  BRYCE  :  I  took  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  words  down  at  the  moment, 
because  they  surprised  me,  and  they  were 
"  in  any  concrete  fashion."  I  can  only 
suppose  this  Protectorate  is  an  abstract 
Piijtectoi-ate,  and  what  is  meant 
by  that?  What  is  the  value  of  it! 
However,  I  do  not  wish  to  insist  on  any 
phrase  which  ia  repudiated,  but  to 
inquire  what  is  meant  by  the  language, 
the  Under  Secretary  lias  used.  What- 
ever value  the  Protectorate  may  liAve 
seems  to  be  stiU  further  reduce<l  by  the 
fact  that  it  is  subject  to  the  consent  of 
France.  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  a  word 
which  would  hamper  the  Government  in 
the  negotiations  with  France  ;  but  when 
we  find  that  what  we  have  got  from 
Germany  has  been  got  subject  to  the 
consent  of  another  Power,  and  we 
do  not  yet  know  what  that  other  Power 
is  going  to  propose  as  to  the  terms 
of  its  consent,  it  is  clear  we  hftve 
not  got  the  whole  matter  before  ns. 
We  do  not  yet  know  wliat  the  demands  of 
Fmncc  are,  and  we  do  not  know  whiit 
terms  are  going  to  be  made  with  Por- 
tugal as  regards  her  claims  on  the  i^ani- 
besi,  claims  very  material  to  the  use  that 
can  be  made  of  the  Nyossn  region. 
Altogether,  therefore,  the  House  is 
asked  to  sanction  that  of  which  we  can- 
not yet  say  whether  it  will  turn  out  to 
be  a  benefit  or  not.  It  would  have  been 
more  satisfactory  if  the  Government  hiul 
been  more  candid.  Why  did  they 
not  tell  us,  in  the  first  instance,  that 
France  had  to  be  consulted?  Look- 
ing at  all  these  ]X)itits,  if  I  am 
asked  whether  this  Agreement  is  a  gtx)d 
birgain,  and  one  that  reflects  credit  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  the  answer 
cannot  be  in  the  affirmative.  If  the 
Government  are  going  to  the  country 
and  claiming  to  counterbalance  the  defects 
of  their  domestic  policy  by  the  skill  with 
which  they  have  conducted  foreign  [lolicy, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Opjx'aition  to  pnt 
on  record  its  ojnnion  that  their  comluct 
of  foreign  jiolicy  has  not  been  successful, 
and  that  in  this  matter  they  have  not 
shown  themselves  skilful  in  making  a 
bti.rgain.  It  is  true  the  Ofiposition  have 
no  intention  to  vote  against  this  Agree- 
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mont,  not   because,  though  "  willing  to 
wound,  we  are  y^t  afraid  to  strike."    On 
any   fitting   occasion    I   hope   we   shiill 
always  be  ready  to   record   our   opinion 
on  questions  of  foreign   jxilicy,   just  ^b 
upon  questions  of  domestic  jjolicy  .y  It  is 
sometimes  the  duty  of  an   OpiMj^Jtion  to 
denounce  and  resist  a  Miiiij^ify  •which  is 
pursuing  u  dangerous  cou^je  abrojid,  and 
so    we    did    donoum^iy^d    resist   Lord 
Beaconsfield    and    l^   Kiili.sbury  from 
187C  to   1879.     I^  this  instance,   how- 
ever, opposition  though  it  might  injure 
the    Alimstrj^   would     not    necessarily 
correct  "li^i^jj^  been  done  amiss.     We, 
tlieretiirt'  .     ^Iq    ^^t    propose     to    divide 
agamst    (,1^^  present  Agreement,  becau.se 
we  fee^i  that  when  an  Agreement  such 
as    th  18    i^3j3    been    made    the    jxaitioii 
of    ♦jjiings    has     been     vitally    altered, 
"•"•i  that  it  is  not  possible  to  go  back  to 
tl"  -•  state  of  things  which  existed  bufore 
'■'  le  negi ptiations  begun.     The  Agreement 
I       f-inay   be  fault}',  and  yet   the  injury   to 
national    interests     from     rejecting    it 
^^  may  be  greater  than  those  which  nn  ac- 
^Hceptance  of  it  could  involve.  I  admit  that 
^p  some  arrangement  was  needful,   looking 
u      to  the  jealousies  of  competition  and  the 
J       danger    even    of    conflict  between    the 
pioneers  of  England  and  the  pioneers  of 
Germany  in    East   Africa,    and    I  think 
Lord  Salisbury  was  well  advised  in  being 

i  anxious  to  put  an  end  t^  the  difficulties 
of  the  situation.  I  think  that  we  must 
also  feel  that  the  rejection  of  this  Agree- 
ment would  mean  some  ill-feeling  on  the 
jjart  of  Germany.  She  has  come  to  feel 
that  Heligoland  is  by  this  time  vir- 
tually hers,  and  to  take  it  back  once 
it  has  come  almost  within  her  gmsp 
would  be  regarded  as  an  unfriendly 
act.  And  -we  ought  to  be  friendly  with 
Germany,  with  which  we  are  connected 
by  the  ties  of  blood  and  of  religion,  and 
with  which  we  have  hivd  no  national  hosti- 
lities for  many  centuries.  Therefore, 
without  at  all  desiring  that  we  should 
have  any  exclusive  alliance  with  any 
Power,  we  most  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  welcome  and  approve 
the  desire  which  Lord  Salisbury  has 
shown  to  live  at  peace  witli  Germany, 
even  though  we  may  think  that  he 
has  given  far  more  to  her  than  she  had 
any  title  to  ulaim.  From  what  has 
passed  this  evening  we  have  seen  that 
there    is    a    good    deal    of     discontent 


among  the  Conservative  Party  as  to 
thij  Agreement,  and  the  Liberal  Party 
liight,  had  they  given  vigorous  opposi- 
tion io  it,  have  reduced  the  Government 
iniijority  to  apoint  which  would  seriously 
injure  their  authority  in  the  country. ' 
I  liofK),  however,  that  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site will  give  us  credit  for  never  having 
)iad  any  such  intention.  We  have  felt 
that  there  are  far  higher  interests  and 
duties  in  matters  of  foreign  policy  than 
those  connected  with  Party,  and  that  there 
in  this  case  arc  interests  involved  which 
may  determine  the  future  of  coiouistition 
in  Africji  for  centuries  to  come,  and  we 
feel  that  the  rejection  of  this  Agreement 
might  leadnotonlytoill-feelingonthe  part 
of  Germany,  but  to  a  general  scramble 
amongst  other  European  Powers  for 
territory  in  Africa.  Therefore,  although 
mere  Party  motives  might  have  prompted 
a  different  course,  and  although  we  may 
feel  that  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
has  not  been  marked  by  as  much  skill 
or  judgment  as  we  could  have  wished, 
nevertheless,  in  the  interests  of  the 
country  at  largo,  we  feel  bound  to  allow 
the  Agreement  to  be  ratified. 

Mr.     CLTnNGHAME      GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  Wliy? 

•Mr.  BRYCE  :  Because  far  greater 
evils  might  follow  from  its  rejection 
than  are  likely  to  follow  from  its 
acx;eptance.  One  evil  might  be  the 
growth  of  a  bitter  and  angry  spirit  with 
Germany. 

Mr.     CUNINGHAME     GRAHAM  : 
How  about  France  1 

•Mr.  BRYCE :  I  do  not  see  that  our 
position  is  made  worse  with  regiird  to 
France  by  this  Agreement  We  desire 
to  be  friendly  with  France  also ;  and 
there  is  nothing  in  the  substance  of  the 
Agreement  arrived  at,  though  the 
manner  of  introducing  it  might  have 
been  more  courteous.  Its  rejection 
might  aggravate  the  condition  of  the 
inhabitantsand  retard  the  measures  being 
now  taken  for  the  extinction  of  the  Slave 
Trade.  Therefore,  whilst  retaining  the 
opinion  I  have  stilted  as  to  the  character 
of  the  Agreement,  I  must  feel  that, 
npon  the  lialance  of  loss  and  gain,  the 
advantage  of  accepting  it  is  greater  than 
anything  to  bo  gained  by  moving  itn 
rejection. 
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meat  in  advising  Her  Majesty  to  insert 
in  the  Treaty  that  the  cession  of  Heligo- 
hind  should  be  subject  to  the  assent  of 
the   British   Parliament.     Some    caustiol 
oiiSLTvations  were  made  on  the  speech  of  j 
the  Ciljiincellor  of  the  Exchequer  by  the  | 
right  him-  Geuth-man    the   Member  for 
Derby,  wE&\coin plained  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  K^bi-'quer  did  not  produce  J 
precedent  iifter  pK^edeut  to  the  House. 
confess  I  thoughtthSkithatargumentcameJ 
with  little  gracef  rom  Sv^pt-aker  who  mua 
admit  that  not  the  sligmk**^;«t  nf*"^  ^''^ 
given  to  any  Memlier  of  XiJ^'''   ^^"3®**?  •• 
Government  that  this  pointS^^*'"*   ^   ^n^ 
raised.     Of  course,  it  is  the  dni^fy  '■'''  ^'^^ 
Opposition  so  to  conduct  oppositV*'"  "*  '* 
embarrass  the  Government ;  bu"  '  must  i 
point  out  that  it  is  somewhat  un^elT"'"'"'^"*  I 
to  thf  Chancellor  of  the   Exciu-quVr  toj 
twit  him  with  not  being  pi-epsired    Witfi^ 
chapter  and  verse   on    the  spur   of   w"® 
moment,  especially   when    in   the    mo 
interesting  Debate  in  the  House  of  Lord 
there  was  no  allusion,  direct  or  indirect,^ 
to    this    point,     although     such      high ' 
authorities     as    Lord     Roselxiry,     Earl 
Gi-anville,  and  others,  took  part  in   that 
Debate.  AVTiathnsbeentheexcuse forthis? 
I  think  that  the  ColieiigUfS  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   the  Member  for   Derby 
in  the  House  of  Lords  will  be  somewhat 
sni'prised    tx)    hear    it.     The    right    hou. 
Gentleman    said,    "  Of  course    they  did 
not  niLse  the   point,  because   it  did  not 
suit  the  House  of  Lords,''  suggesting  that 
thi-y  were   willing  to  extend   their  own 
power  even   at    the    risk    of  stwrificing 
the  privileges    of  the    Crown.     I    ven- 
tui-e     to    think     that    Lord    Herachell, 
Lord   Rose  be  ry.    Lord     Granville,     and 
L<3rd    Kimberley,    hardly  deserve    such 
treatment  at  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
(icntlenum.     Before  this  point  was  put 
with  such  great  confidence  it  would  have 
t)een  well  if  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
had  extended  his  researches  to    a  little 
Inter  |jeriod  than  that  of  Lord    Thurlow 
and  Lord  Loughborough.     The  hon  and 
learned    Member  for    Stockttm   (Sir   H. 
Davey)   and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  fell   foul  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend   the   Chief   St.xretiiry . 
because  he   did   not   pniduce   and    read' 
the     opinion.s    to     which    he     referred. 
Well,     no      one     knows      better      than 
they      that      while      my      right      hon. 
Friend     was     right    in     pointing     oui. 


•(11.16.)  TnE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(Sir.  R.  WuBiaKU,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  1  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  at  any  lengtii, 
as  we  are  all  anxiouB  that  a  Division  i 
should  be  tukeu  to-uight,  but  I  should 
be  wanting  in  courtesy  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby,  and  also  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  and 
others  who  have  made  appeals  to  me,  if  I 
did  not  make  some  reply  to  their 
challenges,  it  is  a  little  difficult  quite 
to  understand  for  what  section  of  the 
House  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  s^xike,  because  if  we  contrast 
his  observations  with  the  tone  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  it  is  difficult  to  conceive 
that  the  two  speakers  were  in  accord. 
In  his  most  interesting  speech  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  began  by  stating  that  he  muBt 
congratulate  Lord  Salisbury  not  only 
upon  the  spirit  in  which  he  had  entered 
into  the  Agreement,  but  also  on  the  terms 
of  it,  and  he  devoted  the  greater  piu't  of 
his  speech  to  the  constitutional  question, 
without  making  any  severe  criticisms  on 
the  terms  of  the  Agreement  itself. 

•Mil.  BRYCE  :  My  recollection  of  the 
right  him.  Gentleman's  speech  is  quite 
different.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  the  ungrudging  spirit  in 
which  Lord  Salisbury  had  entered  into 
til  •  Agreement,  but  I  did  not  understand 
him  to  express  approval.of  the  Agreement 
in  its  details. 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER  i  I  will  not  enter 
into  a  controversy  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, but  I  listened  to  every  word 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  spoke,  and  I  certainly 
failed  to  hear  any  real  criticism  or  expres- 
sion disapproving  of  any  of  the  terms  of 
the  Agreement,  though,  perliaps,  that 
was  intended  to  be  part  of  the  unspoken 
criticism.  All  I  wish  to  convey  to  the 
House  is  the  impression  which  reached 
my  mind  I  now  propose  to  deal  with 
the  constitutional  question.  We  were 
told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby,  among  others,  that 
there  never  has  been  any  difference  of 
opinion  on  this  question,  and  that  no 
person  whose  opinion  is  worth  quoting 
Ims  ever  expre.ssed  any  sanction  of  the 
policy  pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
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that  it  IB  not  correct  to  say  that  no  one 
of  any  position  ezpresBed  any  donbt  on 
this  matter,  'yet  my  right  hon.  Friend 
would  have  been  -  wrong  to  produce 
opinions  which  would  havo  disclosed 
negotiations  on  other  matters  perfectly 
well  known  to  Her  Majesty's  advisers  at 
tlrnt  time.  But  I  can  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  weighty  opinion  he 
desires.  In  1 870  there  arose  an  impor- 
tant qQestion  respecting  the  cession  of 
the  Grambia  to  the  Emperor  of  the 
French.  Qnestions  were  asked  in  the 
House  na  to  whether  negotiations  with  a 
view  to  the  transfer  had  taken  place,  and 
whether  it  could  take  place  without  the 
consent  of  Parliament.  I  may  remark 
at  this  point  that  the  European  popula- 
tion of  the  Qombia  at  that  time  was  39 
males  and  18  females.  In  answer  to 
questions  by  Mr.  R.  Fowler — now  Sir 
R.  Fowler — and  Sir  John  Hay,  the  right 
(^  hon.  Oontleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  said — 

"That  his  impresasun  was  that  such  an 
Brraiigcment  could  not  be  carried  out  without 
the  consent  o(  Parliament.  He  could  not 
aniwor  positively,  but  such  was  his  impression 
and  belief." 

A  little  later  the  right  hon.  Grcntleman 
added  to  what  he  had  already  said  with 
reference  to  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment— 

"That  there  had  never  boon  the  slightest 
intention  of  taking  any  proceedings  of  the  kind 
without  the  consent  ol  Parliament." 

If  modern  history  is  searched,  it  will  be 
found  that  proposals  were  mode  for  the 
cession  of  the  Gambia  to  France,  though 
they  were  not  carried  out. 

SiH  W.  HARCODRT :  But  not  by 
Bill. 

•SiE  R.  WEBSTER :  The  proposal  waa 
one  to  obtain  tho  sanction  of  Parliament 
by  Bill.  This  is  not  the  first  time  that 
tho  question  has  been  raised.  There  waa 
a  Debate  in  ISo-l  on  a  proposal  to  cede 
tho  Orange  River  Free  Ten-itory,  and  a 
Motion  was  actually  moved  that  an 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty 
praying  her  to  re-consider  the  proposal 
for  tho  abandonment  of  her  sovereignty 
over  the  Orange  River.  Tlie  opinions 
of  Sir  RoandcU  Palmer  and  Mr.  Wills 
were  read  to  the  House,  stating  that  tho 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [thirp  BEuaa.] 


territory  having  been  fully  recognised 
aa  a  colony,  the  Crown  could  not, 
by  virtue  of  its  prerogative,  constitnto 
any  branch  of  its  subjects  into  an  inde- 
pendent State,  and  could  not,  without  thu 
consentof  Parliament, cedeits  sovereignty 
over  that  territory,  and  much  less  over 
any  of  its  subjects.  I  strongly  protest 
against  the  assumption  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  that 
nobody  whose  opinion  is  worth  anything 
has  ever  expressed  the  views  which  have, 
on  this  occasion,  actuated  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  In  the  Dehtite  of  18.54 
speeches  were  delivered  by  tho  late  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Cockbnm  and  Sir  Frederick 
Thesiger,  which  proves  that  most  weighty 
opinions  wcro  expressed  on  both  sides. 
It  is  clear  that  Sir  Roundell  Palmer 
looked  on  the  matter  as  one  which 
required  to  be  carefully  considered,  for 
he  spoke  as  follows  : — 

"  When  British  subjeoti  have  settled  in  newly 
diacOTsred  torritorios  they  oarry  with  them  the 
laws  of  this  country.  In  Uiat  case  cession  cannot 
take  place  without  the  consent  of  Parliament. 
In  the  cose  of  conquered  or  ceded  countriRS,  if 
Parliament  bad  legislated  concerning  them, 
then  the  concurrence  of  Parliament  might  be 
necessary." 

The  consent  of  Parliament  which  is 
there  implied  is  not  a  consent  to  ap- 
prove the  transaction  or  turn  out  tho 
Ministry  of  tho  day ;  but  a  consent  to 
make  the  cession  operative.  I  contend 
that  there  ifi  no  change  whatever  in  tho 
Constitution  involved  by  the  procedure 
of  tho  Government.  It  is  a  question  of 
its  being  in  the  power  of  the  Crown  to 
act  in  one  way  or  the  other,  there  being 
undoubtedly  more  than  one  method  open. 
It  has  l:)een  assumed  that  there  has  been 
no  legislation  for  HerligoLind.  But  there 
have  been  Orders  in  Council  founded 
upon  general  Statutes,  and  I  can  well 
undei-stand  that  if  it  had  suited  the  pur- 
pose of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  wo  had  proposed  to  proceed  by  Rovo' 
prerogative,  they  would  have  f--  wny  the 
strong  arigumont  against  -moro  to  the 
taken  without  the  assent  .y.  A  virtual 
There  is  no  change  in  ae  actual  reapon- 
involved  in  this  modais  new  system  was 
is  a  question  of  its «  as  we  value  a  good 
tho  Crown  to  act  iith  Germany,  and  little 
there  being  ur««  embark  in  landgrabbing 
method  open  ^  do  not  think  that  Her 
2  F 
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of  the  Crown  to  oedo  territory  without 
the  consont  of  I'arliament,  when  the 
nature  of  the  negotiations  or  of  the  in- 
terests involved  render  it  desirable  to 
proceed  in  that  way,  hut  the  fact  that 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  has  some- 
times been  exercised  in  that  way  does 
not  preclude  the  Crown  from  proceeding 
in  the  other  way  when  it  appears  ex- 
pedient. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
W.  Harcoart)  cannot  shake  the  argument 
away  by  shaking  hia  head.  I  challenge 
the  right,  hon.  Gentleman  to  show  by 
instances  that  when  the  Crown  elected 
to  act  in  one  of  two  ways  the  other  mode 
of  action  ceased  to  be  within  fhe  prero- 
gative. If  in  the  case  of  financiij  ajid 
commercial  Treaties  it  is  not  un-constita- 
tional  to  ask  the  consent  of  the  House  it 
cannot  be  suggested  that  it  is  wrong  in 
a  case  of  this  kind.  Nobody  can  say  it 
ia  nn-constitutional  to  ask  the  consent  of 
Parliament  in  a  case  where  there  may  he 
other  considerations  which  may  come 
into  play  and  lead  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  hold  their  hand.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  advise 
Her  Majesty  to  assent  to  the  Treaty, 
believing  that  its  terms  are  for  the 
interests  of  the  nation,  but  which  they 
are  ready  to  subject  to  the  criticism  and 
judgment  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  has  been  argued  by  Members  on 
either  side  of  the  House  that  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  allowing  Germany 
to  extend  her  Protectorate  over  Damara- 
land  and  Namaqualand  is  such  as  cannot 
be  approved,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aterdeen  lias  said  no  reason  for  their 
action  has  been  given  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  But  it  is  conceded  that  in 
1884,  by  the  action  of  the  then  advisers 
of  Her  Majesty,  which  we  may  regret, 
but  cannot  do  more,  Germany  was 
allowed  to  assume  the  Protectorate  over 
Damaraland  and  Namaqualand.  That 
being  the  case  do  hon.  Members  suggest 
that  the  Government  ought  to  contest 
^hp  ^matter  hostilely  with  Germany  ? 
ififo  think  that  if  that  had  been 
tui'EvJhe  l^^'o^i  ^^^  negotiations  had 

Ten  carried^  ^lu^  of  the  right  hon. 
deserved  the  enoS^u5>'' ^o*- Mid  I»thaan. 
Oentleman  the  Melt;^„  nduct  the  negotia- 
It  is  necessary  to  co  ,  exwtmg  state  of 
7-        «n  the,  basis  ot  tutt,   iJith  the  action 


matters  of  foreign  policy  there  must  be 
continuity. 

•Me.  BRYCE:  I  said  no  reason  had 
been  given  for  the  extension  as  far  as 
Victoria  Falls  and  the  Zambesi. 

•Sir  B.  WEBSTER :  It  is  based  upon 
the  arrangement  made  in  1884.  With 
respect  to  Uganda  it  has  been  said  that 
the  Government  have  not  acted  with 
wisdom,  because  the  Protectorate  of 
Great  Britain  was  recognised  there  long 
before  the  advent  of  the  Germans  in  that 
part  of  Africa.  My  information  does 
not  load  nie  to  that  conclusion,  but  to  the 
oonclnsion  that  grave  questions  certainly 
exist  as  to  the  extent  of  the  recognition 
accorded  to  the  British  Protectorate,  and 
as  to  the  limits  within  which  German 
influence  prevails.  What  is  the  alterna- 
tive policy  that  is  proposed  ?  Is  there 
to  be  a  steeplechase,  or  rather  go-as-you- 
please  contest  in  Africa  ?  Is  each  nation 
to  struggle  to  get  what  it  can,  the 
interests  of  the  natives  suffering  in  con- 
sequence ?  For  my  part,  I  believe  that  it 
is  far  wiser  to  negotiate  in  a  conciliatory 
and  friendly  spirit  with  the  Powers 
likely  to  colonise,  and  to  fix  our  limits  of 
influence  once  for  all  in  order  to  avoid 
contentions  and  disputes  in  future.  The 
House  has  heard  criticisms  of  the  arrange- 
ments made  by  the  Government  from 
Gentlemen  on  both  aides  of  the  House, 
some  of  whom  are,  perhaps,  not  quite 
impartial,  being  connected  possibly  with 
companies  which  have  been  disappointed, 
or  companies  which  have  been  gratified. 
I  confess  it  is  a  satisfaction  to  me  to 
notice  that  in  the  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  there  was  very  little 
tang^hleargument  against  the  Agreement. 
They  rode  off,  in  fact,  on  the  so-called 
great  constitutional  question,  and  I  hope 
I  have  shown  to  the  House  that  that 
point  does  not  deserve  the  importance 
assigned  to  it.  When  this  matter  comes 
to  be  canvassed  I  think  the  Hoiiso  and 
the  country  will  be  of  opinion  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  reason  to  be 
proud   of    the    arrangement  they  have 
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made.  The  lion.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
said  the  reason  why  success  has  attended 
the  Government  in  foreign  matters  is  not 
because  the  policy  of  Lord  Salisbury  is 
altogether  approved  of,  but  because  the 
Opposition  have  been  so  indulgent  as  to 
foreign  matters. 

*Mb.  BRYCE  :  I  did  not  make  any  such 
large  claim.  I  said  that  the  Government 
of  Lord  Salisbury  had  irnd  an  advantage 
in.  their  foreign  policy  which  previ'ius 
Liberal  Governments  did  not  enjoy  : 
they  had  not  been  constantly  questioned 
and  worried. 

•Sm  R.  WEBSTER :  I  think,  however, 
that  if  HerMajesty'sGovemment  had  been 


discredited  there  are  gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  aide  of  the  House  who  would 
not  have  &iled  to  avaU  themselves  of 
the  opportunity.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
over  and  over  again  said  that  he  has  no 
fault  to  find  with  the  foreign  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  therefore  1 
think  it  has  not  come  with  veiy  good 
grace  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Aberdeen  to  attribute  the 
success  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
foreign  matters  to  want  of  interference 
on  the  part  of  the  Opposition.  I  hope  I 
have  now  sufficiently  dealt  with  the 
points  raised.  I  submit  to  the  House 
that  this  is  an  instance  of  an  Agreement 
conducted  and  carried  through  in  no 
selfish  spirit,  with  no  desire  to  grab  or 
get  for  Great  Britain  anything  to  which 
she  is  not  entitled — an  Agreement  which, 
I  believe,  will  be  tu  the  future  ivdvantage 
of  both  countries,  and  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  do  not  desire  to 
carry  through  simply  by  virtue  of  the 
prerogative,  but  which  they  are  by  no 
meansushamed  to  submit  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House  and  the  country. 

•(11.45.)  AIb.  MONRO  FERGUSON 
(Lcith,  ic):  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  takes  shelter  from  many 
disagreeable  ailments  behind  the  ap- 
proval of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Luthiim. 
Our    contention    and     our     complaint 
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is  that  there  has  been  no  quid  pro  quo 
for  the  cession  of  Heligoland.  We  also 
complain  that  it  was  only  by  process  of 
time  that  we  were  able  to  discover  what 
the  Agreement  with  regard  to  Damara- 
land  was,  the  two  maps  published  pre- 
senting a  very  different  appearance. 
Lord  Salisbury  said  Heligoland  was  to 
bo  taken  as  equivalent  for  Zansnbar. 
All  Great  Britain  seems  to  get  is  a 
Protectorate  over  Zanzibar  and  Pemba, 
a  territory  under  the  rule  of  a  native 
chief,  which  will  make  our  responsi- 
bilities there  of  a  very  difficult  character, 
while  the  Germans  receive  in  freehold 
a  coast  line  of  GOO  miles.  It  was 
some  time  before  we  discovered  what 
the  Sultanate  of  Zanzibar  means.  Lord 
Kimberley,  when  he  asked  a  question  in 
another  place,  was  informed  that  a 
Sultanate  bore  the  same  relation  to  a 
Sultan  as  a  monarchy  to  a  monarch,  but 
subsequently  wo  oome  to  the  informa- 
tion that  the  Sultanate  was  restricted 
to  the  two  islands,  and  did  not  includo 
the  600  miles  of  coi^st  line.  Was  not 
this  sufficient  concession  without  throw- 
ing Heligoland  into  the  pot?  Heligo- 
land should  not  have  been  ceded  except  as 
an  equivalent  for  Damaraland.  Not  even 
yet  have  we  had  an  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Germans  can  restrict 
our  trade  by  the  establishment  of  Cus- 


tom-houses on  Gennan   territory.     For 

the    last    100    years    we    have    traded 

supreme   in   districts   now   held   to    be 

within  the  German   sphere  of  influence 

on  a  continent  where,  seven  years  ago, 

Germany  did  not  possess  a  square  foot  of 

territory.       The    Under    Secretary   has 

referred    to    the    state    of    matters    at 

Zanzibar,  when  that  gp^at  man.  Sir  John 

Kirk,  was  there,  and  we  have  never  been 

I  told  why  he   was   recalled   or   why  the 

I  system,  which    was   much   more  to  the 

interests  of    this    country.      A   virtual 

I  Protectorate  without  the   actual  resiwn- 

'  sibility  entailed  by  this  new  system  was 

'  abandoned.     Much  as  we  value  a  good 

understanding  with  Germany,  and  little 

as  we  desire  to  embark  in  landgrabbing 

in   Africa,    I   do    not    think   that   Her 


&S6  Supjily — 

Majesty's  Government  will  have  much 
cause  for  congratulation  over  this 
Agreement. 

(11.51.)  Air.  W.  H.Smith  rose  in 
liis  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Debate  has 
opened  a  grave  and  important  constitu. 
tional  question,  the  discussion  of  which 
oocapied  the  earlier  portion  of  the 
Debate.  The  second  part  of  the  subject 
can  scarcely  be  said  to  have  been 
adequately  discusssd.  I  hope  the  Housi; 
will  allow  the  Debate  to  proceed. 

Debate  adjourned  till  to-morrow. 


(U.6».)    PUBLIC  WORKS  LOAN  BILL. 
(No.  389.) 
COMMirrKE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

(11.55.)  Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
I  have  {Kiinted  out  that  among  the  16 
Gentleman  named  tbore  is  no  Irish 
Representative,  and  I  gather  from  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  ho  is  nut  unwilliiig  to  amend 
a  flagrant  omission,  and,  therefore,  I 
move  the  first  of  two  names  of  which  I 
have  given  notice,  that  of  Mr.  Thomas 
Redington.  He  is  a  gentlemiui  well- 
known.  Deputy  Lieutenant  of  the  County 
of  Galway,  a  member  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Piers  and  Harbours,  and  in 
every  way  fully  qualified. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
27,  after  the  word  "  esquire,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  Christopher  Thomas  Reding- 
ton, esquire." 

Question  proposed,  "Tliat  the  words 
'Christopher  Thomas  Redington,  es- 
quire,' be  there  inserted." 

(11.57.)  The  CHANCELLOR  OP  THB 
EXCHRQDER  (Mr.  Gosohun,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square):  It  is  im- 
possible for  me  now  to  accept  a  name  at 
suuh  short  notice.  There  has  been  no 
time  for  me  to  consider  the  point  or  to 
communicate  with  other  gentlemen 
wbusi'  nuiipuN  liavi-  bwn  sufifgested.  It 
Ml-.  Siuino  FergubOH 
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would  bo  necessary  also  to  communicate 
with  the  gentleman  uominatud. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  given  no  inteDigible  reason  for 
refusing  the  Amendment.  As  soon  as 
the  Bill  was  printed,  and  I  had  tlie 
opportunity  of  examining  it,  I  gave 
notice  of  my  Amendment.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  has  not  said  a  word,  nor 
I  suppose  does  he  find  himself  able  to 
say  a  word,  against  the  gentleman  I  have 
named.  His  qualifications  must  be,  I 
think,  known  to  the  Chief  Secretary.  I 
shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  press  both 
names  to  a  Division. 

Mil.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  sorry  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  it  necessary  to 
press  the  point.  I  have  no  iuformafion 
from  the  gentleman  himself  as  to  his 
willingness  to  serve.  1  liave  no  doubt 
he  is  well  quiUified,  but  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  press  the  matter 
now.  I  do  not  know  how  far  it  is  desir- 
able that  names  should  bo  added,  but 
I  cannot  accept  the  Motion  now,  and  the 
hon.  Member,  if  he  insists,  may  prejudice 
his  own  case  and  create  a  false  impression. 

Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland) :  I  think. 
Sir 


It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 


Committee    report    Progress ; 
again  up  on  Monday  next. 


to   sit 


SUPPLY— BEPUUT. 
Resolution  [17th  JuljJ  reported.    (See 
page  103.) 

(12.1.)  Me.  CONYBEARB  (Corn- 
wall, Camborne) :  On  this  Resolution 
I  do  not  intend  to  make  any  leng- 
thened remarks,  but  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  whether  an  oppor- 
tunity will  be  afl'orded  me  on  one  of 
these  Votes  to  make  certain  remarks 
wliich  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  make 
witli  regard  to  certain  afEairs  in  Ireland  1 

(12.2.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  vor 
lRELAND(Mr.  A.J.  BAUt)tJB,Mauche8ter, 
E.)  :  I  do  not  understand  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  any  special  observations  to 
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make  on  tliis  Vote.  I  think  be  desirca  to 
speak  ou  the  Prigons  Vote. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  I  think  I  shoold 
liavo  a  right  to  speak  on  the  Resident 
Majristrates  Vote,  bat  I  will  forego  that 
riglit  on  the  assurance  that  I  shall  have 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  the  Prisons 
Vote. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Certainly, 
but  we  do  not  pledge  ourselves  to  stop 
business  at  an  earlier  hour  than  usual  for 
thu  purpose. 

•  (12.3.)  Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.): 
i  wish  to  draw  attention  to  a  charge 
delivered  in  Ireland  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron,  for  it  bos  an  important  bearing  on 
the  salaries  of  the  Resident  Magistrates 
in  connection  with  tliis  Vote.  His 
Lordship  declared  that  any  one  in  Ireland 
had  a  perfect  right  to  refuse  to  deal  with 
any  other  porson,  or  any  combination  of 
persons  luvd  a  right  to  refuse  to  do  so, 
provided  the  combination  was  voluntary, 
and  not  for  a  malicious  purpose.  During 
the  last  three  years  the  Resident  Magls- 
triitos  in  Ireland  liavu  repeatedly  sent 
peraotiB  to  gaol  for  acts  of  the  very  kind 
which  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  now  declares 
to  be  legal.  I  would  therefore  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  take  steps  to  inform 
the  Resident  Magistrates  that  many  of 
tlie  sentuncos  they  have  passed  in  the 
time  stated  have  been  ill^al,  and  also 
that  they  have  no  right  to  send  any 
one  to  prison  who,  individually  or  in 
combination,  refuses  to  deal  with  any 
other  person  or  persons,  unless  it  is 
shown  that  the  combination  is  obtained 
by  duress  or  is  for  malicious  parposos. 

(12.6.)  Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The 
oliarge  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  referred  will  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates  of  Ireland.  But  I  must  not 
be  understood  to  endorse  the  inference 
drawn  by  the  hou.  Member  from  tho 
remarks  of  tho  Chief  Baron. 

(12.7.)DR.TANNER(CorkCo.,  Mid.): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Ciiief  Secretary  if  ho  will 
take  notice  of  the  grave  and  scandalous 
charges  against  Mr.  Ghitrdiuer,  who  holds 
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a  judicial  position  in  the  City  of  Cork  1 
One  of  those  charges  is  a  charge  of 
seduction  of  the  worst  possible  kind, 
and  I  want  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
consider  whether  or  not  Mr.  Gardiner  is 
worthy  to  continue  to  exorcise  the 
functions  of  a  Resident  Magistrate  in 
the  city  from  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  come. 

Resolution  ttgreed  to. 

8DPPLY— HEPOET. 
Resolutions  [1 8th  July]  repoi-ted. 

First  Reaolutiou  (seo  page  220)  post- 
poned. 

Second  Resolution  (see  pnge  275)  : — 
(12.9.)  Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Fal- 
kirk, ic.)  :  I  wish  to  dmw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  one  matter  in  connec- 
tion with  this  Vote.  The  question  of 
national  education  in  Ireland  did  not 
receive  any  attention  whatever  from  the 
HuuBo  during  tho  fortnight  tho  Irish 
Estimates  were  discussed.  The  par- 
ticular point  to  which  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  is  that  there  has  been  a  com- 
plete change  in  the  curriculum  of  the 
education  of  girls  ;  a  new  depirture  hafl 
been  taken,  and  I  think  that  chnngo 
ought  not  to  be  passed  over  without 
notice  by  Parliament.  According  to  the 
new  do[)arturL',  when  girls  have  passed 
the  Fifth  Stoudard  they  are  to  be  deprived 
of  all  further  intellectual  training,  and 
to  devote  the  remainder  of  their  .school 
life  to  "  industrial  work,"  which  means 
needlework.  Up  to  the  present  the 
adoption  of  this  rule  has  only  been 
optional,  but  now  it  i.s  pmiwsed  to  make 
it  obligatory.  I  think  the  change  should 
not  he  enforced,  because  I  believe  it  will 
have  a  very  injurious  effect  on  the 
future  of  those  girls,  and  will  tend  to 
swell  the  already  overcrowded  ranks  of 
sempstresses.  I  hope  the  House  will 
express  in  some  way  it.s  desire  that  the 
training  of  tho  womanhood  of  Ireland 
shall  continue  on  the  same  lines  \\»  in 
tho  pist,  and  that  consequently  this  new 
de{>artare  will  not  be  sanctioned. 

(12,19.)  CoLOXEJ.  NOLAN  (Gmiway, 
N.)  :  I  only  wish  to  say  that  I  disagree 
with    everything  that  has  fallen  from 
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the  hon.  Member  on  this  subject.  I 
know  a  pariah  where  the  girls,  thanks 
to  instroction  in  needlework,  have  been 
able  to  contribnte  materially  to  the 
support  of  their  homes.  I  hope  the 
Cluef  Secretary  will  do  something  for 
boys  also,  by  giving  them  some  teaching 
in  agriculture. 

(12.20.)  Mk.  macartney  (Antrim, 
S.)  :  I  also  difEer  from  the  hon.  Member. 
Nothing  better  could  be  done  for  Ireland 
than  to  give  young  girls  a  training 
which  wiU  fit  them  to  be  good  house- 
keepers and  wives. 

(12.21.)  Mb.  a,  J.  BALFOUB:  I 
believe  that  the  National  School  Com- 
missioners never  reject  any  representa- 
tion made  by  a  school  manager  to  relax 
the  rule  in  &vonr  of  his  particular 
school.  There  is  therefore  a  large 
elasticity  in  the  working  of  the  rule 
that  will  prevent  any  evil  results 
arising  from  it  If  a  manager  thinks 
that  the  education  in  his  school  is  pre- 
judicially afEected  by  these  regulations, 
he  has  only  to  make  a  representation  to 
the  Board  of  National  Education,  and 
his  application  will  be  considered.  The 
rule  has  worked  well  in  the  past,  and  I 
hope  it  will  continue  to  do  so  in  the 
future. 

Besolntion  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  B«solutions  (see  page  275) 
agreed  to. 

Postponed  Resolution  to  be  con- 
sidered to-morrow. 

POSTAGE  EATES  BILL.— (No.  302.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

LIFE   AND     PROPERTY    PROTECTION 
BlLL.-(No.  277.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 

Clabkb,  Plymouth)  :  In  assenting  to  the 

Second    Readin<jr    of    this  Bill    I  have 

simply    to  state    that  the    Government 

Colond  Nolan 
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cannot  give   its  assent  to  all  the  pro- 
visions it  contains. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether  the  Government  propose  to 
give  their  sanction  and  approval  to  the 
extraordinary  doctrines  enunciated  in 
this  Bill.  If  so,  I  think  that  that  is  a 
proceeding  which  does  not  redound  to  the 
credit  of  the  Government,  and  that  we 
ought  to  take  exception  to  it. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER  :  U  the  hon.  Gentle> 
man  objects  to  the  Bill  it  cannot  be 
farther  proceeded  with  at  the  preaent 
moment. 


Question  pat»  and  agreed  to. 

BOl  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  next. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOTTSE. 
On  the  Motion  for  Adjournment : — 
•Sm  J.  SWINBCRNB  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield):  May  I  be  allowed  to  ask 
when  the  Post  Office  Estimates  will 
be  brought  on  again)  Hon.  Members 
are  kept  here  awaiting  their  diacuasion, 
and  it  would  promote  their  convenience 
if  the  Government  would  fix  some 
definite  time  for  the  farther  discussion  of 
these  Estimates. 

•The  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  This 
is  a  matter  in  which  the  Government 
propose  and  the  House  disposes.  I  think, 
however,  the  Post  Office  Estimates  will 
be  taken  immediately  on  the  conclusion 
of  the  discussion  of  the  Heligoland 
Bill. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  I  should  like  to  have 
some  statement  from  the  Government  as 
to  when  the  Local  Taxation  BUI  will  be 
taken.  Is  there  any  intention  of  bring- 
ing it  on  to-morrow ;  and,  if  not,  when  will 
it  come  on  t 

•Me.  JACKSON:  It  will  not  be  taken 
to-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  beforu  One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Friday,  26th  July,  1890. 


COMMISSION. 
The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal 
[.Assent  :— 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2). 
Open  Spaces. 

Working  Classes  Dwellings. 
Trustees  Appointments. 
Orchards  Rating  Exemption. 
Superannuation  (War  Department). 
Education  Code  (1890). 
Deeds  of  Arrangement. 
Inland  R:tvenue  Regulation. 
Public  Health  (ScotUvnd)  Act,  18l»7, 

Amendment. 
Court  of  Chancery  of  Lancaster. 
Barracks. 

Western  Australia  Constitntion. 
Colonial  Courts  of  Admiralty. 
Intestates  Estates. 
Registration  of  Voters  (Borough  of 

Belfast). 
And  a  number  of  Private  Bills. 

METROPOLIS    MANAGEMKNT   AND 
BUILDING    ACTS      AUENDJLKNT 
BILL.— (No.  168.) 
Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion. That  the  Karl  of  Aylcsford  Ije  pro- 
posed to  the  House  as  a  Member  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the 
place  of  the  Marquess  of  Abercoru  {D. 
Abercorn)  ;  read,  and  agreed  to. 

ALDERSnOT  ROADS  BILL.— (No.  219.) 
The    order   made   yesterday    for   the 
commitment  of  the  Bill  to  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House,  discharged. 

CHILDREN'S  LIFE  INSURANCE  BILL. 
(No.  97.) 
Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
(with  the  Proceedings  of  the  Committee, 
and  Appendices)  made,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  225.)  Minutes  of  Evidence  laid 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  delivered  out. 

CENSUS  (ENGLAND  AND  WALE.S)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  j  read  1«, 
and  to  be  printed. — (No.  226.) 

!  CENSUS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1', 
and  to  be  printed. — (No,  227.) 
VOL.  CCCXLVri.     [rniRD  series.] 


REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT, 
1886,  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  206,) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills,  with  Amend- 
ments ;  the  Report  thereof  received  ;  and 
Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Monday  noxt. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  -  SUNDAY 
LABOUR  AT  HONG  KONG  AND 
SINGAPORE. 

QUES-nON- OBSEBVATIONS. 

•Thk  Earl  of  MEATH,  in  rising  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  whether  their 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  following 
remarks  made  by  Admiral  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh, at  the 
annual  meeting  of  "  Missions  to  Seamen  " 
Society,  held  at  the  Mansion  House,  on 
28th  April  ;— 

"The  Report  also  complains  that  in  some 
ports  nhroail,  nod  in  Crown  ColoDieo,  especially 
Hunt,'  KoTig  and  Singapore,  the  crews  are  com- 
pelled to  do  unnecessary  work  in  Ininiihipping 
cjtrRoes  on  Sumlays,  which  euuses  iniicli  dis- 
content und  discomfort  to  the  men,  und  puts  a 
slop  to  all  religious  ohservanees,  whereas  in  the 
Australian  and  self-governing  Colonies  such 
unnecessary  working  of  cargoes  is  rigidly  for- 
bidden. 

"  1  understand  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  has  called  the  nttontioa  of  some 
Colonial  Governors  to  this  grievance  of  sea- 
men." 

And  whether  the  practice  complained  of 
has  been  prohibited,  so  that  seamen  may 
enjoy  their  Sunday  rest  in  port  in 
common  with  other  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,  Slid  :  My  Lords,  1  hold  in  my 
hand  a  [Jiiper  which  contains  the  names 
of  certain  steamers,  together  with  the 
names  of  the  owners,  which  were 
wliarfu'd  at  a  single  wharf  at  Hmig  Kong 
on  the  Sundays  between  March  the  17th, 
1SS9,  and  March  the  25th,  1890,  and  all 
those  steamers,  I  am  informed,  worked 
cargo  without  exception  on  those 
Sundays.  The  firms  to  which  the 
vessels  belonged  were  Macgregor,  Gaw, 
and  Co.,  of  the  Glen  Line,  who  worked 
\2>  ships  on  13Sundays;  D.  Jenkins  and 
Co.,  eight  ships  on  eight  Sundays ;  The 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steamship  Com 
pany,  13  ships  on  13  Sundays  ;  The 
China  Mutual  Skippers'  Steam  Naviga- 
tiim  Coui|Miny,  five  ship.s  on  five 
Sundays;  The  Union  Line,  Simdi- 
lands,  four  ships  on  four  Sundays; 
{ifllatley,  Sowe'l,  and  Co.,  four  ships 
on  four  Sundays  ;  the  British  India  Steum 
2  G 
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Navigation  Companj',  six  ships  oa  six 
Sundays :  the  Ben  Line,  four  sliips  on 
foor  Sundays ;  miscellaneous,  five  shipb 
on  five  Sundays;  making  a  total  altogether 
of  62  ships  on  which  cargo  was  worked 
at  one  wliarf  in  the  Crown  colony  of  Hong 
Kong  during  that  period.  Of  course, 
there  were  other  whaj-ves  occupied,  and, 
no  doubt,  a  similar  number  of  vessels 
were  engaged  there  in  transhipping  to 
those  whicli  I  have  mentioned  as  being 
employed  at  this  particular  wharf.  I 
understivnd  that  the  same  thing  is  going 
on  in  other  Crown  oolonies.  I  am  in- 
formed that  there  are  1 20,000  seamen  in 
the  year  who  pass  through  the  port  of 
Hong  Kong ;  consequently,  it  would 
appear  as  if  a  large  proportion  of  thoso 
120,000  seamen  were  not  permitted  to 
have  the  Sunday's  rest  which  most  work- 
ing men  in  this  country  claim  a  right  to. 
Now,  I  am  not  going  to  arguo  this  ques- 
tion upon  moral  and  religious  grounds, 
although  a  groat  deal  might  be  said  upon 
those  grounds,  but  I  am  g(3ing  to  argue 
this  question  upon  the  right  of  every 
working  man  to  have  one  day  in  seven 
of  rest,  the  right  which  he  1ms  asserted 
in  this  country  for  a  long  time,  and 
which  is  almost  universally  accorded  to 
him.  1  cannot  see  why,  because  a  man 
is  a  seaman,  and  because  he  goes  to  a 
foreign  port,  or  a  port  in  one  of  our 
Crown  colonies,  that  he  should  be  de- 
prived of  the  rest  which  he  would  have 
if  he  went  to  Australia.  For  instance, 
in  Australia  Sunday  labour  is  for- 
bidden, and  why  is  it  forbidden  ?  It 
is  because  there  the  working  men 
themselves  have  a  vote,  and  they  occor- 
dingly  make  their  influence  felt.  But 
in  a  Crown  colony  that  is  not  the  case. 
The  Governor,  of  course,  if  lie  desires  to 
obtain     support     from     anybody,   goes 

^naturally  to  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  ; 
but  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  is  com- 
posed of  employers,  and  employers  are 
not  so  anxious   as  they  ought  to  be  in 

'  )uany  cases  that  workmen  should  have  a 
"ay's  rest.  I  hold  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  cannot  say  that  they  are 
not  resjionsible  for  this  state  of  things. 
If  tliis  were  a  self-governing  colony, 
they  might  say  that  in  a  self-govern- 
ing colony,  of  course,  the  vote  of 
the  working  people  —  of  the  mass 
of  the  population — has  to  be  considered  ; 
but  there  is  no  working  population  in 
this  Crown  colony  which  has  a  vote ; 
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and,  therefore,  I  hold  it  is  tlie  duty  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  see  that 
no  injustice  is  put  ufwn  the  working 
classes  in  these  colonies,  which  are  under 
their  care.  I  am  not  one  of  those 
Sabbatiirians  who  think  that  under  no 
circumstances  should  work  be  performed 
upon  a  Sunday  ;  but  I  do  say  this,  that 
there  should  be  shown  some  great  neces- 
sity before  work  is  carried  out  on  a  Sun- 
day, and  I  cannot  understand  why  this 
should  be  done  by  these  steamship  com- 
panies, some  of  whom  send  their  vessels 
to  Australia,  because  when  their  vessels 
get  to  Australia  they  mauHge  to  carry 
on  their  work  during  the  working  days 
of  the  week,  and  yet  when  they  go  to  a 
Crown  colony  like  Hong  Kong  they 
profess  to  be  unable  to  do  that,  and 
allege  that  they  are  obliged  to  work 
tlioir  men  on  Sundays.  The  actual 
state  of  the  case  is  this  :  that  in  the 
Treaty  Ports  of  China  work  is  for- 
bidden on  Sundays,  but  in  our  own  ports 
it  is  permitted.  Now,  I  consider  that  is 
a  scandal ;  and  the  result  is  that  if  a 
shipowner  desires  to  give  his  seamen 
rest  upon  a  Sunday  at  Hong  Kong  he 
finds  himself  at  a  great  disadvantage. 
But  there  are  some  shipowners  who  are 
courageous  enough  to  do  it.  Mr.  Laing. 
of  Sunderland,  a  steam  ship  owner,  when 
one  of  his  vessels  was  at  Hong  Kong 
last  refused  to  allow  his  men  to  work 
on  Sunday,  and  he  thus  put  himself  ta 
great  disadvantage.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
fair  that  those  shipowners  who  do  their 
duty  towards  their  men  should  be  put 
at  a  disadvantage  because  other  ship- 
owners work  their  men  upon  every  day 
in  the  week.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  intend 
to  ask  now  for  Hapers,  but  unless  some 
satisfactory  reply  is  given  me,  I  intend 
next  Session  to  move  again  in  this  matter, 
and  to  ask  for  a  Return  of  Pajwrs,  giving 
the  names  of  the  companies  and  em- 
ployers who  work  their  men  on  Sundays, 
the  names  of  the  ships,  and  the  number 
of  Sundays  upon  ^s'hich  the  men  are  em- 
ployed in  Sunday  labour. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob  ihe 
COLONIES(L()rd  KyuTSKOHD):  My  Lords, 
my  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
remarks  of  his  Royal  Highne.ss  the  Duke 
of  Edinburgh  to  which  tlie  noble  Earl 
hiia  referred,  but  the  question  was 
brought  under  my  notice  last  year  when 
I  received  a  letter  from  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Bowyer,  who   has  taken   great  interest 
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in  this  subject,  and  1  at  once  communi- 
cated the  contents  of  that  letter  to  the 
Governors  of  Hong  Kong  and  the  Straits 
Settlements  at  Singapore,  and  asked 
them  to  report  upon  the  matter.  The 
Governor  of  Hong  Kong  expressed 
his  desire  to  see  Sunday  labour 
diminished  at  the  docks  and  wharves 
of  tliat  port,  but,  after  full  inquiry  into 
the  subject  and  consideration  of  the 
diiEculties  of  compulsory  legislation,  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  such  cam- 
pulsory  legislation  on  the  Sunday  labour 
question  was  notdesirable,  and,  although  I 
am  not  prepared  to  assent  to  all  the 
Governor's  reasons  which  he  advanced  in 
support  of  that  decision,  I  regret  to  any 
that  I  am  oliliged  to  concurin  the  decision 
myself,  The  same  decision  was  arrived 
at  by  the  Governor  of  the  Straits  Settle- 
ments, who  expressed  himself  very 
warmly  in  syraj)athy  with  the  desire  of 
those  who  wished  to  see  Sunday  labour 
diminished.  Hu  hiis  himself  taken  steps 
towards  diminishing  Sunday  labour, 
because  in  all  Government  contracts  a 
provision  is  now  inserted  that  work 
under  those  contracts  shall  not  be 
carried  on  on  Sunday,  except  in  very 
urgent  cases  and  under  special  authority. 
But  after  communicating  with  the 
Cliambcrs  of  Commerce,  the  leading 
merchants,  and  the  uuotBcial  memljers 
of  the  Council,  who  represent  the  com- 
munities in  these  Crown  colonies,  the 
Governor  of  the  Straits  Settlements 
camo  to  the  same  conclusion  as  that 
arrived  at  by  the  Governor  of  Hong  Kong, 
tlmt  compulsory  legislation  was  not  de- 
sirable. The  answers  that  were  received 
by  him  from  the  Chambers  of  Commerce 
and  the  leading  merchants  were  certainly 
not  of  an  encouraging  nature.  I  took 
the  opportunity  of  consulting  both  these 
Governors  when  they  were  in  England 
on  leave,  in  oi-der  to  ascertain  whether 
any  compromise  could  be  elTfctcd, 
whether  there  was  any  kind  of  legisla- 
tion which  could  be  introduced  which 
would  diminish  this  Sunday  labour,  but 
I  regret  to  say  that  I  found  no  compro- 
miflo  was  possible.  I  am  distinctly 
opposed  to  compulsory  legislation  on  this 
point,  tliat  is  to  say,  forcing  against  the 
views  of  the  unofficial  members  legisla- 
tion by  an  official  vote.  The  case  of 
Australia,  which  has  been  referred  to,  is 
very  different.  In  the  6rst  place,  as  in 
other  colonies  where  there  is  a  Custom- 


liciuse,  Sunday  labour  can  be  prevented 
indirectly  by  closing  the  Custom-house, 
but  in  HongKongandSingapore  Custom- 
houses do  not  exist.  I  am  not  aware — 
though  I  may  bo  wrong  in  this — that  in 
Australia  any  Act  prohibiting  Sunday 
lalxiur  is  in  force.  The  working  men 
themselves  have  declined  to  work  on 
Sunday,  and  have  thereby  indirectly 
secured  for  themselves  freedom  from 
work  on  that  day,  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  there  is  any  com- 
pulsory or  direct  legislation  on  the 
p<jint.  The  Colonial  Governors  will  do 
all  they  can  to  discourage  Sunday  labour, 
but  I  do  not  think  anything  can  be  done 
in  this  particular  brauch  of  labour  unless 
it  can  be  obtained  by  the  voluntary 
unanimity  upon  the  subject  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce  and 
the  leading  merchants  in  the  colonies, 
and  also  of  the  leading  merchants  here 
who  have  partners  or  agents  in  the 
colonies.  In  that  way  pressure  may  be 
put  npfin  the  Local  Legislatures,  and  ulti- 
mately some  niLmsure  may  be  introduced 
which  will  put  an  end  to  Sunday  labour 
at  the  ducks  and  wharves  in  these 
colonies.  But  at  present  1  am  bound  to 
say  I  do  not  think  there  is  that  feeling 
in  the  colonies  which  would  justify  com- 
pulsory legislation. 

The  Earl  ov  HARROWBY  :  My 
Lords,  I  think  we  are  greatly  obliged  to 
the  noble  Earl  for  calling  attentinn  to 
this  matter,  which  I  think  your  Lord- 
ships will  agree  is  one  of  no  slight  im- 
portance. I  think  we  all  agree  that  in 
cases  of  emergency  wo  should  not  stand 
in  the  way  of  Sunday  labour,  but  this  is 
a  matter  which  we  are  told  affects 
120,000  seamen  at  Hong  Kong,  and  a 
very  large  nnml)er  also  at  Singapore.  I 
must  confess  I  do  not  think  the  answer 
of  the  noble  Lord  is  quite  conclusive  as 
to  why  a  thing  should  be  impossible  in 
Uong  Kong  which  is  pissible  in  Aus- 
tralia. As  a  matter  of  fact,  work  in 
connection  with  shi[)ping  is  carried  on 
upon  Sundays  in  the  Crown  o>lonies 
alone.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  we 
require  more  information  upon  this  sub- 
ject in  order  to  get  at  the  actual  facts, 
and  1  would  suggest  to  the  noble  Earl 
whether  during  the  next  few  months 
he  could  not  address  questions  to 
the  Governors  of  all  the  culonies  in- 
quiring of  them  what  are  the  regula- 
tions and  practice  upon  this  matter 
2  G  2 
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in  those  colonies.  We  shall  then  be  better 
able  to  talk  about  this  matter.  It  cannot 
be  left  in  its  present  position.  The  feel- 
ing of  seamen  is  rising  very  strongly  ujxm 
this  question  of  Sunday  lalxjur,  and  tht; 
question  will  hav^e  to  be  pursued  fui-ther, 
but  before  anything  more  is  said,  1  think 
it  is  very  desirable  tlmt  we  should  get 
accurate  information  from  each  of  the 
colonics,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
noble  Earl  will  see  no  objection  to 
sending  out  Circulars  for  the  purpose  I 
have  mentioned,  so  that  wo  may  be  in 
possession  of  the  actual  facts  in  regard  to 
both  Crown  and  self-governing  colonies. 
Lord  KNUTSFORD  :  I  need  only  add 
that  it  will  afford  me  very  great 
pleasui-e  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Earl,  and  that  I  will  direct  n 
Circular  to  be  sent  out  as  he  suggests. 

COMPANIES  (WINDING-UP)  BILL. 

(No.    217.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order). 

Clause  1. 
•The  secretary  to  the  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Lord  Balkouk  of  Bceleigh)  : 
The  Amendment  in  the  2nd  sub- 
section of  Clause  1  is  one  which  it  was 
indicated  to  the  Standing  Committee 
would  be  necess.iry.  The  Amendment 
has  now  been  agreed  upon,  and  the  words 
proixjsed  to  bo  inserted  in  my  name  lu'e 
the  words  which  have  been  agreed.  They 
are  words  which  bring  the  phraseology  of 
this  Bill  into  harmony  with  the  County 
Palatine  of  Lanca.ster  Act  which  was 
passed  during  this  Sl'ssIou. 

Amendment  moved,  in  pivge  1,  line  13, 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  unless  the 
registered  office  of  the,"  and  insert  the 
words,  "or  in  the  case  of  a." — (?'/ie  Lord 
Balfour  oj'  Burleigh.) 

Agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 
•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH; 
The  Amendment  here  is  also  one  which 
was  indicated  as  being  desirable  in  thi< 
Standing  Committee,  and  is  really  fur 
the  purpose  of  improving  the  phraseology. 
It  is  suggested  that  this  will  remove  ob- 
jections which  were  then  taken  to  the 
large  powers  of  transfer  from  one  Court 
to  another,  which  might  be  exercised 
by  an  individual  Court.  I  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
T/ie  Earl  of  Uarrowby 


opiKJsite  to  the  phraseology  of  this 
Amendment,  and  I  hope  it  will  meet  all 
the  objections  which  were  taken  in 
Standing  Committee.  I  move,  in  the 
first  place,  in  this  Clause,  at  page  2, 
line  33,  leave  out  ("  any  pr(X!eeding8  in  ") 
and  after  ("  compony  ")  insert  ("  or  any 
proceedings  therein  ")  ;  also  leave  out 
from  ("  by  any  Judge  ")  in  line  35,  to 
("  conditions  ")  in  lino  38,  both  inclusive  ; 
lines  38  and  39,  leave  out  ("  by  the  like 
authority.'") 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  moved,  after  line 
41,  to  insert — 

•'The  powers  of  tratutfer  given  by  the  fore- 
goiag  provisions  of  this  section  may  subject  to, 
and  in  accordance  with,  general  rules,  be 
exercised  in  accordance  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
or  by  any  Judge  of  the  High  Conrt  having 
jurisdiction  nnder  this  Act,  or  a«  regards  any 
case  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any  other  Court 
by  the  Judge  of  that  Court."— (W*  Lord 
Bui/our  of  Burtfigh.) 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  Before 
the  noble  Lord  puts  that,  I  would  call 
his  attention  to  the  fact  tliat  ho  has 
hardly  carried  out  what  I  have  no  doubt 
he  intended.  The  effect  of  that  is  that 
if  a  County  Court  Judge  does  not  like 
to  carry  on  a  proceeding  he  may  oi-der  it 
to  be  transferred  to  the  next  County 
Court.  I  am  (juite  sure  the  noble  Lord 
does  not  mean  that. 
•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  :  It 
ia  to  be  "in  accordance  with  general 
rules."  It  is  subject  to  that.  The  in- 
tention is  to  bring  them  all  within  the 
rules. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  But  it 
does  not  do  so.     It  is  not  only — 

"By  the  Lord  Chancellor,  or  any  Judge 
having  jurisdiction  uadur  this  Act;  " 

but 

"  As  regards  any  case  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  any  other  Court,  by  the  J  udge  of  that  Court." 

That  may  be  the  County  Court.  I  only 
call  attention  to  it  that  at  the  next  stage 
of  the  Bill  we  may  frame  words  that  will 
do. 

•LoRi.  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
Then  I  will  withdraw  that  Amendment 
at  the  present  time, 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  7. 
•LoRP  BALFOUR  of    BURLEIGH  : 
The  Amendment  on   this   clause    is   at 
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page  4,  line  37,  after  "company"  to 
leave  out  "  by  the  Court."  This  is  the 
first  of  a  series  of  Amendments  to 
leave  out  the  words  in  viirious  clauses, 
"  by  the  Court  "  and  ''  liy  the  order  cif 
the  Court."  These  Amendments  are 
rendered  necessary  if  the  decision  which 
was  come  to  in  the  Standing  Committee 
be  adhered  to,  to  strike  out  Sub-section  2 
of  what  waa  then  Section  29.  The 
Amendment  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  op])OBite  raises  a  question  whether 
that  sub-section  should  not  be  put  in  in  a 
different  form.  In  fact,  it  proposes  to 
put  it  in  in  a  form  in  which  it  was 
inti'oduced  into  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. If  the  House  accept  tliat 
Amendment  then  all  the  series  of 
Amendments  standing  in  my  name  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  by  the  Court  "  and 
"by  the  order  of  the  Court,"  in  the  various 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  will  become  unneces- 
sary. But  the  position  of  matterp.as  noble 
Lords  who  were  on  the  Committee  are 
aware,  is  tliat  in  the  House  of  Commons 
it  was  altered  very  materially  by  insert- 
ing a  negative  which  governed  the  whole 
sub-section.  Those  words  "by  the  Court" 
and  "  by  the  order  of  the  Court  "  were 
devised  to  cover  both  the  case  of  com- 
panies which  are  wound  up  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Court  and  those 
definitely  wound  up  by  order  of  the 
Court.  The  Bill,  as  brought  into  the 
other  House  c>f  Parliament,  proposed  to 
make  the  proceduresubject  to  those  provi- 
sions, both  in  cases  under  the  actual  order 
of  the  Court  and  under  supervision. 
The  effect  of  the  decision  of  the  Standing 
Committee  the  other  day  was  to  leave  it 
doubtful  whether  com|)anies  which  were 
being  wound  up  only  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  Court  were  intended  to  lie 
included  in  certain  provisions  of  this 
BiU.  The  Amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  oppo.site  would  put  that 
beyond  all  doubt,  and  would  include  for 
this  purpose  companies  being  wound  up 
under  the  su[)ervision  of  the  Court  as 
well  aa  those  being  wound  up  directly 
by  order  of  the  Court.  If  his  Amendment 
is  not  accepted  then  there  would  be  an 
ambiguity  by  leaving  in,  in  other  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  those  words.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  think  it  would  bo  desir- 
able that  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
should  state  the  reasons  which  had 
induced  him  to  put  down  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  his  name,  and  then,  from 


the  feeling  of  the  House,  we  shall  be 
able  to  judge  whether  it  is  advisable  or 
not  that  I  should  press  these  Amend- 
ments. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  4,  line  37, 
after  the  word  "  comp.iny,"  to  leave  out 
the  words  "  by  the  Court," — (The  Lord 
Balfour  of  Burleiyh.) 

•The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  :  lam  ready 
to  t4ike  that  course ;  and  I  will  state 
my  reasons  very  briefly  for  moving  the 
Auienilment  of  which  I  have  given 
notice.  But  before  doing  so,  I  may, 
perhaps,  mention  that  if  the  House 
should  look  favourably  upon  the  Amend- 
ment, I  should  be  quite  disposed 
to  make  a  little  alteration  in  the 
phraseology  of  it.  Perhaps  it  may  bo 
thought  the  words  here  are  a  little  too 
wide,  because  I  find  in  the  Act  some 
provisions  which  are  not  applicable 
where  there  are  liquidators  of  a  Com- 
jiany  ;  and  if  it  should  come  to  my 
moving  the  Amendment,  therefore,  I 
would  propose  to  move  it  in  this 
form — 

"  For  the  purpose  of  such  proTistoDs  of  thia 
Act  H9  are  applicable  to  n  Compony  of  which 
liquidator*  have  been  duly  appointed  and  sub- 
ject to  general  rules." 

My  reason  for  moving  the  Amend- 
ment is  this  :  I  think  there  are 
valuable  provisions  in  thia  Bill  which 
would  be  as  applicable  when  the  Company 
is  being  wound  up  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Court  as  to  any  other  case.  Per- 
hajjs  I  ought  to  explain  to  those  who  may 
not  know  exactly  what  is  meant  by  the 
company  being  wound  up  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Court.  There  are 
three  modes  in  which  a  company  may 
be  wound  up.  One  is  a  purely  volun- 
tary liquidation  which,  upon  pi-oper 
application  to  the  Court,  may  be  snper- 
sudcd  or  controlled  by  the  Court,  but 
while  it  is  going  on  the  Court  does  not 
interfere  at  all.  The  other  ordinary 
form  is  to  wind  up  oorapulsorily,  in 
which  case  the  Ct>urt  regulates  the 
whole  operation.  But  between  those 
two  comes  the  particular  case  which 
this  Amendment  is  intended  to  meet. 
An  application  may  bo  made  to 
the  Court  that  a  liquidation  which 
is  voluntary  may  be  changed  into 
one  under  the  authority  of  the  Court. 
If  the  Court  thinks  fit  upon  that  appli- 
cation, it  may  make  an  order  in  either 
of  two  forms,  either  to  take  over  the 
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matter  itself  (a  case  with  which  we  are 
not  at  present  concerned),  or  tliat  tlie 
voluntary  winding-up  shall  continue 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Court. 
Now,  it  is  necessary  to  undoi-stand  the 
effect  of  that  as  defined  by  the  15 1st 
section  of  the  Companies'  Act  of  18C2. 
Tiiat  section  is  to  this  effect  :  That  the 
liquidator  of  such  a  company,  when 
that  order  is  made,  may  subject 
to  anj'  restrictions  which  may  be  imposed 
by  the  Court  exercise  the  same  powers 
as  if  it  were  altogether  voluntary.  But 
the  section  goes  on  thus — 

"  But  save,  aaaforesaii],  the  order  shall  for  all 
jiiirposea  be  deemed  to  be  an  order  of  ihe  Court 
lor  wioding  up  the  company  by  the  Court  vod 
shall  confer  full  authority  on  the  Court  to 
exert ise  all  power  whicli  it  mighthare  exercisbd 
if  an  order  had  been  made  for  winding  up  the 
company  uliogether  by  the  Court." 

In  substance,  therefore,  the  Court  has 
full  control  over  that  class  of  cases,  but 
except  as  far  as  the  Court  may  think  tit 
to  intervene,  they  may  bo  conducted  in 
the  sam.e  manner  as  if  they  were 
voluntary'.  Now,  jjearinij  in  mind  that 
scheme  of  the  Act  of  1862,  I  cannot  help 
thiuiciiig  that  the  clauses  of  this  Bill 
which  are  applicable  to  tliiit  state  of 
things  may  with  great  advantage  be 
applied  to  it.  To  give  reasons  at  length 
is  not  necessary,  but  I  will  only 
mention  shortly  three  clauses  which  I 
think  the  House  will  at  once  perceive 
may  Ix)  quite  as  usefully  applied  in  these 
cases  of  supervision  as  in  cases  of 
winding  up  under  the  Act.  The  8th 
clause  of  this  Bill  requires  as  soon  aa 
may  be  a  Report  to  be  made  to  the  Court 
of  the  Capital,  assets  and  liabilities  of  the 
comiMiny  being  wound  up,  and  if  it  has 
l&iled,  the  cause  of  its  failure  ;  and  it 
'contains  consequential  ])rovi8ions  as  to 
proceedings  which  may  be  taken  against 
promoters,  directors,  or  others,  if  it 
appears  to  the  Court  that  there  has 
been  misconduct.  Then  to  take  another 
clause  of  this  Bill,  the  11th  clause, 
that  requires  that  subject  to  certain 
authority  talnnces  in  the  hands  of 
liquidators  shall  be  paid  into  the  Bank  of 
Eni^lfind.  1  cannot  help  thinking  tliat 
snoli  a  provision  is  equally  applicable  to 
companies  under  supervision.  Then  to 
take  one  more  ;  tiie  1 5th  Clausu  requires 
that  when  the  winding-up  has  not  been 
complet.'d  within  one  year,  yearly 
Reports  of  the  proceedings  and  ])osition 
of  the  winding-up  shall  be  made  to  the 
Ttig  £arl  of  Selborne 


Court.  If  possible,  that  seems  to  me  to 
bo  a  provision  which  is  even  more 
necessary  in  the  ca.se  of  supervision  than 
in  the  case  of  winding-up  by  the  Court 
itself ;  because  in  the  Intler  case  the 
autiiority  of  the  Court  would  have  been 
invoked  from  time  to  time  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  thmgs,  and  the  Court  may  be 
taken  to  have  a  knowledge  of  the  state 
of  the  proceedings ;  whereas  in  these 
cases  of  supervision,  except  so  far  as  the 
Court  does  exercise  its  power  and  au- 
thority, the  thing  goes  on  out  of  Court, 
and  that  is  a  case  in  which  I  think 
it  is  eminently  important  there  should 
be  ftirthcoming  periodical  reports.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  it  is  possible 
that  one  reason  why  in  the  other 
House  this  change  was  made  in  the  BUI, 
which  I  wish  should  be  re-considered, 
may  have  been  that  on  the  face  of  the 
Bill  there  are  some  few  provisions  which 
would  not  be  applicable  to  the  case  ;  and, 
in  order  to  meet  that,  I  propose  to  alter 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  in  the 
manner  which  I  mentioned  at  the  begin- 
ning. 1  do  not  know  what  course  my  noble 
Friend  thinks  it  best  should  be  taken, 
but  I  cannot,  in  point  of  form,  move  my 
Amendment  on  Clause  30  until  all  his 
which  come  before  it  has  been  disposed 
of.  If  my  noble  Friend  thinks  the 
House  -Nvill  approve  of  the  principle  of 
my  Amendment,  perhaps  he  will  propose 
not  to  move  his  now,  reserving  to  him- 
self, of  course,  power  to  do-  so  if  he 
should  think  it  necessary  at  a  later 
stage  of  the  Bill. 
•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
I  shall  be  glad  to  accept  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment  indicated  by  the 
noble  Earl.  In  fact,  it  was  in  the 
Bill,  as  origimilly  introduced  in  another 
place.  It  was,  however,  there  altered 
contrary  to  the  wish  of  the  Government, 
and  the  clause,  struck  out  in  Standing 
Committee  of  this  Honse,. inserted.  But, 
as  I  pointed  out  before,  that  has  caused 
an  ambiguity,  whicli  must  be  met  in 
some  way  or  other.  If  the  legal  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  approve  of  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  especially  us  now  altered 
by  him,  I,  on  Injhalf  of  the  Government, 
should  bo  glad  to  accept  it,  and  to  see 
that  it  is  replaced  in  the  Bill,  subject,  of 
course,  to  any  objections  which  may  be 
brought  forward  hereafter.  Under  those 
circumstances,   I   propose  not  to  move 
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these  Amendmeuts  which  stand   in  my 
name. 

Amundment  (by   leave  of   the   Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  8. 
•LOKD  BALFOUR  oir  BURLEIGH: 
This  sub-section  1  jiropose  not  to  put  in 
as  Sub-section  9,  but  as  Sub-section  10, 
after  the  present  Sub-section  9.  Tlio 
object  of  it  is  that  it  shall  take  the  ])laou 
of  a  sub-Suction  which  lias  been  struck 
out  in  Standing  Committee,  it  having 
been  poiiit-^'d  out  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Loi*d  opposite  that  that  sub- 
section gave  too  general  jiowers  of  dele- 
gation which  were  genei-ally  objected 
to  in  Standing  Committee.  It  was 
agreed,  therefore,  that  that  sub-section 
should  be  struck  out  and  a  sub  section 
inserted  specifying  to  whom  the  powers 
to  be  delegated  should  bo  granted.  This, 
I  hope,  will  be  the  view  of  thennljle  and 
learned  Lord,  but  if  not,  I  should  bogliid 
to  accept  any  amendment  of  it  on  the 
same  lines  that  he  can  suggest.  I  pro- 
pose to  move  it,  putting  the  Judges  of 
County  Courts  before  the  Official  Refer- 
«nce8  and  other  officers  of  the  Supreme 
Court. 

Amendment  moved  in  page  7,  at  the 
end,  to  insert — 

"  (9.)  The  powers  of  the  court  under  this 
section  may,  subjeirt  to  and  iu  accordnuce  with 
generiil  rules,  be  exercised  by  any  oflicer  of  the 
tiupreme  Court  beinf;  an  oflicial  referee,  roaster, 
registrar,  or  chief  clerk,  or  by  any  judge  of 
•county  courts,  or  by  nny  district  registrar  nf 
the  High  Cuurc  mimed  fur  the  purpose  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  or  by  any  registrar  of  a  pala- 
tine court." — (TVie  Lord  Bal/uur  of  Burleigh). 

I^JKD  HER.SCHELL:  This  is  un- 
doubtedly a  great  improvement  from 
my  jwint  of  view  in  comjiarison  with 
previous  proposals,  but  there  are  one  or 
two  pointe  here  which  I  do  not  feel  quite 
sure  about.  I  do  not  know  why  the 
noble  Lord  has  not  inserted  the  Regis- 
trars of  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  who  are 
in  the  habit  of  taking  examinations  in 
strictly  analogous  cases.  It  it  is  bei^use 
they  are  too  busy,  my  noble  Friend  has, 
it  seems  to  me,  inserted  a  class  of  officials 
who  are  far  more  busy  still,  that  is  the 
chief  clerks.  I  have  great  doubts 
about  the  expediency  of  inserting  the 
chief  clerks,  having  regard  to  the 
ordinary  character  of  their  duties,  and 
in  addition  to  that,  I  think  it  is  likely  to 
cause   aerious   delays   in  the   Court  of 
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Chancery,  because  they  are  the  officers 
belonging  to  the  diScrent  Chancery 
Courts  who  have  to  deal  with  the  details 
of  matters  i)ending  in  those  Courts. 
If  you  occupy  them  in  duties  of  this 
description,  their  time  may  be  so  much 
occupied  that  it  would  bo  difficult  for 
them  to  perform  their  ordinary  duties. 
Theiv  is  no  class  of  officers,  interference 
with  whose  ordinary  duties  may  delay  or 
put  a  stop  to  so  many  proceedings  as  the 
chief  clerks,  because  they  have  before 
them  a  number  of  suits  at  different 
stages,  and  if  you  take  them  away  from 
their  ordinary  duties  you  may  interfere 
to  a  greater  extent  with  business  than 
by  taking  other  officers.  I  should  have 
preferred  very  much  that  the  Registrars 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Court  should  liave 
been  inserted  rather  than  the  chief 
clerks. 


The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  I  think 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  is  in  error 
in  supjxsing  that  the  Registrars  in  Bank- 
ruptcy are  not  included.  The  Officers 
of  the  Supremo  Court  named  are  "an 
Official  Referee,  Master,  Registrar,  or 
Chief  Clerk,"  and  tiie  word  "registrar" 
would,  therefore,  include  those  in  Bank- 
ruptcy. 

LoBD  HERSCHELL:  But  there  are 
Registrars  in  Chancery  also,  and  having 
reg;ird  to  the  fivct  that  they  perform 
very  different  duties,  I  doubt  whether 
they  would  be  proper  persons.  I 
thought  they  might  be  the  Registrars 
intended, 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  :  All  I 
meant  to  point  out  was  that  Registrars 
in  Biiukruptcy  would  be  included, 
because  they  are  not  only  "officers  of 
the  Court,"  but  actually  "Registrars." 

Loud  HERSCHELL :  1  think  it  had 
bettor  be  mado  clear  that  Registrars  in 
Bankruptcy  are  intended.  I  certainly 
do  not  think  that  Registrars  in  Chancery 
would  lie  suitable  for  this  purpose. 
Tlien  with  regard  to  District  Registrars. 
Many  of  the  District  Registrars  are 
solicitors  practising  in  their  Districts, 
and  I  think  they  would  in  general, 
certainly,  bj  very  unsuitable  persons  for 
this  work.  I  see  it  is  to  be  confined  to 
such  District  Registrars  only  as  are 
designated  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  and 
probably  if  that  limitation  were  always 
to  be  liorne  in  mind,  that  objection  might 
be  obviated. 
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•LoBr BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH:  I 
certainly  believe  that  the  Registrars  in 
Bankruptcy  would  be  included  under 
this  definition  ;  but  if  not,  we  are  willing 
to  niake  it  clear.  And  if,  as  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  thinks  the  Chief  Clerks 
are  too  much  occupied,  I  shall  be  willing 
to  accept  an  Amendment  deleting  that 
class  of  officials. 

•The  Eael  of  SELBORNE  :  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  of  the  Loudon 
Registrars  the  only  Registrars  who 
ought  to  he  placed  in  this  position 
are  the  Registrars  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Court.  To  use  those  wonis  would 
be  a  very  simjile  way  of  amending  that. 
Tlien  with  regard  to  the  Chief  Clerks.  I 
hesitate  to  agree  with  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  for  this  reason  ;  that 
the  Bill  provides  that  the  Judges 
in  the  Chancery  Division  may  have 
a  portion  of  this  jurisdiction  as- 
signed to  them  ;  and  if  they  have  they 
will  naturally  discharge  it  with  that 
assistance  from  their  Chief  Clerks  which 
they  now  have.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  Chief  Clerks  would  he  perfectly 
competent  persons  to  do  this  duty  ; 
and  that  in  some  circumstances,  in 
regard  to  proceedings  in  the  Chancery 
Division  it  might  be  inconvenient  not  to 
be  able  to  do  the  work  with  their  assist- 
ance. The  whole  matter  will  be  subject 
to  general  rules,  and  I  should  myself 
incline  to  the  opinion  that  you  had  better 
leave  the  Chief  Clerks  in. 

liOEi)  HERSCHELL  :  I  would  move 
after  the  word  "  Registrar  "  to  insert  the 
words  "  in  Bankruptcy." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  Then  I 
think  the  grammar  of  thi.s  Amendment 
will  require  a  little  alteration,  otherwise 
it  would  primarily  mean  that  the  District 
Registrars  are  to  be  named  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  or  by  any  Registrar  of  the 
County  Palatine  Court.  I  think  that 
will  have  to  be  looked  into. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
That  will  bo  put  right  at  a  later  stfige. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  If  you  put  in 
the  words  "Registrar  of  a  Palatine 
Court "  before  "  District  Registrar  of  the 
High  Court "  that  would  do,  and  they 
would  naturally  come  there,  as  he  is  a 
higher  functionary. 

Amendment  moved  to  the  proposed 
Amendment  after  the  word  "  Registrar," 


in  line  4,  to  insert  the  words  "  in  Bank> 
ruptcy."— (r/i*  Lord  Jlertehell.) 

Agreed  to. 

Amended,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
The  purport  of  this  Amendment  was 
indicated  to  the  Standing  Committee,  and 
it  was  approved  of.  The  words  have 
lieen  subsequently  agreed  upon  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  by  the  authorities 
of  the  County  Palatine  Court  of  Lan- 
caster; and  I  move  accordingly,  at 
page  15,  at  the  end  of  the  clause,  to 
ins-jrt — 

"  (S.)  AH  rules  mode  and  directions  given  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  under  the  foregoinjj  pro- 
visions of  thia  section  shall  bo  uUopied  by  Uve 
mithority  for  the  limo  being  empowered  to 
make  rules  lor  regulating  the  praelice  or  pro- 
cedure in  the  clmncer)'  court  of  the  Couuly 
Palatine  of  LancHster,  but  as  so  adopted  shall 
have  effect  with  the  substitution  of  the  words 
'  vieo-cbancellor '  for  the  word  'judge,'  and 
the  word  '  registrar  *  for  the  words  '  chief 
clerk.'" 

Agreed  to. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
After  Clause  29  there  is  a  new  clause  in 
my  name,  which  tells  its  own  tale.  It 
is  necessary  to  have  a  new  clause  of  this 
kind,  because  there  is  no  clause  wliicli 
covers  the  ground,  and  it  is  necessary  to 
have  a  ready  means  of  deaUiig  with 
certificates  or  documents  issued  by  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

Moved  to  insert  after  Chmse  29 — 
"  (I.)  All  documents  purporting  to  be  ordera 
or  certificates  made  or  issued  by  the  lloaid  of 
Tmde,  and  to  be  sealed  with  the  seal  ol  the 
Uonrd,  or  to  be  signed  by  u  secretary  or  assist- 
ant secretary  of  the  board,  or  any  person  autho- 
rised  in  that  behalf  by  the  president  of  the 
board,  shall  be  received  in  evidence  and  deemed 
to  be  such  orders  or  certiticatea  without  further 
proof  unless  the  contrary  is  shown. 

(2.)  A  certificate  signed  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  any  order  made,  cer- 
tificate issued,  or  act  done,  is  the  order,  certifi- 
cate, or  act  of  the  Board  of  Tru'lu,  shall  be 
conclusive  evidence  of  the  fact  so  certified." 

Agreed  to. 

Clause  30. 

•The  Earl  or  SELBORNE :  I  will  now 
move  the  clause  of  which  I  have  akeady 
spoken,  as  altered  in  the  way  proposed. 

Moved,  after  Sub-section  1,  to  add  as  a 
new  sub-section — 

"  {'!.)  For  the  purposes  of  such  provisions  of 
this  Act  as  are  applicable  to  a  company  of  which 
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down  houses  which  were  unfit  for  human 
habitation,  and  of  building  suitable 
working  class  dwellings  upou  their 
sites.  At  the  time  that  measure  waa, 
I  remember,  described  in  two  words  by  a 
noblo  friend  of  mine  as  "commuuism 
and  confiscation."  I  certainly  am  not 
in  the  least  ashamed  of  that  Act,  nor  do 
I  think  it  deserved  the  character  which 
those  two  words  attributed  to  it,  because 
its  object  WAS  to  get  rid  of  those  un- 
healthy areas  covered  with  insanitary 
bouses,  incourte,  and  alleys,  which  by 
reason  of  the  want  of  light,  air,  ventila- 
tion, proper  conveniences,  or  from  other 
causes  were  unfit  for  human  habitation, 
and  where  fevers  and  diseases  were  con- 
stantly generated,  causing  loss  of  health 
not  only  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  courts 
and  alleys  themselves,  but  also  to  the 
other  parts  of  the  cities  or  boroughs  in 
which  they  were  found.  There  was 
another  fact  which  pressed  very  strongly 
upon  me  and  the  Government  of  the  day 
at  the  time  ;  and  that  was,  that  it  was  not 
in  the  power  of  owners  or  of  occupiers 
who  lived  in  those  courts  and  alleys  to 
remedy  the  defects  existing,  becatiae 
there  wore  so  many  owners  and  so  many 
people  c(moerned  that  it  was  absolutely 
not  ill  the  power  of  any  them  acting 
individually  to  put  matters  straight. 
The  result  was,  that  that  Act  was  passed, 
and  all  those  Acts  have  been  considerably 
amended  from  time  to  time.  It  was 
found  necessary  to  pass  another  Act  in 
1879  in  order  to  defeat  the  mischievous 
practice  which  had  grown  up  among  the 
owners  of  those  unhealthy,  insanitary 
houses.  The  moment  they  found  they 
were  scheduled,  and  tliat  the  matter  was 
coming  Ix-fore  Parliament,  they  imme- 
diately put  them  in  the  best  repair  they 
could,  not  for  the  purpose  of  making 
them  more  healthy,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  extracting  larger  compensation  from 
the  public  than  they  would  otherwise 
have  been  able  to  get.  A  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  sat  in  1881-2,  of 
which  I  happened  to  be  Chairman,  which 
re-considered  those  Acts,  and  further 
Amendments  were  made ;  and  the  House 
will  remember  that  later  on,  in  1885,  a 
RoyalCommissionsat  to  consider  the  whole 
subject,  upon  which  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Prince  of  Wales  sat  as  a  member  and 
took  the  greatest  interest  in  its  proceed- 
ings. That  was  done  at  the  instance  of 
my    noble    i'riend    the    present   Prime 


liquidators  have  been  duly  uppointed  and  sub- 
ject to  general  rules,  a  company  nhall  be 
deemed  to  be  wound  up  by  order  of  the  Court, 
if  the  order  is  to  continue  a  wioiling  up  under 
the  BupervisioD  of  the  court." 

Agreed  to. 

Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
on  Tuesday  next;  and  Bill  to  be  printed 
as  amended.     (No.  229.) 


HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
BILL.— (No.  230.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross}  :  My  Lords,  it 
is  not  my  intention  to  take  up  very 
much  of  their  Lordships'  time  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  because 
the  subject  must  be  quite  fiimiliar  to  all 
your  Lordships.  In  order  to  show 
what  the  necessity  for  this  Bill  is  it  may 
be  useful,  perhafjs,  just  shortly  to  touch 
upon  the  history  of  the  legislation  upon 
this  subject.  Many  years  ago  the  late 
Lord  Shaftesbury,  who  was  tlie  pioneer 
in  this  branch  of  legislation,  succeeded 
in  passing  the  Labouring  Classes 
Dwellings  Act,  under  which  not  much 
waa  done  for  a  long  period.  More 
recently,  in  1868,  the  late  Mr.  Torretis 
brought  forward  a  measure  to  enable 
Vestries  and  District  Boards  to  deal 
with  healthy  houses  in  tiieir  different 
localities,  the  provisions  of  which 
have  been  recently  verj-  strongly  put  in 
force,  to  the  great  advantuge  of  the 
country  and  of  the  Metropolis  itself.  It 
was  my  duty  in  1 875  to  re-consider  this 
question.  The  former  Acts,  both  Mr. 
Torrens's  and  Lord  Shaftesbury's,  only 
applied  to  small  localities  and  to  indivi- 
dual houses.  Shortly  licfore  1875  I  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  what  had 
been  done  in  the  City  of  Glasgow,  and  I 
was  very  much  struck  with  the  Act 
wliich  they  had  there,  and  which  enabled 
them  to  deal  not  simply  with  individual 
houses,  but  with  large  unhealthy  areas  ; 
and  coming  back  to  London,  and  finding 
that  such  areas  existing  very  extensively 
in  this  country  I  introduced  the  Act  of 
1875,  which  eventually  became  law,  and 
which  enabled  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  take  possession  of  large  areas, 
if  they  were  found  to  be  in  a  certain 
condition,  for   the  purpose    of    pulling 
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Minister.  Tho  resalt  has  been  tkat 
there  have  been  a  great  number  of  Acts 
passed ;  and  we  think  the  time  has 
come  when  thosL-  Acts  ougfht  to  be  cou- 
solidated,  so  tliat  they  may  be  made  in- 
telligible to  the  ordinary  render,  who 
will  not  be  obliged  to  liunt  up  a  dozen 
AcM  of  Parliament  in  order  to  find  out 
what  the  law  is  upon  the  subject,  but 
that  the  law  bhall  be  placed  in  one  single 
plain  Act  of  Parliament.  Perhaps,  be- 
fore I  point  out  a  few  Amendments  which 
have  been  made  in  the  law  and  allude  to 
the  Bill  at  present  lying  on  your  Lord- 
ships' Table,  I  might  be  allowed,  as  a 
matter  of  interest,  to  state  a  few  figures 
to  show  what  has  been  done  under  the 
Act  at  present  existing,  because  they 
liave  been  by  no  means  allowed  to  lie 
dormant.  A  great  deal  has  been  done 
under  a  great  many  of  them.  1  will 
take  Mr.  Torrens's  Act  first.  There  was 
a  Return  moved  for  last  year,  1889,  to 
show  how  much  had  been  done  under 
this  Act ;  and  be  it  remembered  that 
this  Act  of  Mr.  Torrens  related  to  such 
houses  us  were  dangerous  to  health  so  as 
to  be  unfit  for  human  habitation.  That 
was  a  very  g<x)d  de.scription  of  them  ;  and 
when  we  look  at  the  number  of  houses 
whicli  have  been  put  in  order,  we  find 
they  amount  to  no  less  than  1,633.  So 
that,  as  far  as  one  can  see,  these  Act-s  of 
Mr.  Torrens's  have  done  very  good  work, 
when  we  find  there  were  1,633  houses 
dealt  with  under  them  which  were  abso- 
lutely unfit  for  human  habitation  at  the 
time  they  were  taken  in  hand  b}'  the 
Local  Authorities.  Under  the  Act  which 
I  liad  the  honour  of  passing  afterwards 
a  good  deal  litis  been  done  also.  This 
measure,  as  I  have  stated,  embraced  large 
areaa,  and  no  less  than  23  areas  in  Lon- 
don have  been  dealt  with  undt-r  these 
Acts.  The  persons  displac^^-d  numliert^d 
28,850,  and  the  persons  who  can  be  re- 
housed on  the  ground  which  hns  been 
re-built  upon  number  30,715.  Theareas 
dealt  with  by  the  Metropolitan  Board — 
there  have  been  one  or  two  schemes  since, 
but  during  the  period  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  was  in  existence  the  areas 
dealt  with  included  over  4,000  houses, 
and,  besides  that,  there  were  16  acres 
of  land  also  dealt  with,  but  tho 
uumber  of  houses  on  thoao  16 
acres  I  am  not  acquainted  with. 
Those  figures  show  that  those  Acts  have 
done  a  considerable  amount  of  good. 
Viscoutil  Cross 


There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
proceedings  under  these  Acts  have  been 
taken  at  a  considerable  cost  to  the  rate- 
payers. The  net  cost,  I  believe,  of  the 
22  schemes  which  were  piissed  liy  the 
Mctrojiolitau  Board  of  Works  after  the 
sale  of  the  land  which  they  were 
obliged  to  take  hasamounted  to  very  nearly 
£1,500,000.  Bat  you  have  had  30,000 
people  properly  housed  for  that  money,  and 
you  have  done  u  great  deal  more  than 
that — you  have  stamped  out  the  sources 
of  fever  and  disease  which  were  polluting 
many  parts  of  this  Metropolis,  both  in 
Westminster  and  in  East  London,  in  al- 
most every  one  of  the  lai-ge  districts 
which  were  the  sources  of  disease,  and 
from  which  disease  spread  into  other 
parts  of  the  City  to  the  enormous  disad- 
vantage and  danger  of  the  inhabitants. 
I  should  not  like  to  weary  your  Lord- 
8hi)»s  with  any  lengthened  extracts  to 
show  the  effect  of  what  has  been  done 
by  taking  these  large  areas  ;  but  perhaps 
your  Lordships  will  allow  me  to  read  a 
few  short  sentences  from  one  of  the 
Reports  which  have  been  made  to  me  by 
several  Medical  Officers  of  Health.  I 
do  not  propose  to  refer  to  them  all, 
though  I  have  thorn  all  here.  I  am  now 
going  to  read  fmm  the  Rejiort  made  to 
me  the  other  day  by  tho  Medical  Officer 
of  Health  for  the  St.  Giles's  district. 
Yoar  Lordships  prob^ibly  know  well 
that  St.  Giles's  district  was  one  of 
the  most  unhealthy  places  in  the  whole 
of  London.  I  will  take  one  block  which 
was  dealt  with,  called  Great  Wild 
Street,  and  the  adjoining  streets  and 
courts  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Dmry 
Lane.  The  condition  of  that  area  when 
taken  in  hand  by  the  authorities  is  thiis 
described  by  the  Medical  Officer — 

"  When  I  inapected  the  houses  in  tb'u  area  in 
187'^  the  aqiiulor  of  the  neighhourhood  wai 
pliiinly  vi.4ibIo.  The  courts  and  passages  were 
vp.ry  narrow  and  close  together  ;  the  houses 
built  back"  to  hack  with  very  sidhU  yards,  and 
ID  many  no  yards  at  all:  consuquently,  the 
sanitary  arrangenients  were  in  the  basement  or 
under  tho  stairs ;  the  ventilation  was  moat 
defective,  and  rendered  the  air  impure  and 
noxious." 

The  Report  states  that  the  deatii  rate, 
which,  of  course,  isone  of  the  greatest  testa 
of  the  health  of  a  district,  was  between 
50  and  60  jier  1 ,000,  being  double  the  rate 
for  the  whole  of  the  St.  Giles's  district. 
That  is  an  enormous  death  rate  to  exist 
in  any  portion  of  any  City. — 
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good,  and  bow,  by  consolidatinn;  them,  we 
can  simplify  proceedinffs  under  them 
80  as  to  make  everything  more 
plain  and  open  than  before.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
o?  the  Poor  Law  Board  has  given 
great  and  unceasing  attention  to  this 
subject,  and  I  think  the  course  he 
has  pursued  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  was  a  very  wise  one.  He 
brought  forward  an  Amending  Bill  to 
amend  all  the  defects  which  the  Govern- 
ment thought  existed  in  the  Acts  as  he 
found  them,  and  then  he  brought  for- 
ward also  a  Consolidation  Bill.  Those 
two  Bills  were  referred  to  the  Standing 
Committee  ;  and  after  thoy  had  approved 
of  the  Amendments,  or  had  altered  them 
as  they  thought  l)e8t,  they  were  then 
incorporated  in  the  Consolidation  Bill, 
which  is  the  only  one  tliat  comes  up 
before  your  Lordships'  House.  If  I 
persuatlo  your  Lordships  to  read  this 
Bill  a  second  time,  as  I  hope  I  shall  do, 
I  shall  then  propose  to  refer  the  Con- 
solidation Bill  to  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law,  and  I  will  present  to  them  the 
Amending  Bill.  It  was  presented  to  the 
House  of  Commons  in  the  first  instance 
so  that  they  might  see  what  Amend- 
ments were  proposed  in  the  Consolida- 
tion Bill  instead  of  having  to  wade 
through  a  mass  of  pagea  to  hunt  them 
up  for  themselves.  The  Amendments 
proposed  are  not  very  numerous  ;  and 
the  first  Amendment  to  which  I  would 
allude  is  the  Amendment  in  those  Acts 
which  bear  my  own  name.  There  has 
always  been  great  difficulty  in  persuading 
the  arbitrators  not  to  give  too  much 
compcusation,  and  I  will  only  take 
one  instance.  If  you  find  a  place 
which  is  absolutely  unfit  for  human 
habituation,  and  which  cannot  be  made 
fit  for  human  habitation,  what  is 
the  value  of  the  houses  for  that 
purpose  to  the  owner,  and  what 
compensation  ought  to  be  given  to  him 
for  it  ?  Of  course,  it  cannot  bo  allowed 
to  stay  as  it  is.  The  houses  would  be 
immediately  shut  up  under  the  existing 
law.  They  could  not  be  used  by  the 
owner  for  the  purpose  of  habittition,  and 
the  value  of  that  property,  therefore, 
seems  to  be  the  value  of  the  land — very 
valuable,  no  doubt,  because  of  its  situa- 
tion, and  the  owners  seem  to  me  entitled 
to  get  that — and  the  value  of  the 
materials  which  are  upon  the  place  at 


"  Ihe infantile  mortality  was  very  great.  It 
was  a  veritable  fever  duo,  for  typhu9,  tlia  most 
malignant  and  fatal  form  of  fever,  wus 
scarcely  ever  absent  from  Iha  locality.  As  a 
proof  of  the  improved  condition  of  the  health 
of  the  people  in  the  buildings  now  erected  on 
the  Slime  area,  the  death  rate  for  14SU,  instead 
of  being  between  60  and  60  per  1,000,  fell  to 
17°7  per  1,000,  and  no  case  of  typhus  fever 
has  been  reported  since  the  old  houses  were 
demolished." 

That  is  a  result,  at  all  events,  worth 
attaining,  and  shows  that  you  mtist  not 
measure  the  matter  simply  by  the  cost 
to  the  ratepayers  of  the  removal  of  the 
old  houses  on  such  an  urea,  and  the 
building  of  new  dwellings.  The  only 
other  scheme  to  which  I  will  call  the 
attention  of  your  Lordships  Is  also  in 
St.  Giles's  district,  close  to  Drury  Lane, 
the  Slieltoa  Street  area.  The  Report 
states  that — 

"  If  anything,  the  house«  in  this  neighbour- 
hood were  more  faulty  and  worn  out  than  those 
described  in  the  two  other  areas ;  the  rooms, 
passages,  staircases,  were  small  and  dark,  and 
the  impure  air  which  did  reach  them  came  from 
well-like  back  yards,  where  the  water-closets 
and  other  arningementa  were  situated.  The 
fatality  in  this  area  was  alarming,  the  death-rate 
of  one  street  (Sholion  Street)  being  more  than 
60-0  per  1,000  and  a  birth-rate  of  29  per  1,000. 
The  infantile  mortality  was  30'4  uer  1,000, 
and  the  zymolic  death-rate  equalled  129  per 
1,000,  against  \-i  per  1,000  for  the  whole  of 
St.  Giles's  district." 

That  has  also  been  reduced  to  about  17 
per  1,000.     Then  he  goes  on  to  say — 

"  I  have  no  hesitation  in  stating  that,  in  my 
opinion,  the  clearing  away  of  these  insanitary 
houses  and  the  re-housing  of  the  people  in 
improved  model  dwellings  have  been  of  the 
greatest  possible  benefit  not  only  to  this  dis- 
trict but  to  London  generally.  In  conclusion, 
I  will  refer  you  to  the  Laneet  of  March  26, 
1887,  which  states,  in  reference  to  the  clearing 
away  of  fever  dons  under  the  operations  of  the 
Artisans'  Dwellings  Act,  1875— 'To  the  steps 
already  taken  by  the  Medical  Officer  of  Health 
and  the  St.  Giles  Board  of  Works  is  greatly 
due  the  freedom  from  typhus  fever  which 
London  now  enjoys.  In  past  years  St.  Giles 
was  again  and  again  the  centre  from  which 
this  disease  spread  to  other  parts  of  the  Metro  - 
polls,  and  the  money  spent  in  improvements  of 
the  districts  has  already  made  ampl>^  return  in 
leading  to  the  disappearance  of  this  serious 
cause  of  mortality.'  " 

That  means,  of  course,  the  disappearance 
of  aseriouB  causeof  mortalityforthe whole 
of  London.  Now,  that  is  only  a  sample 
of  what  has  occurred  in  other  districts  as 
well ;  but  I  think  1  have  said  enough  to 
show  that  it  is  worth  while  for  Parlia- 
ment to  see  how  they  can  improve  these 
Acts  which  have  ab-eady  done  so  much 
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what  they  would  realise  to  sell.  That,  I 
think,  is  about  the  only  Amendment  of 
the  Acts  of  1875.  As  to  Torrens's  Acts, 
they  are  several.  In  the  first  place,  it 
is  made  distinctly  the  duty  of  the  IjOCuI 
Authority  and  officials  to  ut  once  close 
all  dwelliuj^s  which  are  found  unfit  for 
human  habitation.  Tliat  seems  to  me  to 
be  a  step  quite  in  the  right  direction. 
An  order  may  also  be  mode  for  the 
demolition  of  houses  if  thuy  are  found  to 
be  absolutely  dangerous  and  unfit  for 
human  habitation,  or  if  they  are  found 
to  be  so  obstructive  to  the  light  and  air 
that  the  neighbouring  courts  and  alleys 
cannot  [xwsibly  got  that  light  and  air  and 
ventilation  which  they  ought  to  have, 
without  the  removal  of  the  obstructive 
building,  on  payment  of  due  compensa- 
tion, but  not  otherwise.  Then  I  think  it 
is  quite  right  that  such  bnildiugs  should 
be  removed,  for  the  public  safety,  upon 
full  compensation,  of  course,  being  paid  to 
the  owners  of  the  houses.  It  was  found 
there  was  considemble  difficulty,  as  there 
were  two  sets  of  Acts,  in  saying  under 
which  set  of  Acts  a  jiarticnlar  area  ought 
to  be  dealt  with.  The  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  was  always  saying  that 
areas  in  question  were  too  small  to  bo 
dealt  with  under  the  Acts  bearing  my 
name,  and  the  Ixwal  Bt)die8  were  always 
saying  tliat  the  areas  wore  too  large  to  be 
dealt  withunder  Mr.  Torrens's  Acts — and, 
therefore,  between  the  two  stools  a  sug- 
gested improvement  fell  to  the  ground, 
and  was  not  carried  out.  I  think  in  the 
last  amendment  of  the  law,  made  in  1885, 
a  clause  was  introduced  giving  power  to 
the  Home  Secretary  to  receive  evidence 
upon  the  point,  and  to  decide  which 
Authority  should  proceed  in  order  to 
make  the  improvement  required.  But 
it  has  appeared  to  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
and,  as  I  think,  wisely,  that  there  ought 
to  be  an  intermediate  proceeding  as 
regards  those  places  which  are  too  largo 
to  be  dealt  with  as  individual  houses, 
and  too  small  to  be  de.\lt  with  as  an  un- 
healthy area ;  and,  therefore,  he  has  pro- 
posed a  scheme  by  which,  under  a  more 
economical  system,  larger  areas  can  be 
dealt  with,  and  the  health  of  the  district 
preserved  as  it  ouglit  to  be.  I  do  not 
think  I  ought  to  take  up  more  of  your 
Lordships'  time  in  asking  j'ou  to  give  a 
second  reading  to  this  Bill.  I  am  quite 
certain  your  Lordships  will  agree  with 
me  that  you  cannot  have  a  more  impor- 
Vincount  Cro»a 


tant  subject  to  deal  with  than  that,  seeing 
that  you  ensure  the  means  of  housing 
properly  the  working  classes  of  this 
country.  If  yon  were  to  propose  that 
the  State  should  provide  dwellings  for 
them,  that,  I  agree,  would  be  suliject  to 
the  charge  of  Communism  ;  but  there  is 
no  Communism  in  tlie  State,  saying  that 
places  shall  not  continne  to  exist  which 
are  let  for  human  habitation,  and  wliich 
are  unfit  for  human  habitation  ;  there  is 
no  Communism  in  saying  that  these 
unhcftltliy  areas  which  produce  disease, 
not  only  in  the  districts  where  they 
exist,  but  elsewhere,  shall  not  be 
allowed  to  continue  ;  there  is  no  Com- 
munism in  saying  that  the  working  man 
has  yet  to  be,  not  provided  witli  a  whole- 
some dwelling  for  himself  and  his 
family,  but  placed  in  a  position  in  which 
he  can  provide  himself  and  family  with 
decent  and  wholesome  accommodation. 
It  is  simply  then  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  such  dwellings  with  proper 
Siinitary  arrangements  to  be  obtained, 
not  only  in  London,  but  throughout  the 
country,  that  1  am  so  anxious  this  Bill 
should  go  forward.  When  I  had  the 
honour  of  introducing  my  former  Bill  in 
1875,  I  ventured  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  one  of  the 
earliest  of  God's  laws—'"  Let  there  be 
light."  Light  has  been  lei  in  upon  many 
of  these  jilaces  ;  light  h,is  been  let  in  for 
thousands  of  people  who  could  not  get  it 
before,  and  I  have  to  appeal  now  to  your 
Lordships'  House,  as  I  appealed  then  to 
the  House  of  Commons—  let  there  be 
more  light.  I  hope  your  Lordships  will 
read  this  Bill  a  second  time. 

Bill  read  2"  (according  to  order),  and 
tx)mnntted  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  ikc. 

WOMAN'S  SUFFRAGE  (LOCAL 
GOVEHMMENT), 
"Return  showing  the  number  of  women  in 
Irelftud  who  are  quiilifled  to  vote  for  Councillors 
in  Munieipiil  Boroughs ;  indicating  what  is  the 
quaUQcjttion  which  ontillea  a  Woman  tu  be 
placed  on  the  register :  Ordered  to  be  laid 
before  the  UouDO." — (Tht  J'iicaHtit  Oxfnbridjt,} 

ARMY  (GUENADIER  GUARDS). 
•Lord  SANDHURST  (In  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  late  occurrences  in 
connection  with  the  2nd  Battalion, 
Grenadier  Guards ;  and  to  move  for 
pajKjrs)  said  :  My  Lords,  1  should  not 
have  been  so  anxious  to  call  attention  to 
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the  deplorable  cases  which  are  referred 
to  in  my  notice  had  we  been  able  to  get 
from  those  who  are  in  office,  more  infor- 
mation upon  the  subject.  1  am  well 
aware  that,  up  to  this  time,  no  question 
has  been  asked  in  your  Lordships'  House, 
but  I  think  it  would  have  been  of  public 
advantage  if,  in  another  place,  where  ques- 
tions Irnvo  been  asked, soniestatements  on 
the  general  circunistiinces  had  been  made. 
The  only  source  of  information  that  we 
have  is  an  article  in  the  Tiums  news- 
paper of  July  SSnd,  and  various  state- 
ments in  other  newspapers,  more  or  less 
vague  in  their  character,  and,  apjmrently, 
without  authority,  but  uncontradicted. 
There  are,  however,  three  points  which 
are  tolerably  clear,  and  \x\v.n\  which  wo 
may  be  quite  certain.  One  is  that, 
lamentfibly  enough,  there  has  been  an 
^meu/e  of  some  description,  though  of 
what  description  is  not  quite  clear,  in  the 
2nd  Battalion  Grenadier  Guards ;  the 
second  point,  on  which  we  are  quite 
certain,  is  that  the  regiment  has  been 
banished — sent  to  the  Bermudas ;  and 
I  the  fhird  point,  ujx>n  which  there  is 
equally  no  doubt,  I  fear,  is  that  Courts 
Martials  have  taken  place,  at  which 
sentences  have  been  given  ranging  be- 
ftween  two  years'  imprisonment,  with 
I  hard  labour,  and  18  months',  with  hard 
labour.  Now,  as  to  tlie  first  of  these 
points.  What  1  want  to  know  is  what 
was  the  description  of  this  mutiny,  and 
whether  the  whole  of  the  liattalion  was 
concerned  in  it,  or  whether  it  was 
limited  to  a  very  small  number  of  the 
men  of  that  regiment  ?  What  was  this 
mutiny  which  has  involved  these  heavy 
consequences  ?  I  cannot  see  why  there 
should  be  any  mystery  about  it.  The 
circumstance  was  known  all  over  Europe 
by  iKion,  with  the  exception  of  one 
individual,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  who  answered  about  6  p.m.  in  the 
Commons  that  he  had  no  information. 
I  pass  from  that,  however  ;  he  might 
have  been  overwhelmed  with  business. 
There  has  been  a  Court  of  Inquiry,  we 
are  led  to  believe,  formed  of  distinguished 
officers,  and  I  should  like  to  be  told 
what  course  that  Court  of  Inquiry  pur- 
sued ;  whether  the  full  statement  of  the 
case  of  the  Commanding  Officer  was 
gone  into  or  not,  and  whether  the  Com- 
manding Officer  had  every  opportunity 
of  Ix'ing  heard  before  that  Court  of 
Inquiry?      I  should  also  like  to  know 


whether  the  non-commissioned  officers' 
case  was  also  thoroughly  gone  into,  and 
whether  there  remains  no  shadow  of 
doubt  that  the  non-commissioned  officers 
of  that  battalion  are  free  from  8U8|)icion 
wliich  miglit  have  brought  them  to  trial 
before  a  Court  Martial  1  Because  it  seems 
almost  impossible  to  lielieve  that  the  men 
of  this  battalion  could  be  in  a  state  border- 
ing on  mutiny,  and  finally  breaking  out 
into  open  mutiny,  and  that  the  non- 
commission  officers  who  live  with  them, 
and  who  in  the  Guards  are  to  a  g^eat 
extent  res|X)nsible  for  them,  could  be 
absolutely  ignorant  of  these  occurrences. 
Did  they  know  nothing  of  the  intended 
action  of  the  men  ?  Besides,  if  the  non- 
commissioned officers  did  not  know  any- 
thing alxiut  it,  there  were  plenty  of  other 
jwople  who  did,  for  1  am  infoi-med  it 
was  tiio  common  rumour  in  the  streets, 
and  that  there  were  no  less  than  five 
reporters  endeavouring  to  fight  their 
way  into  the  barracks  half-an-hour  before 
the  meeting  commenced.  As  I  said 
before,  unles.s  the  Board  of  Inquiry 
was  satisfied  beyond  the  shadow  of  doubt 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  suspicion 
against  these  non-commissioned  officers 
I  think  some  of  those  men  ought  to  be 
arraigned  to  take  their  trial.  I  waut  to 
know  whether  a  survey  of  their  conduct 
was  included  in  the  deliberations  of  the 
Court  of  Inquiry,  and  whether  it  was 
considered  so  satisfactory  as  to  allow 
them  to  escapu  suspicion  and  Court* 
Martial.  Then  the  next  thing  I  want  to 
know  is  whether  the  case  of  the  Com- 
manding Officer  was  thoroughly  gone 
into.  I  will  say  at  once  that  I  hold  no 
brief  for  Colonel  Maitland.  I  have  not 
seen  him  for  months,  and  I  have  not 
communicated  with  him.  Bat  there  is 
ono  particular  point  upon  which  I  should 
be  glad  to  be  allowed  to  say  one  word, 
and  to'  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  it  is  correct,  as  is  com- 
monly rumoured,  that  this  gallant 
officer,  when  the  Court  of  Inquiry  was 
sitting,  or  after  it  had  sat,  either  wrote 
or  spoke  to  the  illustrious  Duke  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  or  to  the  General 
commanding,  to  the  effect  that  if  his 
battalion  was  either  not  dragged  before 
the  public  or  was  spared  from  being 
tonishcd,  he  was  willing  to  resign  Ids 
command  and  be  the  scapegixit — that  he 
would  enter  into  no  correspondence  or 
take  any  steps  whatever  with  the  view 
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of  putting  himself  right  before  the  public, 
ftud  that  he  would  Bacri6ci>  himself. 
Well,  I  do  not  say  whether  it  was  a 
right  course  that  waa  pursued — whether 
it  waa  right  to  refuse  to  accept  such  a 
rosiguatiou,  or  to  accept  it ;  but  I  do 
think  that  when  an  officer  has  been  for 
31  yeai-a  in  a  regiment,  and  has  ended 
by  oommandLug  it,  that  it  waa  a  noble 
proposition  to  sacrifice  himself  entirely, 
BO  tlrnt  the  reputation  of  his  regiment 
may  be  spared  ;  and  I  hope  that,  if  the 
facta  are  as  I  state  them,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Under  Secretary  for  War  will  inform 
us  tliftt  such  is  the  case.  Before  leaving 
Colonel  Maitlnnd,  I  would  a«k  why  he 
has  been  forced  to  resign  ?  I  may  be 
told  it  is  owing  to  the  fact  that  his 
regiment  mutinied.  Well,  let  us  follow 
that  a  little  to  the  logical  conclusion. 
Every  time  that  men  mutiny  in  a 
battalion  or  in  a  regiment,  is  the  com- 
manding officer  to  be  forced  to  resign  ! 
Because,  if  that  is  so,  I  do  not  think 
that  the  office  of  commanding  officer  of 
any  regiment  would  be  worth  one  day's 
purcliase  under  such  conditions.  But, 
then,  again,  if  this  mutiny  is  not  the 
cause  of  Colonel  Maitland's  resigning, 
there  must  he  some  charge  against 
Colonel  Mnitlaud  of  which  we  at  present 
are  ignorant,  and  I  should  like  definitely 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretarj'  for  War 
whether  he,  as  the  head  of  the  adminis- 
trative part  of  the  Army  in  this  House, 
has  any  cliarges  to  make  against  Colonel 
Maitland  ;  and  I  would  further  ask  the 
illustrious  Duke  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  whether  ho  has  any  charges  to 
make  against  him.  If  not — if  Colonel 
Miiitland's  character,  beyond  the  circum- 
atauce  of  the  mutiny,  is  as  clear  as  I 
believe  it  to  be — I  hope,  witli  that  sense 
of  candour  and  honesty  wiiich  the  case 
demands,  it  will  l)e  so  stated  by  the  high 
officials  who  represent  the  War  Office 
and  the  Army.  There  is  one  thing 
which  I  should  like  to  remark  with 
regard  to  Colonel  JVlaitland  and  this 
mutinous  battalion.  Five  days  before 
the  mutinj'  occurred  the  battah'ou  was 
inspected  hy  the  General  Officer  Com- 
manding, and  I  am  told  that  he  highly 
compiimente<l  Colonel  Maitland  on  the 
appearance  and  condition  of  his  men, 
and  that  when,  as  is  customary,  the  men 
were  asked  whether  they  had  any  com- 
plaints to  make,  they  shouted  with  one 
voice  that  they  had  no  complaints  at  all' 
Lord  Smuiltiirst 


Well,  then,  how  does  the  story  go  on  1 
We  can  presume  that  the  Authorities  at 
this  Court  of  Inquiry  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Commanding  Officer 
must  resign  or  be  superseded  ;  that  ihe 
battalion  must  leave  this  country,  and 
that  there  must  be  courts-martial  held. 
I  have  dealt  veiy  briefly,  and  in  perhaps 
rather  n  lame  way,  with  the  Commanding 
Oliicer,  and  I  would  now  call  attention 
for  one  moment  to  the  sending  of  the 
regiment  abroad.  But,  apart  from  that, 
I  am  told  that  between  the  time  when 
the  mutiny  tof)k  place  and  the  time 
the  regiment  left  the  country-,  this 
regiment  of  actual  mutineers  went  on 
guard  for  what  are  termed  "  the  West 
End  duties,"  that  is,  at  the  R'lyal  palaces. 
Government  buildings,  and  elsewhere. 
But  I  have  always  understood  that 
employing  a  man  or  a  regiment  on  a 
dnty  is  condoning  the  offence.  I  only 
mention  that  fact  to  show  that  these 
proceedings  have  not  been  as  regular 
from  one  end  to  the  other  as  one  could 
have  wished  them  to  be.  Well,  then, 
the  whole  battalion  is  sent  away.  'But 
only  a  portion  of  this  battalion  was  iii 
the  barracks  where  this  mutiny  took 
place.  At  Wellington  Barracks  there 
were  only  four  companies,  and  two  more 
companies  wore  at  Kensington  Ban-acks, 
two  miles  off.  I  should  like  to  know 
very  much  whether,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Authorities,  those  other  two  com- 
panies are  implicated  in  this  mutiny, 
and  why,  if  they  were  not  implicated  in 
this  mutiny,  they  have  been  banished 
witli  the  rest  of  the  battalion  ?  Were 
any  men  from  them  tried  by  Court 
Martial  ?  Then  the  next  point  is  that  yon 
are  sending  this  battalion  abroad  as  ii 
punishment,  you  are  practiaUly  only 
sending  them  on  a  routine  duty  wliicii 
has  to  be  performed  by  every  other 
regiment  in  the  Service,  except  the 
Guards,  in  turn ;  so  that  any  other 
regiment,  when  told  off  for  foreign  duty, 
might  very  well  retort  that,  "after  all 
said  and  done,  it  is  rather  hard  to  be 
sent  abroad  on  what  lis  called  '  punish- 
ment duty '  for  another  regiment, 
tliough  it  is  considered  quite  good 
enough  for  us  as  ordinary  duty."  That 
appaxi-s  to  me  to  be  a  pretty  compliment 
for  the  high  Authorities  of  the  Army  to 
pay  to  the  regiments  of  the  lino  and  the 
reft  of  the  Service.  I  do  not  know 
whether   there    ia    precedent    for   this 
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extraordinary  step  ;  but  this  punishment 
—  if  punishment   foreign   service  really 
is — is  cheerfully  undertaken   by  the  rest 
of  the  Army,  iind,  -what  is  more,  cheer- 
fully acquiesced  in  by  the  men,  who  will 
most  likely  prefer  life  in  the  Bermudas 
to   sentry   duty   in  London.      Then,  as 
regards  the  time-expired  men.     Is  that 
going  to   lead  you  into  no   difficulties  ? 
Before  very  long  there  will,  no  doubt,  be 
a   certain     number     of     men    duo    on 
the     expiration     of     their     period     to 
be      sent     home.        I     believe     it     is 
possible    to    extend    their    service    for 
ft  year.     We  know  not  how  long  this 
punishment  is  to  last,  but  if  these  men 
are  due  to  come  home  before  the  expira- 
tion of  the  punishment  time,  which  they 
will  owe  to  the  good  luck  of  having  been 
enlisted  a  little  before  their  fellows,  it 
does  appear  to  me  that  will    be  the  most 
happy-go-lucky  kind  of  justice  possible. 
Such  an  extraordinary  mode  of  inflicting 
punishment  I  never  bad  the  misfortune 
to  meet  with  lief  ore.     I  now  come  to  the 
Court  Martial ,  You  must  reraemter  that 
in  these  deplorable  proceedings  you  have 
practically   broken    your    Commanding 
Officer.     We   may,   therefore,    presume 
that  the  mutiny  is  regarded  as  having 
been  his  fault.     But  what  is  to  happen 
to  the  private  soldier?     Steps  must,  of 
course,  be  taken  to  vindicate  the  disci- 
pline of  the  Army  ;  and  so  yon  have  put 
bock    one    man    from    each    company, 
according  to  the  reports  we  have  seen, 
who  are  tried   by  a  District  Court  Mar- 
tial ;  and  to  get  at  those  who  are  most 
culpable,  I  presume  you  follow  the  plan 
of   taking  the  senior  soldier  from  I'ach 
company.     The   notion  that  you  can  get 
at  the  most  culptible  and  guilty  men  by 
that  process   seems   to  me  a  species  of 
reasoning  which  I  do  not  think  will  bear 
investigation.     And  when  you  have  got 
this  man  fi-oni  each  company  have  you 
( really  found  out  that  he  ia  guilty  '(     1 
'  should  like  to  see  the  whnle  proceedings 
of  this  Court  Martial.     I  should    like  to 
see   who  the  witnesses  were,  or  who  it 
was  who  got  these  men  condemned   to 
two  years'  imprisonment.     If  you  have 
contented    yourselves    with    punishing 
these  men  biocanse  they  were  the   senior 
soldiers,  another  consideration  arises.     I 
know  it  used  to  be  the   case  that  it  was 
always   the  younger  soldiers  who  were 
the    most    insubordinate,  and    for    the 
obvious  reason  that  they  are  less  accus- 


tomed   to    restraint,   and    less   brought 
under   military   discipline;  but  at   any 
rate  the  men  who  liave  suffered  in  this 
case  apparently  are  the  oldest  soldiers, 
the  men  who  have  served  longest  in  the 
regiment.     I   cannot  commend  the  idea, 
and  to  talk  of  the  justice  of  the  Plan 
would,  to  my  mind,  ho   waslo  of   time. 
Then  there  is  one  other  point,  these  men 
were  tried  by  an  inferior  Court,  a  District 
Court  Martial,  instead  of  a  General  Court 
Martial.     The  substitution  of  a  District 
Court   Martial   may    very    likely    have 
been     looked    upon     as     an     act     of 
clemency  by  the  Authorities  at  the  War 
Office.     I  have  have  no  doubt  that  is  the 
case.      But  there  is  one  great  tlanger  in 
turning  these  men  over  to  the  inferior 
Court :    that   the  officers   who  form  an 
inferior  Court — I  am  not  now  alluding  to 
this   particular  Court,  I   will    take   any 
Court  Martial — are  jnst  as  likely  as  not 
where  they  have  a  bid  case  of  insubordi- 
nation before  them  to  sentence  the  meu 
to    the    maximum   punishment  in    the 
jiower  of   that    Court.      And   for    this 
reason,  they  say  to   themselves,  "  It  is 
lucky  for  the  man  that  he  is  before  us  ; 
he  might  have  been  tried  before  a  general 
Court,  and  then  he  would  have  had  a, 
mucli  heavier  sentence."      So  that  there 
wa.s  danger  in  it  on  that  head.      Well, 
now,  what  actually^  occurred  ?      Four  of 
these    men    received    sentences   of  two 
years'   imprisonment  with  hard  labour, 
one  of  them  being  sentenced  to  be  dis- 
charged with  ignoming,  and  two  others 
received    sentences   of    18   months'  im- 
prisonment   with    hard     labour.      Two 
years  is  the  maximum  sentence.     And 
this  is  after  you  have  declared  the  Com- 
manding Officer  to  be  guilty  by  causing 
him  to  resign — breaking  him — and  have 
punished  the  whole  battalion  by  Bending 
them  abroad  !     That  seems  to  me  such  a 
method  of   procedure   ns   to   be   almost 
incredible.      Now,  as  to  this  sentence  of 
two  years'  imprisonment.      There  are  a 
great   many   eminent    legal    authorities 
in  this   House,  and   I  venture   to  think 
there  is  hardly  a  Judge  u[on  the  Bench 
in  this  country,  or  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord    in    this   House    who    would   not 
condemn  those  sentences  as  being  exces- 
sive.     But  if  a  very  excessive  sentence 
is  passed  upon  anybody  in  the  Courts  of 
this  country  there  is  the    Press  to  take 
notice  of  it.      It  is  true  that  in  the  case 
of  a  Court  Martial  the  contu-ming  officer 
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has  the  option  of  remitting  the  sentence 
or  not ;  but  there  is  none  of  that  great 
pressure  for  the  protection  of  men  so 
dealt  with  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
Military  Authorities,  which  is  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  Civil  Authorities  in  tlio 
country.  Well,  I  cannot  congratulate 
the  Government  or  the  War  Office 
Authorities,  or  whoever  is  responsible  in 
this  matter  for  the  action  which  has  teen 
taken.  You  have  broken  the  Command- 
ing Officer,  although  by  passing  these 
very  severe  sentences  of  imprisonment 
you  tell  us  that  the  men  wore  guilty. 
On  the  other  hand,  you  have  given  very 
heavy  sentences  to  the  men,  although 
you  tell  us  that  the  Commanding  Officer 
was  guilty,  and  has, therefore,  been  forced 
to  resign.  That  leads  us  to  suppose  tluit 
it  is  his  fault,  and  that  the  men 
were  badly  used.  In  addition  to  that, 
you  have  sent  the  whole  liattalion  away 
'  for  a  certain  period  of  time  for  a  holiday  ! 
I  hope  very  much  that  if  the  Royal 
Commission  which  was  asked  for  some 
time  ago  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
behind  me  (Lord  Herschell)  into  punish- 
ments is  ever  given  him,  it  wll 
include  the  sentences  of  Naval  and 
Military  Courts  Martial.  I  hope  very 
much  1  shall  be  able  to  extract  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  some  information 
which  will  expunge  from  my  mind,  at 
any  rate,  the  idea,  and  I  must  say  I 
think  it  is  an  idea  which  affects  the 
public  mind,  that  there  has  been  grievous 
mismanagement  in  this  case  and  groat 
injustice  done  both  to  the  Commanding 
Officer  and  to  the  men. 

Moved, 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Ber  Majesty  for  I'ltpt-rs  relating  to  the  lata 
occurrences  in  connection  with  the  2nd  Bat- 
talion.  Grenadier  Guards."  —  (The  Lord 
Sandhurst.) 

•Lord  DORCHESTER :  As  one  of  the 
oldest  Guardsmen  in  this  House,  I  trust 
your  Lordshijjs  will  bear  with  me  while 
I  say  a  few  words  upon  this  grave 
question.  I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  spoken  into  all 
the  details  of  the  question  whether  the 
Civil  and  Military  Administration  should 
be  fused  together.  It  rather  appears  to 
me  that  there  liaa  been  too  much  of  the 
civilian  element  mixed  up  with  the 
Military  Administration  of  the  Armj'. 
It  appears  to  me  that  if  we  had  had 
fewer  civilian  Secretaries  of  War  and 
Lord  Sandhurst 


one  or  two  more  military  officers  engaged 
in  the  administration,  as  is  customary  in 
Germany,  in  France,  and  in  every  other 
military  nation  that  I  know  of,  the 
Service  might  be  better  administered, 
although  it  might  entail  a  little  longer 
term  than  at  present.  England  is  the 
only  great  country  which  has  a  volun- 
tarily enlisted  Army,  and  I  have  it  upon 
the  testimony  of  one  of  the  most  illus- 
trious warriors  who  have  lived  within 
the  last  50  years,  one  who  is  now  dead, 
and  who  was  the  head  of  a  princely 
house,  that  short  period.^  of  service  are 
inconsistent  with  the  voluntary  |jrinciple 
of  enlistment.  In  that  matter  I  re- 
member I  was  scouted  at  by  a  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  of  mine  who  used  to 
adorn  the  Crcjss  Benches,  but  who  is  now 
seldom  seen  in  this  House.  I  have 
known  the  2nd  Battalion  of  Grenadier 
Guards  for  49  years.  I  served  with 
them  in  Canada  in  1841.  I  have 
known  them,  when  under  very 
gallant  commanders,  who  afterwards 
became  distinguished  generals  in  the 
Service,  and  I  have  never  heard  one 
word  of  complaint  of  them,  whether  on 
board  ship,  in  camp,  under  great  and 
heavy  suffering  from  starvation,  from 
cold,  and  from  want  of  necessaries  arising 
from  the  mahidmiiiistrntiou  of  the 
civilian  bodies  connected  with  the  Army. 
I  have  never  heard  one  word  of  com- 
plaint from  them  beyond  the  grumbling 
of  some  soldier  who  had,  perhaps,  imbibed 
more  freely  than  he  should.  1  never 
heard  a  word  of  insuboi'dination  except 
from  one  or  two  madmen  during  the 
long  period  of  my  service  that  could  at 
all  comjjare  with  what  occurred  a  fort- 
night ago  within  a  few  hundred  yards 
of  this  House.  As  1  was  walking  down 
to  this  House  at  4  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon on  that  day,  and  saw  '•  Mutiny 
among  the  Grenadiers "  announced  in 
the  evening  papers,  I  ouuld  hardly 
believe  my  eyes.  I  would  not  have 
believed  it  could  have  occurred,  nor  do 
I  believe  it  could  have  occurred  under 
the  old  system  of  reliable  non-com- 
missioned officers.  Under  the  old  system 
of  non-commissioned  officers  the  biggest 
blackguards  were  kept  under  control.  I 
have  experienced  it.  I  never  heard  one 
word  during  the  14  months  that  I 
served  in  the  Crimea,  with  General 
Sir  Frederick  Stephenson  and  my  noble 
Friend  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  Houeo, 
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lying  out  in  the  snow,  and  living  upon 
two  ship's  biscuits,  three  slices  of  salt  pork, 
and  five  potatoes  a  day,  for  I  well  re- 
member it,  and  I  am  accurate  in  the 
particulars.  I  never  heard  one  word 
ajjproaching  to  what  happened  on  this 
occasion,  nor  do  I  believe,  as  I  have  said, 
that  anything  of  the  kind  could  have 
occurred.  But  aa  to  what  is  to  be  said 
in  defence  of  the  officers.  Much  has 
been  said  about  them.  In  no  regiments 
in  Her  Majesty's  Service  is  there  better 
touch  or  a  better  feeling  than  I  believe 
always  used  to  exist,  and,  I  believe,  does 
now  exist,  between  the  officers  and  men 
of  the  Guards.  The  officers  join  with 
the  men  in  their  sports,  and  entertain 
them.  The  noble  Viscount  on  the  Minis- 
terial Benches  Ims  given  us  to-day  a  vivid 
•description  of  the  wretched  habitrttions 
of  the  poorer  classes  in  London  ;  but  I 
•do  not  believe  that  the  worst  of  those 
tenements  were  as  bod  as  the  lodgings 
which  the  married  soldier's  means 
alone  enabled  him  to  secure  for 
his  wife  and  children.  A  lodging- 
house  was  built  42  years  ago  by  the 
Brigade  of  Gaords  for  the  married  men, 
to  which  the  illustrious  Duke,  I  believe, 
•contributed.  That  building  was  erected 
by  contributions  from  the  officers,  and 
was  acquired  by  Government  during  the 
Crimean  War.  Again,  in  order  to  raise 
the  tone  and  improve  the  moral  condi- 
tion of  the  men,  the  officers  of  the 
Brigade  of  Guards  and  their  friends 
raised  a  very  large  sum  to  erect  a 
palatial  club  for  the  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men  of  the  Guards,  and  it 
is  now  the  residence  of  one  of  the  most 
eminent  men  in  this  country — Cardinal 
Manning.  Now,  so  much  in  repudiation 
of  the  notion  of  the  officers  of  the 
Guards  not  being  in  touch  with  their 
men,  of  which  we  Imve  beard  a  great 
deal.  At  rowing,  cricket,  and  athletic 
sports  I  have  invariably  seen  the  men  of 
the  regiment  and  the  officers  upon  the 
most  friendly  terms  possible,  and  quite 
as  friendly  as  they  should  be.  But  we 
read  in  every  newspaper,  and  I  sujipose 
th'.'  newsfiapcrs  are  read  by  your  Lord- 
ships, statements  to  the  contrary,  and 
suggestions  that  if  some  of  the  officei-s 
were  as  they  ought  to !»  housed  in  bar- 
racks that  would  improve  their  relations 
with  the  men.  I  fail  to  see  that  at  all, 
though  I  am  quita  sure  that  the  officers 
of  the  Guards  would  accept  it  as  the 
VOL.  CCCXLVn.     [third  sebies.] 


very  greatest  boon  jiossible  if  they  could 
be  lodged  in  barracks  instead  of  paying 
for  lodgings  about  St.  James  Street  and 
other  places  in  the  neighbourhood.  But 
what  do  those  gentlemen  know  about 
tlie  matter  who  write  so  freely  in  every 
newspaper  without  giving  their  names, 
and  notably  in  a  newspaper  which  ttvkes 
its  name  from  a  street  not  very  far  from 
St.  James  Street — 1  may  say  that  I  do 
not  allude  to  the  St.  James's  Gazette — 
about  officers  living  in  barracks.  Have 
those  gentlemen  ever  travelled  abroad  7 
Do  they  know  anything  of  the  armies  in 
foreign  countries  1  I  believe  they  know 
very  little  about  army  matters  at  alL 
In  no  army  that  I  am  aware  of — I  may 
be  wrong,  and  if  so,  I  speak  subject  to 
reproof — do  officers  live  in  barracks. 
They  may  do  so  in  some  regiments 
in  Germany,  and  in  some  of  the 
Russian  Guard  Regiments,  but  in 
France\  Italy,  Spain,  and,  I  believe, 
generally  in  Germany,  the  officers 
always  live  in  private  quarters.  They 
have  not  even  a  mess.  When  the  late 
Emperor  Napoleon  tried  to  establish  a 
mess  system  among  the  French  as 
English  officers  have,  it  was  with  great 
difficulty  he  succeeded,  and  notably  on 
one  point,  that  was  the  score  of  expense. 
Well,  so  much  for  the  officers  not  having 
been  in  touch  with  their  men  because 
they  live  within  two  or  three  hundred 
yards  of  them,  and  not  actually  within 
the  barrack  gates.  But  there  are  always 
officers  within  the  barrack  gates  ;  there 
always  used  to  be,  and  I  kuow  there  is 
always  a  great  desire  on  the  part  of 
young  officers  now,  who  are  much  more 
hardly  worked  than  they  used  to  be, 
to  obtain  fi*ee  quarters,  for  a  reason 
which  affects  their  pockets,  and,  as  we 
know,  young  officers  may  very  well  make 
that  a  consideration.  I  only  hope  wo 
shall  hear  no  more  balderdash  from  the 
Press  about  officers  not  living  in  barracks. 
That  has  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the 
matter.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I  have 
commanded  one  of  the  most,  I  will 
use  the  term,  "  rowdy  "  lots  possible,  and 
I  do  not  dislike  the  rowdy  soldier.  There 
are,  of  course,  rowdy  soldiers  in  this 
country,  because  the  men  are  enlisted 
from  the  lowest  class ;  and  I  believe  there 
is  no  reformatory  equal  to  the  British 
Army  for  quieting  down  some  of  the 
blackguards,  such  as  I  have  bad  the 
honour  to  command,  and  making  decent 
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floldiers  of  them.  They  soon  begin  to 
act  properly  for  their  own  sake.  I 
remember  on  one  occasion  I  Teas  riding 
round  the  outposts  at  Inkerraonn,  and  as  I 
passed  along  I  said  to  one  of  the 
greatest  blackguai-ds  I  ever  bad  the 
honour  to  command,  "  Mind,  you  must 
keep  a  good  look-out  here;"  and  his 
reply  was,  "  You  may  depend  upon  it, 
Colonel,  we  shall  do  that  for  our  own 
sake."  And  I  felt  we  were,  perhaps, 
safer  in  that  quarter  than  if  we  had  had 
a  better-conducted  man.  To  these  few 
words,  and  with  many  apologies  to  your 
Lordships  for  having  detained  you  so 
long  in  defence  of  those  with  whom  I 
served  for  so  many  years,  I  will  only  add 
that  I  trust  justice  will  be  done  to  the 
battalion,  that  due  punishment  may  be 
meted  out,  and  that  the  Commanding 
Officer  may  not  be  made  the  scapegoat  for 
his  men. 
•The  DdKR  op  CAMBRIDGE :  May  I 
be  permitted  to  interpose  for  a  moment  ? 
I  hope  this  discussion  will  not  be  furtlier 
prolonged.  I  trust  your  Lordships  will  feel 
that  it  is  utterly  impns.oible  for  any  man 
to  maintain  discipline  in  the  Army  if 
such  matters  as  these  are  to  be  discussed 
publicly  in  Parliament.  If  my  noble 
Friend  or  any  other  noble  Lord  has  not 
confidence  in  those  who  have  discipline 
to  maintain  in  the  Service  they  would 
have  a  perfect  right  to  attack  their  con- 
duct ;  but  as  long  as  they  have  the 
perfect  confidence  they  profess  in  the 
authorities,  I  am  bound  to  say  they  must 
have  that  trust  in  them  which  will  enable 
the  authorities  to  carry  out  what  they 
believe  to  bo  essential,  absolutely 
essential  for  the  interests  and  well-being 
of  Her  Majesty's  Service,  and  for  the 
well-being  of  the  Army,  which  they 
must  wish  to  see  efficient  in  all  its 
details.  It  is  nil  very  well  for  people 
tatolkabtjut  mutiny,  but  I  do  not  call 
this  occurrence  mutiny.  It  was,  no 
doubt,  an  act  of  gross  insubordination 
that  was  committed  by  these  men,  and 
if  that  gross  act  of  insubordination  was 
not  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  way  that  wo 
thought  bE!st,  roost  just,  and  most 
thorough,  in  order  to  restore  entire 
discipline  and  obedience  amongst  those 
who  had  forgotten  themselves,  I  say 
it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for  either 
myself  or  any  officer  who  has  the  honour 
to  be  at  the  head  of  the  Army  to 
conduct  the  duties  of  that  position  in  a 
Lord  Dorcliester 


manner  which  would  be  justifiable  to 
those  whom  he  commanded,  or  to  the 
country  which  he  was  desirous  to  serve 
conscientiously  and  to  the  best  of  his 
ability.  My  Lords,  I  trust  that  this  di&- 
cussion  may  not  bo  prolonged,  and  I 
must  say  that  I  do  most  deeply  regret 
that  any  noble  Ix)rd  should  have  started 
it.  I  nm  sorry  for  it,  because  the  nobW 
Lord  is  a  friend  of  mine,  and  I  wish,  if 
he  had  anything  to  say  in  this  matter,  he 
had  come  apd  said  it  to  me  confidentially, 
in  order  that  if  anything  wiis  wrong  it 
might  have  been  put  right,  instead  of 
bringing  the  matter  before  the  public  in 
a  discussion  which  I  can  only  think  will 
load  to  mischief  instead  of  to  good. 

The  UNDKR  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  WAR(I']arl  Browslow)  :  My  Ijords,  I 
cannot  help  expressing  my  surprise  that 
the  noble  Lord,  who  has  himself  served 
in  the  Biigade  of  Guards  and  who  has 
had  some  experienco  as  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  should  have  thought 
it  desirable  to  bring  this  subject  forward 
for  discussion  in  your  Lordships'  House. 
Deprecating  discussion  on  the  matter,  as 
I  do  most  strongly,  I  will  reply 
briefly  as  possible  to  the  points  the  noble 
Lord  has  mentioned,  and  I  will  taki 
them  in  order.  The  first  question  was 
whether  the  case  of  the  non-commissioned 
officers  had  been  investigated.  My 
answer  to  that  is  that  their  case  waa 
investigated  ;  and  I  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  to  rememlier  that  these  non-com- 
missioned officers  were  at  the  time  of 
the  outbreak  on  parade,  they  were  not 
with  the  disaffected  men  in  their  rooms. 
Another  point  which  the  noble  Lord 
raises  is  this.  He  asks  why  the  six 
senior  soldiers  were  stilected  to  be  tried 
by  Court  Martial.  My  answer  is,  they 
were  not  selected  to  be  tried  by  Court^^f 
Martial.  The  reason  that  they  wer&^^| 
tried  was  that  in  accordance  with  the 
custom  well-known  in  Her  Majesty's 
Army,  in  the  absence  of  non-com- 
missioned officers  the  oldest  soldier 
is  technically,  1  may  say,  in  com- 
mand. These  old  soldiers  were  in  the 
barrack-rooms  when  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers  were  where  the  old  soldiers 
ought  to  have  been — namely,  on  parade 
— and  therefore  they  brought  upon 
themselves  a  trial  by  Court  Martial. 
Another  point  raised  by  the  noble  Lord 
wns  as  to  whether  the  case  of  the 
commanding  officer  was  gone  into.    Un- 
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doubtedly  it  was.  Colonel  Maitland 
haa  had  every  opportuuitj*  of  imi-kiiig'  lii's 
defence  before  tlie  Court  of  Inquiry, 
and  the  result  hna  been  that  he  has  Iwen 
allowed  to  resign  his  command,  but  I 
cannot  admit,  for  one  moment,  that  the 
commanding  officer  has  been  in  any  way 
made  the  scapegoat  for  the  regiment. 
Another  question  asked  by  the  noble 
Lord  is  whether  the  other  companies  of 
the  regiment  stationed  at  Kensington 
were  implicated  in  the  mntinj'.  My 
answer  is  in  the  negative.  1  believe 
those  are  all  the  points  which  tlie  noble 
Lord  has  raisad,  and  I  have  endeavoured 
to  give  him  as  brief  and  as  concise  an 
answer  as  possible.  The  noble  Lord,  in 
his  Motion,  moved  for  Pajiers.  The  onlj' 
Papers  I  know  of  are  the  proceedings 
before  the  Court  of  Inquiry  and  the 
Court  Martial,  and  it  is  not  considered  it 
would  be  for  the  good  of  the  Public 
Service  that  those  Papers  shcmld  be  kid 
upon  the  Table. 

•Lord  SANDHURST :  Of  course,  I  will 
not  press  the  Motion  for  Papers ;  but  I 
most  say  I  am  extremely  sorry  to  hear 
no  word  either  from  the  noble  Karl  or  the 
illustriou.s  Uuke  the  Commander-in-Chief 
as  to  whether  they  have  any  charge  to 
make  against,  or  can,  on  the  other  hand, 
say  anything  generous  of,  Colonel  Mait 
land.  I  think  it  is  a  great  pity  that  some- 
thing haa  not  been  said  upon  the  puint, 
but  I  will  not  discuss  the  matter  further. 

Motion    (by    leave     of     the     House) 
withdrawn. 

ELECTIONS     (SCOTLAND)      (CORRUrT 
AND  ILLEGAL  PRACTICES)  BILL. 

(No.  158.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment)  (according    to   order) :    Bill   re- 
ported   without    further     amendment  ; 
and  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  RATING  BILL. 

(No.  183.) 
PAUPER  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IKE- 
LAND)  (OFFICERS'  SUPERANNUATION) 

BILL.— (No.  20'J.) 

BIRSTALLWESLEYAN  CHAPEL  TRUST 

SCUEilE  CONFIRMATION  BILL. 

(No.  204.) 

Read    3'   (according    to    order),   and 

passed. 


Navigation  BUI. 

COMillTTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Report  from.  That  the  Committee 
have  added  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  itc,  the  Lord 
Lyttelton,  the  Lord  Ribblesdale,  the 
Loi"d  Kinnaiitl,  the  Lord  Rothschild, 
and  the  Lord  Hillingdon  f(jr  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Directors  Liability  Bill, 
and  the  Lord  Balfour  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Honae  ndjonrned  at  twcntj-  minutes  past 

Six   o'clock,  to  Monday   next,   a 

quarter  before  Eleven  o'dook. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Friday,  25th  July,  1890. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


COMMERCIAL  UNION  ASSURANCE 
COMPANY   BILL. 

(3.10.)  Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall, 
Bodmin)  :  As  this  is  a  Bill  in  which  I 
have  a  personal  interest,  I  lx?g  to  move 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Standing 
Ordera  Committee  shall  act  as  Chairm.an. 

Question,  "  That  the  Chairman  of  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  be  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  upon  the  Com- 
mercial Union  Assurance  Company  Bill," 
put  and  agreed  to. 

CLYDE   NAVIGATION   BILL  [LORDS]— 
[Jiy  Order.) 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

irotion  made,  and  Question  projjosed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

•(3.15.)  Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Lanark. 
Govan)  :  In  moving  the  Motion  which 
stands  in  my  name  upon  the  Paper,  I 
desire  briefly  to  explain  to  the  House  the 
reasons  which  induce  me  to  do  so.  As 
Member  for  the  Govan  Division  of  the 
County  of  Lanark,  I  naturally  take  a 
deep  interest  in  everything  that  concerns 
the  interests  of  my  constituents.  Besides 
being  myself  a  resident,  I  am  a  large 
employer  of  labour  in  the  parish  of 
Govan.  The  jiresent  Bill  proposes  no 
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new  scheme  of  dockworks.  but  the  pro- 
moters, who  are  the  Clyde  Navigation 
Trustees,  propose  to  abandon  certain 
powers  which  were  declared  by  Parlia- 
ment in  1883  to  be  for  the  public  benefit. 
In  that  year  the  Trustees  acquired  land 
for  the  puriX)8e  of  erecting  docks.  Now, 
the  River  Clyde  runs  from  east  to  west, 
and  the  main  road  between  Glasgow 
and  Govan  follows  the  River  Clyde,  and 
almost  runs  parallel  with  it  until  it 
reaches  Renfrew.  The  road  runs  on  the 
south  side  of  the  river,  and  the  proposed 
docks  are  also  on  the  south  side.  The 
Local  Authorities  and  the  people  of 
Qovan  do  not  object  to  the  docks  as 
docks  ;  but  what  they  do  object  to  is 
that  this  Bill,  if  passed,  will  cut  in  two 
II  main  artery  and  a  turnpike  roid  which 
has  l)een  from  time  immemorial  a  public 
hifjhway.  The  land  acquired  for  docks 
is  in  Guvan  ;  but  if  the  proposals  of  this 
Bill  are  accepted,  they  wi.l  practically 
cut  the  burgh  of  Govan  into  two  halves, 
and  leave  those  on  the  we&t  side  of  the 
docks  out  of  touch  with  tlie  other  part 
of  the  burgh  on  the  east  side.  Parlia- 
ment in  1883,  in  conferring  additional 
powers  upon  the  Clyde  Navigation  Trust, 
stipulated  that  the  existing  turnpike 
road  should  bo  maintained,  and  that  it 
should  form  a  pt)int  of  continuity  by 
meaus  of  two  swing  bridges.  The 
object  of  the  present  Bill  is  to  do  away 
with  the  road  and  the  two  swing 
bridges.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
in  1883  Parliament  recognised  the  im- 
portance of  this  road,  and  required  the 
Trustees  to  make  a  solid  road  for  the 
purpose  fif  serving  the  large  amount  of 
traffic  that  is  carried  over  it.  The 
Govan  road  is  one  of  the  best,  one  of  the 
widest,  and  one  of  the  most  important 
roads  which  go  into  the  City  of  Glasgow, 
It  is  computed  that  on  the  average 
some  13,000  persons  travel  upon  it  daily, 
in  addition  to  vehicles.  The  plea  of  the 
promoters  is  that  there  is  difficulty  in 
]rassing  the  swinging  bridges  by 
vessels  using  the  dock,  but  I 
maintain  that  it  is  no  difficult 
matter  to  cant  a  vessel  so  as  to 
pass  a  swing  bridge,  and  the  Harbour 
M'lster  of  Glasgow  told  the  Committee  that 
the  canting  of  a  vessel  in  the  river  was  a 
m«re  bagatelle.  The  cost  of  constructing 
the  two  swing  bridges  and  their  upkeep 
is  estimated  at  XI 25,000  ;  and  the  Clyde 
Trustees,  if  the  present  Bill  is  carried, 
Mf.J.  Wilaon 


propose  to  put  that  sum  into  their  own 
pockets  as  well  as  to  absorb  the  public 
property  on  the  roadway  which  runs 
through  the  centre  of  the  proposed  docks, 
without  giving  the  community  anything 
in  return.  There  can  be  no  difficulty, 
so  far  as  shipbuilding  is  concerned.  The 
longest  steamer  is  the  City  of  Rome,  and 
that  vessel  was  in  the  Clyde  in  1883, 
before  this  Bill  passed,  and  experienced 
no  difficulty  in  using  the  river.  Indeed, 
it  was  clearly  demonstrated  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  nautical  engineers  and  other 
experts  that  there  could  be  no  difficulty 
in  taking  out  the  very  largest  vessels 
afloat — even  vessels  600  feet  long.  That 
view  was  supported  by  Sir  Frederick 
Bramwell,  the  eminent  engineer,  who  is 
thoroughly  conver.sant  with  the  Clyde 
navigation  as  well  as  with  the  docks  of 
London.  In  answer  to  Mr.  Pember,  tl\e 
counsel  for  the  Local  Authorities  of  the 
Corporation  of  Govan,  Sir  Frederick 
stated  that,  although  in  these  days  he 
was  hardly  astonished  at  anything,  he 
did  think  that  it  would  be  a  piece  of  the 
greatest  hardship  to  do  away  with  the 
swing  bridges  and  compel  the  public  to 
travel  a  long  distance  round.  Nor  were 
the  Committee  unanimous  in  passing 
the  Preamble  of  the  Bill.  I  believe  that 
they  had  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
making  up  their  minds  upon  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  1  fear  that  in  the  decision 
which  they  ultimately  arrived  at,  tliey 
overlooked  the  main  point  which  was  in 
the  minds  of  the  Local  Authorities.  The 
question  is  one  which  concerns  the 
public,  and  pre-eminently  the  working 
classes.  Those  of  tho  working  classes 
who  are  employed  in  the  West  End,  but 
live  in  the  East  End,  will  be  required, 
if  this  Bill  passes,  to  go  round  the  docks 
in  order  to  reach  their  work  some  1,400 
yards,  or,  taking  300  days  as  constituting 
the  working  year,  to  travel  something 
like  300  miles  jier  annum  unnecessarily. 
The  Local  Authorities  have  no  jiersonal 
advantage  to  gain  in  opposing  the  Bill  ; 
their  only  object  is  to  preserve  the 
rights  of  the  public.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  beg  to  move  the  Resolu- 
tion of  which  I  have  given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  the  wordg,  "  now  re«d  the 
third  time,"  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  re- 
committed to  the  former  Committee,  with  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  to  provide  that 
the  line  authorised  by  the  Act  of  1883   with 
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regard  to  the  portion  of  the  road  passing 
through  thb  centre  of  the  docks  Ije  adhered  to, 
with  thiH  alteration,  that  one  swing  bridge 
instead  of  two  swing  bridges  be  coustrucled." 
— {JUr.  John   JI'iltoH,  Latiark) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  staud  part  of  the 
Question." 

(3.30.)  Mb. CALDWELL( Glasgow, St. 
RoUox)  ;  This  matter  has  already  been 
determined  before  two  SelectCommitt«e.s, 
one  of  the  House  of  Lords  and  the  other 
of  the  House  of  Ccmiraons,  and  the 
points  raised  by  my  lion.  Friend  have 
been  carefully  considered.  In  one  place 
the  inquiry  lasted  four  days,  and  in  the 
other  six.  In  these  circum.stiince.s,  it  is 
quite  unprecedented  to  ask  this  House 
to  go  into  matters  of  evidence  aud 
detail  with  a  view  to  overturning 
tlie  decisions  of  the  Committees  of 
both  Houses  of  Pariianiunt.  The  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  are  acting  in  tlie 
public  interest.  My  bon.  Friend  said 
the  Trustees  would  save  £125,000,  but 
who  would  have  to  jmy  it  ?  Acting  in 
the  interests  of  their  constituents,  the 
ratepayers,  the  promoters  desire  to  carry 
out  the  scheme  at  the  least  possible  ex- 
pense. With  regard  to  the  swing 
bridges,  the  plans  contained  in  the 
present  Bill  are  essentially  different  to 
those  corrtained  in  the  Bill  of  lb83, 
and  it  was  in  ortler  to  get  rid 
of  these  bridges  that  the  old  scheme 
was  abandoned.  The  advantage  to 
Govan  from  this  Bill  will  be  very 
great  indeed,  as  the  assessment  of  the 
new  docks  will  prove  an  additional  source 
of  revenue.  The  new  road  will  lead 
through  the  centre  of  the  extended 
burgh,  whereas  tho  present  only  runs 
along  the  riverside. 

ROYAL  ASSENT. 
Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went;— and  being  re- 
turned ; — 

Mr.  SPKAKHR  reiioi-tcd  the  Royal 
Assent  to  tho  Bills  montiout-d  (  n  jxige 
841.  . 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  There  is  only  one 
other  point  in  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  to  which  I  will  call  nttcntiim.  I 
venture  to  say  that  very  little  incon- 
venience will  be  caused  to  the  working 
classes.     It  will  nut  take  them  more  than 


260  yards  out  of  their  way  from  Govan 
to  Glasgow,  and  it  should  also  be  borne 
in  mind  that  there  is  a  very  efficient 
service  of  penny  steamers  running  up 
the  Clyde  from  Govan  to  Gliisgtw — a 
distance  of  thrde  or  four  miles — so  that 
those  who  wish  to  travel  from  one  place 
to  the  other  have  every  convenience.  In 
addition  to  that,  we  find  that  the  winking 
cla8.ses  in  Govan  are  a  migratory  po|iu!a- 
tion,  and  if  a  man  finds  he  is  put  to  any 
inconvenience  by  having  to  go  u  little 
out  of  his  way,  ho  can  easily  shift  his 
home.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is,  of  course, 
impossible  to  shift  the  River  Clyde.  So 
far  as  the  working  classes  are  concerned, 
there  is  no  outcry  against  this  scheme.  If 
it  inconveniences  a  few  of  the  people  the 
scheme  will  convenience  the  many,  and  I 
therefi)re  submit  that  there  is  no  reason 
for  traversing  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

•(4.0.)  Sir  J.  KENKAWAY  (Devon, 
Houiton) :  As  Chairman  t)f  the  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  which  considered 
this  Bill,  1  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to 
say  ft  few  words  on  the  arguments 
of  my  hon.  BViend  the  Member 
for  Guvan.  The  question  put  before  the 
Committee  was  a  very  simple  one,  and 
was  not  complicated  by  any  side  issues. 
It  was  whether  the  Commissioners  c>f  the 
Clyde  should  be  allowed  to  meet  the 
demands  i  f  the  shipping  of  that  fort 
according  to  the  only  plan  that  they 
thought  useful  and  jiracticable,  or 
whether,  in  the  intertsts  ai  the  working 
classes,  it  was  desirable  so  to  curtail  the 
plan  as  to  practically  spoil  it.  Now,  the 
Clyde  Commissioners  are  a  Public  Body, 
and  have  no  private  interests  to  serve  in 
this  matter.  They  have  done  great 
service  to  the  Port  of  Glasgow.  In  21 
years  the  increase  of  their  revenue  has 
been  from  £143,000  to  £335,000.  They 
have  long  felt  that  they  wanted  a  new 
dock,  and  have  purchased  100  acres 
of  land  for  nearly  £500,000,  in 
order  that  the  dock  might  be  con- 
strncteil.  The  Committee  came  to 
tho  conclusion  that,  on  the  whole,  the 
balance  of  advantage  was  in  favour  of 
the  scheme  of  the  Clyde  Trustees,  though 
they  quite  acknowledge  the  hardships  of 
the  working  man  in  having,  from  one 
point,  to  make  a  d/tour  of  800  yards. 
They  took  into  consideration  the  fact 
that  great  benefit  wuuld  accrue  to  the 
people   of   Govan    by    the    expenditure 
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among  them  of  £1,500,000.  It  was,  no 
doubt,  a  serious  thing  to  divert  an  old- 
established  road ;  but  the  question  ia, 
whether  such  iuconveniences  as  that  are 
outweighed  by  the  stronger  claims  of  the 
whole  shipping  interests  of  the  Clyde. 
The  great  majority  of  the  Committee  felt, 
without  hesitation,  that  it  was  un- 
necessary to  Kill  upon  the  counsel  for 
the  Clyde  Trustees  to  continue  his 
observations ;  and  the  same  thing  hap- 
pened in  the  House  of  Lords.  I  think 
it  will  be  greatly  regretted  if,  after  Com 
mittees  of  both  Houses  have  passed  the 
Bill,  the  House  should  reject  it. 

{4.G.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  If  I 
had  entertained  any  doubt  before,  the  , 
two  speeches  I  have  heard  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  would  have  proved  quite 
sofficiunt  to  determine  tlie  course  I  ought 
to  take.  The  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  St.  Rollox  Division 
was  not  of  the  character  I  should  have 
expected  from  him.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  is  ignorant  of  the  facts  of 
the  case,  or  wliether  he  is  trying  to 
throw  dust  into  the  eyes  of  Members  of 
this  House  ;  but  he  must  know  that  the 
ratejmyers  have  nothing  to  do  with  this 
matter,  and  that  tiie  cost  of  the  works 
will  not  be  defrayed  by  them.  It  will 
have  to  be  paid  out  of  the  shipping  dues. 
My  hon.  Frieiid  .ipp.irently  wa.s  anxious 
that  the  House  should  not  realise  what 
is  the  real  point  at  issue  between  the 
Corporation  of  Glasgow  and  the  Burgh 
of  Govan.  The  question  is  whether  you 
are  going  to  have  a  bridge  to  connect  the 
two  sides  of  the  dock.  The  proposition 
of  the  Corporation  of  Glasgow  is  a  very 
wisa  one.  It  is  simply  a  question  of 
keeping  in  e.xistencc  a  road  tliat  lins  been 
established  400  or  500  years.  I  am  sure 
it  would  cost  less  money  to  build  the 
bridge  than  it  cost  to  ojijwse  the  propcjsi- 
tion.  If  they  had  been  wise  the  Clyde 
Trustees  would  have  assented  to  the 
scheme.  My  hon.  Friend  has  suggested 
that  this  is  not  so  seriims  a  matter  for 
the  working  classes,  as  they  can  migrate 
to  other  houses  if  they  choose  ;  but  why 
should  the  value  of  property  be  thus 
depreciated  ?  This  is  evidently  a  ques- 
tion of  the  classes  against  the  masses, 
and  the  hitter  will  go  to  the  wall.  I 
hope  the  House  will  insist  on  having  a 
bridge  erected,  for  I  have  heard  no 
reasons  advanced  why  there  should  not 
be  one. 

Sir  J.  Kennaway 


(4.14.)  Mr.  GILES  (Southampton):  I 
cannot  understand  what  advantage  would 
be  gained  by  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill. 
The  Committee  would  only  have  before 
it  the  evidence  on  which  they  have 
already  decided  it.  In  1883  ParUament 
passed  a  Bill  which  did  away  with  the 
direct  Govan  road,  and  a  new  road  was 
made  237  yards  longer.  If  the  diver- 
sion proposed  in  this  Bill  be  compared 
with  the  road  of  1883,  it  will  be  found 
tlmt  the  extra  distance  will  be  269 
yards,  instead  of  800  yards  as  con- 
tended by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
As  an  engineer,  1  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  the  present  plan  is  infinitely 
superior  to  that  of  1883.  I  would  have 
done  all  I  could  to  get  rid  of  oven  the 
one  swing  bridge.  I  can  only  say  that 
the  necessities  of  Glasgow  and  of 
Govan  are  such  as  to  render  it  expedient 
to  have  a  dock  to  accommodate  the  larger 
class  of  steamers  ;  and  I  think  the  Clyde 
Trustees  have  adopted  very  proper 
designs.  It  is  not  a  question  of  money. 
The  Commissioners  are  going  to  spend 
£1,500,000  in  ortler  to  increase  the  dock 
accommodation  on  the  Clyde,  and  surely 
it  would  be  foolLsh  to  throw  over  the 
scheme  simply  because  sonlu  working 
men  will  have  to  walk  two  or  three  hun- 
dred yards  further  than  befoj-e.  Sup- 
posing there  was  a  swing  bridge,  and  it 
happened  to  be  open  just  as  the  men 
were  gouig  to  work,  they  would  bo 
delayed  and  probably  lose  a  quarter  of  a 
day's  work.  With  this  uncertainty, 
would  it  not  be  better  that  they  should 
be  compelled  to  go  even  a  quarter  of  a 
mile  out  of  their  way,  for  they  would 
then  know  what  time  to  start  iu  order  to 
reach  the  works  in  time  ?  I  hope  that 
the  House  Avill  not  upset  the  Bill. 

(4.17.)     The  House  divided: — Ayes 
165  ;  Noes  81.— (Div.  List,  No.  200.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  i)as.sed, 
with  Amendments. 

QUEST  IONS. 


MATCHES  SUPPLIED  TO  THE  H008E. 
Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secret«ry  to 
the  Treasury  if  he  can  infonn  the  House 
under  what  head,  in  the  recent  Return 
"  Contracts  with  Foreigners,"  appear  the 
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proportion  of  matobes  supplied  to  the 
House  of  Commons  marked  "  Manufac- 
tured in  Sweden,"  but  in  boxes  other- 
wise scarcely  distinguishable  from  those 
in  which  the  products  of  London  labour 
are  sold  by  Bryant  &  May,  Limited  ; 
and,  further,  if  tho  goods  supplied  by 
Government  contractors  in  the  United 
Kingdom  are  exaiuined,  with  a  view  of 
preventing  foreign-made  articles  being 
introduced  into  a  consignment  1 

The  secretary  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jacksok,  Leeds,  N.):  The  matches 
marked  "  Manufactured  in  Sweden  "  do 
not  appear  in  the  Return  referred  to  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  because  tho  contract 
for  them  is  made  witli  an  English  firm, 
Messrs.  R.  S.  Mendey,  of  lOG,  Fenchurch 
Street.  I  undcrstiind  that  they  are 
manufactured  by  Messrs.  Bryant  it 
May,  at  the  "  Lion  "  Factory  in  iSweden. 
I  apprehend  that  all  goods  supplied  by 
contractors  are  examined  to  see  thjit  they 
are  according  to  sample  or  specification. 

Mk.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  Does  the 
specification  not  require  that  British 
goods  shall  be  supplied! 

Mh.  JACKSON  :  No.  Sir ;  I  believe 
not ;  it  merely  requires  that  the  matches 
shall  bo  supplied  by  the  firm. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  shall  move  tliat  they 
be  labelled. 

IRELAND— EVICTIONS  ON  THE 
MASSEItEENE  ESTATF. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loi-d 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in  tlie 
case  of  the  four  evictions  which  were 
carried  out  last  week  on  the  Massercene 
Estate,  County  Louth,  by  bailiffs  in  tho 
absence  of  the  Sheriff,  tho  biiliffs  had 
their  appointment  from  the  Sheriff  in 
■writing  to  carry  out  those  deci-ees  ;  and 
if  it  is  true  that  Constable  Brady,  of  the 
police  hut  Monasterboice,  reported  that 
a  shot  fired  by  an  emergency  man  named 
James  Parks  gnized  the  side  of  his  cap ; 
and,  if  so,  will  the  authorities  order  an 
investigation  1 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balkock,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  understand  that  the  bailLffs  re- 
ferred to  were  regularly  appointed 
Sheriff's  bailiffs.  The  facts  are  not 
accurately  stated  in  the  second  paragraph. 
The  person  mentioned  is  not  an  emer- 
gency man,  but  a  new  tenant.    No  com- 


plaint appears  to  have  been  made  that 
tho  shot  grazed  the  constable's  cap,  and 
the  District  Inspector  who  has  inquii'ed 
into  the  case  is  of  opinion  that  there 
would  be  no  ground  for  such  an 
allegation. 

Mu.  BLANE :  Is  it  true  that  a  shot 
was  fired  at  tho  man  named  Morgan  1 

Mb.   a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,   I  have 
received  no  report  of  that  kind. 

LEEWARD  ISLANDS. 
SiB  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  ■whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
present  unsatisfactory  state  of  the  Go- 
vernment Medical  Service  in  the  Island 
of  St.  Christopher  (colony  of  the  Lee- 
ward Islands),  whereby  in  four  medical 
districts  (Xos.  3,  4,  5,  and  6)  covering  an 
extent  of  nearly  50  square  miles,  with  an 
estimated  population  of  over  20,000, 
tliere  are  only  two  medical  officers ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  last 
quarterly  Report  of  the  Analyser  of 
Vital  Statistics  stated  that  the  high 
death-rate  of  the  island  was  to  be 
attributed  to  the  lai^e  number  of  deaths 
of  infants  of  the  labouring  classes,  and 
that  at  least  one  death  of  a  iX)or  woman 
in  childbed  had  occurred  from  want  of 
medical  attendance  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  It  is  true  that 
there  were  till  lately  only  two  medical 
men  to   four   districts  in  tho  Island  of 
St.  Christopher,    but  there   were  three 
other    medical   officers    in    the    island. 
One  of  the  two  districts  had  been  left 
vacant    for    some    years,    because    the 
Royal    Commission  which    visited    the 
island    in   1883  had  reported   that   the 
medical     staff    was    larger     than    was 
necessary,    and  because   St.    Kitts    has 
more  doctors  in  projiortion   to  its   size 
and  facility  of  travelling   than  perhaps 
any   other  West  Indian   island.     How- 
ever,    in     response     to     urgent    local 
representations,   tlie  Secretary  of  State 
Las  already  taken  steps  to  appoint  a  new 
medical  officer  to   the    vacant   district. 
The  hon.   Members  quotation  from  the 
Analyser  of  Vital  Statistics  is  practically 
coiTect,  though  in  the  same  Report  it  is 
stated  that  the  genei-al  death-rate  was 
probably    lower   than   in   any   previous 
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year  of  the  century.  I  may  add  that 
the  Report  assigns  Hpecial  causes  for  the 
great  infantmortality  quite  distinct  from 
any  want  of  medical  attendance,  to  wliich 
no  reference  is  made. 

HORSE  BREEDING. 

Mb.  ALFRED  PEASE  (York)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether  the  Goverument 
can  now  announce  their  intention  to 
carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Horse  Breeding  in 
their  Third  Report,  with  regard  to 
raising  the  amount  disposable  for  Queen's 
premiums  and  the  encouragement  of 
horse  breeding  from  £5,000  to  £10,000, 
and  the  advisability  of  preparing 
Returns  containing  reliable  information 
as  to  the  number  and  description  of 
horses  in  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Ghapun,  Lin- 
colnshire, Sleaford)  :  My  attention  has 
beenalreaily  directed  to  this  subject,  but  I 
am  afraid  that  the  Returns  recommended 
by  the  Commission  would  involve  con- 
siderable difficulty.  The  matter,  how- 
ever, is  being  considered,  and  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  make  some  improvement,  at  all 
events,  in  tlie  existmg  system  before  the 
next  Returns  are  issued.  With  regard 
to  the  first  jmrt  of  the  question,  the 
experiment  of  devoting  the  sum  in 
question  to  Queen's  premiums  instead  of 
Queen's  plates  lias  been  exceedingly  suc- 
cessful, and  personally  I  should  be  very 
glnd  to  see  it  raised  from  £5,000  to 
£10,000,  but  that  is  a  matter  for  the 
oonsideration  of  ray  right  lion.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

BAINE'S  BEQUEST. 

Mb.  W.  p.  SINCIAIR  (Falkirk,  etc.)  : 
On  behalf  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell),  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  a  Petition  has  been  presented 
to  His  Excellency,  objecting  to  the 
scheme  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
mission in  regard  to  the  Raine's  Bequest 
in  County  Derry ;  and  when  the  scheme 
will  be  presented  to  the  House? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  A  Petition  of 
the  nature  referred  to  has  been  presented 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  scheme 
was  accordingly  laid  before  Parliament 
jresterdny. 

Maron  JI.  de  Worms 


RDNCORN  GUARDIANS. 
Mb.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire.  North- 
wich)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  with  reference 
to  the  irregularities  at  the  late  election 
of  Guardians  of  the  Poor  for  the  town- 
ship of  Runcorn,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  clerk's  oflSoe  is  at  Frodsham,  a 
distance  of  eight  miles  from  Runcorn, 
80  that  qualiOed  electors  who  may  not 
receive  Voting  Papers  have  either  to 
walk  that  distance  or  make  a  railway 
journey  to  obtain  them  ;  whether  he  is. 
also  aware  that  the  counting  of  the  votea 
ttikes  place  at  Dutton  Workhouse,  which 
is  still  further  from  Runcorn,  and  not 
accessible  by  railway,  so  that  it  is  practi- 
cally impossible  for  anyone  neglected  by 
the  distributor  or  collector  of  Voting 
Papers  to  record  his  vote  ;  and,  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  township  of 
Runcorn  contains  more  that  half  the 
jxipulation  of  the  Union,  and  that  con- 
tested elections  in  the  other  townships, 
are  almost  unknown,  he  will  direct  that 
Voting  Papers  should  be  procurable  at 
the  overseers'  township  office  at  Runcorn, 
and  that  the  counting  of  the  votes 
should  take  place  there  7 
•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  am 
aware  that  the  office  of  clerk  to  the  Guar- 
dians of  the  Runcorn  Union  is  at 
Frodsham,  and  that  the  Dutton  Work- 
house, where  the  counting  of  the  votes, 
in  the  election  of  Guardians  takes  place, 
is  still  further  from  Runcorn.  I  find 
that,  according  to  the  Census  of  1881,  the 
population  of  the  township  of  Runcorn 
was  considerably  less  than  half  that  of 
the  Union.  A  contested  election  took 
place  in  another  township  during  the 
present  year.  The  regulntinns  applicable 
to  the  election  of  Guardians  require  that 
the  counting  of  the  votes  shall  take 
place  at  the  Board-room  of  the  Guardians, 
but  it  rests  with  the  lU-turning  Officer 
to  fix  the  place  at  which  Voting  Papers, 
may  be  procured  by  persons  who  have 
not  received  them.  Tiio  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  communicate  with  the 
Returning  Officer,  with  u  view  to  con- 
sidering whether  any  alteration  should  be 
made  in  the  places  where  Voting  Papers, 
may  bo  procurable,  and  where  the 
eounting  of  the  votes  shall  take  place. 
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WARD'S  NIGHT  SIGNALLING. 
Admiral  MAYNB  (Pembroke,  Haver- 
fordwest) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  if  he  can  state  the  date 
at  wliich  the  system  of  an  American 
gentleman,  named  Ward,  of  night  signall- 
ing for  use  in  the  Naval  Service  was  pro- 
posed, and  when  it  was  rejected  ;  whether 
experiments  were  carried  on  at  the 
expense  of,  and,  if  so,  at  what  cost  to  the 
Admiralty  ;  and  what  sum  was  paid  to 
Mr.  Ward  on  the  rejection  of  his  system 
as  compensation  for  his  failure  ? 

•The  FI«ST  LORD  oi'  the  ADMI- 
RALTr  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  Mr.  Ward's  system  of  night 
signals  was  submitted  to  the  Admiralty 
in  1859,  and,  after  various  practical 
experiments  with  these  signals,  it  was 
decided  in  1864  that  they  were  not 
adapted  for  use  in  the  Naval  Service. 
The  action  of  the  Admiralty  was  confined 
to  permitting  the  signals  to  be  tested  in 
one  of  the  dockyards,  and  on  board  ship. 
Tha  only  payment  made  to  Mr.  Ward 
was  £1U0  in  1866. 

•Admiral  MAYNE:  Will  the  expenses 
be  covered  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  believe  so. 
There  is  no  very  accurate  record. 

THE  TOWN  CLERK  OF  8ALF0RD 
Mr.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  (Elgin  and 
Nairn) ;  I  teg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  examination 
in  bankruptcy  of  Thomas  Harrop,  an 
auctioneer  at  Mexbro',  at  Sheffield,  on 
16th  May  last,  and  to  the  serious  allega- 
tions then  made  respectihg  Mr.  Samuel 
Brown,  the  Town  Clerk  of  Salford,  in 
regard  to  his  pecuniary  dealings  with  the 
bankrupt ;  whether  he  has  observed  that 
the  Official  Receiver  stated  on  that  occa- 
sion that  he  must  insist  on  Mr.  Samuel 
Brown  being  examined,  but  that,  never- 
theless, at  the  adjuurnod  examination  on 
12th  June,  he  refused  to  summon  him 
for  examination,  although  an  offer  waii 
made  by  a  creditor  to  pay  the  expenses 
for  so  doing ;  and  whether  there  is  any 
process  by  which  the  said  Samuel  Brown 
can  be  brought  to  account  in  respect  of 
his  dealings  with  the  bankrupt  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  thk  BOARD 
OK  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bf.ach. 
Bristol,  W.)  :  I  am  informed  that,  in  the 
case  referred  to,  it  is  alleged  that  Mr. 


Brown  received  moneys  from  the 
bankrupt,  which  he  ought  to  refund, 
but  which  he  refuses  to  refund, 
ou  the  ground  that  he  has  a 
counter  claim  against  the  l)ankrupt'» 
estate.  The  Official  Receiver  was  super- 
seded by  the  appointment  of  a  Trustee  at 
the  firat  meeting  of  creditore,  and  it  ift 
no  part  of  his  duty,  under  such  circum- 
stances, to  undertake  proceedings  for 
recovery  of  moneys  alleged  to  be  due- 
to  the  estate.  That  duty  now  devolves 
upon  the  Trustee,  who  has  atnple  powers 
under  the  Bankruptcy  Act  both  for 
examining  the  parties  concerned  and 
for  obtaining  the  judgment  of  the  Court 
upou  any  question  involved. 

PERMANENT   PENSIONS. 

Me.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  have 
been  recently  consulted,  nnd  have  re- 
corded the  grounds  on  which  they  "  con- 
sider to  be  permanent  in  character"  tbo 
payment  of  £965  hitherto  made  yearly 
to  the  Duke  of  St.  Albnns  as  Master 
Surveyor  and  Keeper  of  the  Hawks ; 
that  to  the  Duke  of  Hamilton  of  £45  lOa. 
yearly  as  Keeper  of  the  Palace  and 
Gardens  of  Holyrood ;  and  that  to  the 
Marquess  of  Downshiro  of  £54  3g.  4d.  aa 
Constable  of  the  Fort  of  Hillsborough ; 
and  whether  he  will  communicate  such 
grounds  to  the  House  ;  whether  he  wiU 
give  the  names  of  the  persons  to  whom 
the  sums  of  £50  and  £37  15s.  4d.  are 
paid  yearly,  as  Deputy  Keeper  and 
Porter  of  Holyrood ;  also  the  names  of 
the  present  recipients  of  £162  IDs.  yearly 
as  Warders  of  the  Firt  of  Hillsborough  ; 
whether  he  will  explain  whot  "real  and 
substantial  saving  to  the  Nation "  is 
gained,  as  per  recommendation  of  tho 
Select  Committee  of  1887,  by  the 
Treasury  disbursing  26-94.5  years'  pur- 
chase to  Lords  Exmouth  and  Rodney ; 
and  whether  he  will  give  an  approxi- 
mate date  at  which  any  "  obligation  of 
an  onerous  kind  "  ceased  fo  attach  to  tho 
offices  of  Constable  of  the  Fort  of  Hills- 
borough and  Master  Surveyor  and 
KeeiKr  of  the  Hawks  ? 

Mn.  HANBURY  (Preston):  Before 
the  right  hoii.  Gentleman  answers  that 
question,  will  ho  state  how  much  of  the 
sum  of  £965  is  for  tho  employment  of 
persDHS  who  are  not  employed,  and  for 
the  keep  of  birds  which  are  not  kepti 
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'  Mr.  JACKSON:  Perhaps  my  lion. 
J'riend  the  Member  for  Preston  will  bo 
good  enougli  to  put  his  question  on  the 
Pajjer.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  Member  opposite,  I  have  to  say  that 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  have  been 
recently  consulted  on  the  permanency  in 
«hanu.'ter  of  nil  the  existing  i>erpetual 
pensions,  allowani-es,  <tc.,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  payment  to  the  Marquess 
of  Downshire  as  Constable  of  the  Fort  of 
Hillsborough,  which  case  has  been  on 
two  previous  occasions  referred  to  the 
Law  Advisers  of  the  day.  The  opinions 
given  by  the  Law  Officers,  who  had  all 
the  original  grants  before  them,  have 
been  to  the  effect  that  all  the  payments 
in  question,  including  allowances,  are 
legally  and  permanently  binding  ;  but  it 
would  be  contrary  to  practice  to  make 
public  the  grounds  (if  any  be  reoorde<l) 
on  which  these  legal  opinions  are  based. 
•The  names  of  the  Deputy  Keeper  and 
-Porter  of  Holyrood  are  Mr.  James  Auldjo 
Jamieson  and  Hubert  Morrison  respec- 
tively. The  payment  in  respect  of  the 
Warders  of  the  Fort  of  Hillsborough  is 
made  direct  to  the  Marquess  of  Down- 
shire, and,  therefore,  the  names  of 
the  present  recipients  of  the  pay  are 
not  known  to  the  Treasury ;  bnt  I  can 
-obtain  them  if  the  hon.  Member  desires 
to  have  them.  The  amount  of  Govern- 
mentsecnrities  yielding  annual  dividends 
equal  to  the  amount  of  each  of  the  per- 
petual pensions  of  Lord  Rodney  and 
Lord  Exmouth,  wliich  is  the  true 
measure  of  the  cost  to  the  taxpayer  of 
such  pensions,  would,  at  the  present 
price  of  Consols,  Ije  £75,000,  whereas, 
under  the  present  proposal,  each  of  the 
grantees  will  receive  a  capital  sum  of 
X53,890 — that  is,  less  than  the  equivalent 
in  Consols  by  ^£2 1,1 10  in  each  case,  or 
less  by  28  per  cent.  The  Treasury 
-are  not  in  a  poi<ition  to  give  an  approxi- 
mate date  at  which  any  obligation  of  an 
onerous  kind  censed  to  attach  to  the 
offices  of  the  Constable  of  the  Fort  of 
Hillsliorongh  'and  the  Keeper  of  the 
Hawks;  nor  proliahly  could  this  infor- 
mation be  given  by  the  annuitants  them- 
selves, unless  their  family  records  happen 
to  be  unsuually  complete. 

Mb.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  :  Arising  out 
of  that  answer  will  the  right  hon. 
■Gentleman  kindly  say  how  it  is  that  the 
"Treasury  have  advised  that  the  jjayment 
of  JE162  10s.  should  be  continued  yearly 


during  the  lifetime,  or  until  the  resigna- 
tion, of  persons  of  whose  identity  they 
wore  unaware? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Tlie  hon.  Gentleman 
will  be  good  enough  to  give  notice  of 
that  question. 

SiE  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  io.)  : 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether,  in  regard  to  these 
jinyments,  the  Treasury  have  confined 
themselves  to  the  legal  aspects  of  the 
question,  and  not  considered  the  eqtiity 
of  the  case  as  regards  the  tax|}ayer8  of  the 
present  generation  1 

Me.  JACKSON  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
must  give  notice  of  the  question. 

Mb.  CONYBEARK  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Are  we  to  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  reply  as  to  the 
verdict  or  opinion  given  by  the  law 
Officers,  that  those  jiaymonts  are  to  be 
considered  permanent  in  character  in  the 
sense  that  Parliament  has  no  j)Ower  to 
put  an  end  to  them  ;  and,  if  so,  what 
becomes  of  the  supposed  omnipotence  of 
the  British  Parliament? 

Mu.  JACKSON :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  put  his  question  down  oa 
the  Paper. 

COMPOSITIONS  FOK  SHIPS'  BOTTOMS. 
SiE  WLLLL\.M  PLOWDEN  (Wolver- 
hampton, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  wliether  Com- 
mander Pitt,  R.N.,  beyond  his  Naval  ex- 
perience and  training,  has  hod  any 
teclmical  training  to  qualify  him  to 
watch  the  results  of  compositions  applied 
to  the  bottoms  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  ; 
apart  from  the  Chairman  (Admiral 
Colomb)were  two  out  of  the  three  mem- 
bers of  the  Admiralty  Committee  on 
Compositions  experts,  and  was  the  third 
member  (Commander  Pitt)  simply 
nominated  as  a  Naval  Officer  ;  why  was 
this  Committee  dissolved  ;  are  the  two 
experts  who  were  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee still  in  the  Service,  and  is  the 
necessary  precaution  taken  to  consult 
them  before  Commander  Pitt's  Eeporta 
and  recommendations  are  approved ;  is 
Conmiander  Pitt  on  full  pay  of  liis  rank, 
what  do  his  travelling  and  other  allow- 
ances amount  to  per  annum,  and  in  what 
Votes  in  the  Navy  Estimates  do  these 
items  respectively  appear ;  is  Commander 
Pitt  now  employed  in  a  civilian  capa- 
city ;  and,  if  so,  is  not  Trcasurj-  sanction 
indispensable ;  does  he  take  the  place  of 
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the  exjiert  officers  at  the  dockyards  in 
reporting  upon  compusitions ;  and  how 
loug  will  he  be  retained  in  his  present 
special  employment? 

LOHD  G.  HAMILTON:  Commander 
Pitt,  froia  constant  study  of  compositions 
"used  afloat,  has  as  wide  a  knowledge  of 
the  results  of  all  known  compositions  as 
any  man  in  the  country,  A  chemist  and 
a  Naval  constructor  were  on  the  Admi- 
ralty Committee  on  Compositions,  and  it 
was  dissolved  because  it  was  no  longer 
necessary  to  continue  it.  The  membei-s 
of  the  late  Committee  are  still  in  the 
Service,  and,  if  necessary,  can  be  con- 
sulted. Commander  Pitt  is  on  half-pay, 
but  he  receive.s  the  difference  be- 
tween his  full  and  half-pay — 10s. 
a  day — for  the  days  actually  em- 
ployed, with  subsistence  allowance  tti 
cover  the  expense  of  living  away  from 
home.  The  payments,  including  travi-l- 
ling  expenses,  average  £25  a  month,  or 
£300  per  annum  in  all.  He  is  not  em- 
ployed as  a  civilian.  Pro\'ision  is  made 
under  Vote  11  of  the  Navy  Estimates 
for  the  expense  of  Committees  and  for 
the  employment  of  officers  on  special 
Service  connected  with  the  Navy  tit 
large.  For  charges  to  these  heads,  so 
long  as  the  firovision  is  not  exhausted, 
the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  is  not  re- 
quired. Commandi.'r  Pitt,  by  his  services 
and  labours,  has  largely  increased  the 
efficiency  of  compositions  in  use  in  tlie 
Navy  by  reporting  against  the  more 
costly  and  less  durable  compositions,  and 
has  thus  incurred  the  hostility  of  the 
agents  of  the  disused  compositions. 

MAGISTRATES  FOR  TYRONE. 
Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  Memorial,  extensively 
signed  by  the  clergy  of  all  denomina- 
tions, a  number  of  County  Magistrates, 
and  the  principvl  merchants  and  farmers, 
without  distinction,  of  Dromore  and  dis- 
trict. County  Tyrone,  was  recently  pre- 
sented to  Colonel  Luwry,  Vice  Lieutenant 
of  the  County  Tyrone,  pointing  out  the 
necessity  for  the  apjjointment  of  a 
Catholic  Magistrate  for  the  district,  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  jwpula- 
tion  of  which  are  Catholics,  while  the 
proportion  of  Catholic  Justices  are  two 
to  nine  non-Catholics,  and  praying  that 
Mr.  John  M'Loughlan,  a  Catholic  gentle- 


I  man  and  independent  farmer  of  the 
locality,  and  a  member  of  the  Local 
Bijard  of  Guardians,  should  be  appointed 
to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  ;  whether 
he  can  say  if  the  prayer  of  the  Memorial 
wiis  refused,  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  ; 
whether  this  is  the  second  Memorial  in 
favour  of  two  CathoUcs  refused  within  a 
few  months  ;  whether  the  Lord  Chancellor 
will  tiike  any  stops  to  appoint  eligible 
Catholics  to  the  Commission  of  the 
Pence ;  whether  any  complaints  have 
reached  the  Lord  Lieutenant  respecting 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Alexander,  a  Jnstice 
of  the  Peace  of  the  Dromore  district,  and 
allegations  that  Mr.  Alexander  attended 
meetings  of  the  Orange  Society,  at  which, 
in  Mr.  Alexander's  presence,  and  with- 
out any  expression  of  dissent  or  disap- 
probation from  him,  violent  speeches, 
inciting  to  brt aches  of  the  peace,  were 
delivered  ;  and  whether  the  attention  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  will  be  adled  to 
these  complaints  against  Mr.  Alexander? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  With  regard 
to  the  inquiries  in  the  tirht  two  para- 
graphs, I  beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member 
to  my  reply  to  a  question  put  on  this 
subject  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Tyrone  on  24th  June.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  a  second  Memorial  was  refused ; 
but  I  am  informed  the  Vice  Lieutenant 
has  recently  recommended  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  a  Roman  Catholic  for  the 
Dromore  District,  and  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  signed  the  warrant  for  his 
appointment  to  the  Magistracy.  No 
oimplaints  have  reached  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant or  the  Ijord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
in  regard  to  the  gentleman  mentioned  in 
the  iifth  paragraph. 

SHADOWING. 
Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
if  he  has  yet  received  the  depositions 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  David  Kent,  who  was 
charged  with  "  shadowing "  District 
Inspector  Ball  at  Permoy  Fair;  whether 
he  has  received  any  further  information 
to  show  that  Mr.  M'Cansland,  concerning 
whom  it  is  alleged  that  Mr.  Kent  went 
towards  him  "for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting the  sale  of  his  lambs,"  had  no 
lambs  nor  anything  else  for  sale  at  the 
fail'  that  day  ;  and  if  further  inquiry 
will  be  made  into  the  case  '! 
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The  ATTORNSY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  hope  I  shall  be  able  to 
answer  the  hon.  Member's  question  on 
Monday. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secret»ry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  report  of  the  trial  of  David 
Xent  cm  a  charge  of  obstructing 
District  Inspector  Ball  of  Fermoy,  from 
which  it  appears  that  the  Magistrates 
said  that  there  was 

'■  No  avi<3enc«  to  coin'ict,  we  therefore  dis- 
miss  the  ca«e,  bui  defeadunt  is  to  g^ve  an 
undertaking  not  to  interfere  with  Inapector 
Ball  any  more ;  "  • 

and  that  defendant  thereupon,  address- 
ing the  Bench,  said — 

"The  only  undertaking  I  would  give  would 
be  that  if  I  am  not  shadowed  m^'self,  and  my 
business  injuriously  interfered  with  at  the 
fair,  that  I  would  not  shadow  Mr.  Ball  ; 

and  if  he  can  state  nnder  what  statute 
or  authority  had  the  .Magistrates  power 
to  ask  Mr.  Kent  to  give  the  undertaking 
above  referred  to  1 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  statements 
contained  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
question  are  inaccurate  and  misleading. 
The  Magistrates  did  not  discharge,  but 
convicted,  and  the  defendant  did  not 
give  a  qualified  undertaking,  but  a 
distinct  and  absolute  one,  not  to  inter- 
fere with  District  Inspector  Ball  or  the 
police,  and,  in  consequence  of  that 
undertaking,  the  Bench  ordered  him  to 
be  dischai^ed  at  the  rising  of  the 
Court. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  ho  can  now  state  why  was 
Mr.  James  O'Brien,  at  Killeagh  Fair, 
arrested  summarily  on  a  charge  of 
shadowing  a  policeman  in  plain  clothes, 
instead  of  being  summoned  in  the 
ordinary  way  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Mr.  O'Brien 
was  arrested  on  a  charge  of  persistently 
obstructing  the  police.  To  have  pro- 
ceeded by  summons  would  not  liave  had 
the  effect  of  stopping  the  obstruction  by 
which  the  police  were  prevented  doing 
their  duty. 

Mb.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  :  I  bog  to 
ask  the  Chief  iSecretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  are  in  the 
habit  of  following  ilr.  Thomas  B.  Kelly, 


of  Church  Street,  Claremorris,  County 
Mayo,  from  house  to  house  in  every  town 
he  visits  in  pursuit  of  his  business  as  a 
commercial  traveller ;  that  in  several 
cases  they  have  followed  him  into  the 
houses  where  he  has  had  to  call,  and 
have  stood  by  his  side  while  he  was 
transacting  his  business,  even  warning 
shopkeepers  against  doing  business  with 
Mr.  Kelly  ;  and  whether  the  police,  in 
pursuing  this  course,  are  acting  under 
instructions ;  and,  if  so,  what  are  the 
reasons  for  placing  Mr.  Kelly  under  this 
police  surveillance? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that,  so  far  ae 
can  lie  ascertained,  the  police  in  no 
instance  acted  in  the  manner  alleged  in 
the  question. 

POTATO  BLIGHT  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  reports  appearing  in  the 
Irish  papers  of  the  extension  of  the 
potato  blight,  and  the  almost  complete 
failure  of  that  crop,  in  the  seaboard  and 
other  districts  of  Cork,  Kerry,  Water- 
ford,  Clare,  Limerick,  Galway,  Donegal, 
and  other  counties  ;  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment have  any  information  to  lay  before 
the  House  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  attention 
of  the  Government  has  been  drawn, 
through  the  Press  and  other  sources,  to 
the  indications  of  potato  disease  which 
have  appeared  in  Ireland.  We  are 
carefully  watchitig  the  matter,  both 
through  the  agency  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment and  the  Land  Commission.  Any- 
thing that  can  be  legitim  vtely  done  to 
mitigate  any  suffering  caused  by  the 
potato  disease  sluiU  bo  done. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  should 
like  t'l  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  Reports  made  by  the  Ljsjiectors  of 
the  Local  Government  Boanl  on  this 
subject.  It  is  there  stated  that  the  pro- 
spects are  alarming  iu  the  extreme.  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  will  lay  on  the  Table  copies  of 
the  Reiwrts  alreiuly  made  by  the  Inspec- 
tors ;  and  whether  he  will  give  the 
House  an  assurance  that  the  Board  will 
take  steps  to  anticipate  the  possible 
famine  ? 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir.  I 
caunot  give  an  undertakiug  tliat  the 
Liical  Government  B.)ard  will  autiei|jate 
any  calamity  that  is  likely  to  occur,  but 
I  will  undertake  to  say  that  they  will 
watch  events,  and  anything  which  can 
be  done  to  mitigate  the  sufifering  which 
may  be  caused  shall  be  done.  The  Re- 
ports have  been  of  an  informal  character, 
but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  wants  a 
formal  Report  it  shall  be  made. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  instructions  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  give  authority  to 
the  Boards  of  Poor  Law  Guardians  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  outdoor  relief 
in  a  more  liberal   manner  than  hitherto  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  can  give 
no  undertaking  of  that  kind.  It  would 
be  a  very  grave  step  indeed,  and  I  see 
no  reason  at  this  moment  to  anticipate 
that  this  will  be  necessary. 

RATING  OF  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS. 
Mb.  salt  (Stafford):  Ibegtoaskthe 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  will  consider  how  far 
some  general  rule  can  he  laid  down  for 
the  rating  of  lunatic  asylums,  in  order 
that  an  intelligible  and  uniform  system 
of  rating  such  institutions  may  be 
adopted,  and  the  expense  and  incon- 
venience of  appeals  may  be  avoided. 

•Mn.  RITCEIE:  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  no  autliority  to  pre- 
scribe general  rules  for  the  rating  of 
lunatic  asylums.  If  the  Board  were  to 
attempt  to  lay  down  general  principles, 
the  rules  so  laid  down  would  in  no  way 
be  binding  either  upon  the  assessment 
committee  or  on  tlio  asylums  to  bo  rated. 
Moreover,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
in  connection  with  the  ns.sessment  of  a 
lunatic  asylum  the  particular  circum- 
stances of  each  case  must  be  considered. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  do  not 
think  tlmt  it  is  desirable  that  the  Board 
should  act  upon  the  suggestion  of  my 
hon.  Friend. 

THE  ROVAL  COLLEGE  OF  SCIENCE, 
DUBLIN. 
Mk.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  the 
statement,  that  of  five  Professors 
apix)inted  to  the  Royal  College  of 
iScience,    Dublin,    within    the    last    20 


years  only  one  has  lieen  an  Irishman 
is  correct,  or  whether  it  refers  only  to 
the  Professors  still  holding  positions  in 
the  College  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
as  many  os  nine  appointments  to  Pro. 
fessorships  in  the  College  have  been 
made  within  a  period  of  18  years,  and 
that  only  one  of  the  nine  gentlemen 
appointed  has  been  an  Irishman ;  and 
whether  he  am  give  any  explanation  of 
the  parallel  case  that,  of  the  recent 
appointments  made  by  his  Department 
to  the  Science  and  Art  Museum  in 
Dublin,  none  have  been  given  to  Irish- 
men? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hakt  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  My  answer  referred  to  the 
Professors  now  holding  appointments 
in  the  Royal  College  of  Science,  to 
whonj  I  understand  the  hon.  Member 
alluded  in  his  question.  In  regard 
to  the  nationality  of  the  Professors 
who  have  been  appointed  within  the 
lost  18  years,  but  are  since  resigned 
or  dead,  I  am  afraid  I  can  speak  with  no 
certainty,  but  it  is  quite  possible  that  the 
hon.  Member  is  substantially  correct. 
Of  the  present  8uf)erior  staff  of  the 
Science  and  Art  Museum,  including  the 
Metropolitan  School  of  Art  and  Botanic 
Gardens,  three  were  appointed  by  com- 
petitive examination,  and  eight  by 
various  Lords  President.  Of  the  former 
— those  appointed  by  competitive  exami- 
nation— I  believe  none  are  Irishmen  ; 
and  of  the  latter,  those  appointed  by 
nomination,  all  except  one  are,  I  believe. 
Irishmen. 

NEWFODNDLAND. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  the  Naval  officei-s  on  the 
coast  of  Newfoundland  were  acting 
under  the  instructions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ;if  he  can  yet  say  whether  it 
is  true  that  Captain  Sir  Baldwin  Walker, 
R.N.,  has  taken  off  the  embargo  on 
Mr.  Baird's  lobster  factory,  and  is  to  jiay 
damages  ;  if  it  is  true  that  the  statute 
enabling  the  Crown  to  give  effect  to  the 
Treaty  of  Versailles  on  the  Newfound- 
land coast  has  been  repealed  ;  and,  if  so, 
when  and  under  what  circumstances  it 
has  been  repealed  ;  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  find  themselves  unable  to 
enforce  the  modus  vivendi  ? 
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•The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
i-OR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
Gussov,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  In  answer 
to  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  I  have  to  state  that  tlie  Naval 
officers  on  the  coast  of  Newfoundland  do 
act  under  instractiuns  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  In  reply  to  the 
second  part  of  the  question,  I  have  to  say 
that  no  such  information  has  been  re- 
ceived. In  answer  to  the  third  part  of 
the  question,  my  reply  is  if  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  Act  '26  Geo.  Ill,,  c.  35, 
that  Act  was  repealed  by  the  Statute 
Law  Revision  Act,  1S71.  It  has  Umg 
ceased  to  be  operative,  for  it  only  pur- 
ported to  give  effect  to  the  Treaty  of 
1783,  which  was  terminated  by  the  sub- 
sequent war.  French  fishing  rights 
are  now  derived  from  the  Treaty  of  1814, 
which  replaced  them  on  the  same  f(X)ting 
as  they  stood  on  in  1792.  An  Act  of 
5  Geo.  IV.,  c.  51,  was  afterwards  passed, 
giving  effect  to  any  Treaties  respecting 
Newfoundland  which  were  then  in  force. 
This  was  a  temjiorary  Act,  but  was  con- 
tinued by  2  and  3  William  IV.,  c.  79, 
until  December  3,  1834,  when  it  lapsed. 
As  regards  the  fourth  question.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  do  not  find  them- 
selves unable  to  enforce  the  modiu 
vivendi. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  May  1  further 
ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
understands  that  the  nuKtua  vivendi  is 
being  enforced  nt  the  present  moment, 
and  whether  all  the  reports  which  have 
appeared  in  the  public  prints  for  some 
days  pa.st,  and  wliich  iirc^  of  so  mucli 
importance  that  anything  of  the  kind 
must  have  been  reported  to  the  Govern- 
ment, are  unfounded  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  not  received  any  informa- 
tion to  that  effect  on  the  question. 

•Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  believe  tlie  tnodiin 
vivendi  is  at  this  moment  being  en- 
forced ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  it  is,  and  I  believe 
it  is  the  snliject  of  judicial  trial. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  declined  the  other  day  to 
answer  a  question  as  to  the  legal  au- 
thority under  which  the  officers  were 
acting,  on  the  ground  that  legal  pro- 
ceedings were  pending  against  Sir 
Baldwin   Walker.     Has   he  now  ascer- 


tained whether  these  legal  proceedings 
were  concluded  ? 
•Sib    J.    FERGUSSON:    No,    Sir;    I 
believe  not. 

LEKWARD  ISLANDS-IMPORT  DUTIES 
ON  FOOD. 
Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbfmrne): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  Report  101  (Colonial),  St. 
Kitts-Nevis,  pt^es  9  and  10,  recom- 
mending the  abolition  of  the  Import 
Duties  on  Food,  and  Export  Duties  on 
other  articles ;  and  whether  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  give  effect  to  tho 
representations  made  therein  by  Mr. 
Eldridge  in  tliat  respect  1 
•Baro.s  H.  de  worms  :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  read  the  Report  referred  to, 
wliich  was  wTitten  in  1887.  Successive 
Secretaries  of  State,  before  and  since  the 
date  of  that  Report,  have  impressed  on 
the  Governors  of  tho  Leeward  Islands 
the  expediency  of  abolishing  or  reducing 
the  Import  Duties  on  F(X)d,  but  it  has 
not  hitherto  been  found  possible  to 
provide  from  other  sources  the  revenue 
derived  from  these  duties.  The  Export 
Duties  in  St.  Kitts  have  been  almost 
entirely  abolished  since  the  date  of  the 
Report  in  question,  and  the  remainder 
will  expire  before  long. 

EVICTIONS    IN    THE    WEST    CALF 
ISLANDS. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  supply  Mr.  Marmion 
with  a  gunboat  or  with  the  boats  of  the 
Coastguard  to  aid  him  in  evicting  tenants 
on  the  Middle  Calf  or  West  Calf  Islands, 
off  the  west  coast  of  Cork  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  further 
notice  of  this  question. 

Mu.  DILLON  :  I  wish  to  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  matter 
is  extremely  urgent,  and  that  there  is 
much  complaint  on  the  subject.  How- 
ever, I  feel  thijt  I  have  given  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  very  short  notice  of 
this  question,  which  I  will  repeat  on 
Monday. 

LIGHT  GOLD. 
Sir  W.  IIARCOURT (Derby):  I  begr 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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whether  he  will  state  what  further 
measures  lie  proposes  to  take  for  the 
purpiiseof  calling  in  light  gold  coin? 

Thk  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscflES,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) ;  I  regret  that  the 
state  of  public  business  has  not  allowed 
me  to  bring  in  n  Bill  to  establish  a 
Coinage  Fund  and  to  provide  for  the 
further  calling  in  of  light  gold,  which 
I  have  prepared  and  which  is  in  draft 
The  Bill  is  not  controversial,  bat  still  I 
cannot  deny  that  it  is  one  on  which  it 
would  be  impossible  to  refuse  some  dis- 
cussion, and  therefore  I  have  not  pressed 
it.  But  I  confidently  hope  it  may  be 
passed  in  the  present  financial  year,  and 
as  its  principal  projxisal  would  not  liave 
come  intti  openvtion  before  the  1st  of 
April,  I  do  not  think  there  will  bo  any 
real  loss  of  time. 

EUROPEAN  COMMERCIAL  TREATIES. 
Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Bonrd 
of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that 
much  dissatisfaction  prevails  in  Lanca- 
shire regarding  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee  on  Eurojican  Commercial 
Treaties,  as  there  is  no  member  of  the 
Committee  connected  with  the  cotton 
industry  except  Sir  Joseph  Lee,  who 
represents  the  merchants  rather  than  the 
spinners  and  manufacturers. 

•SiB  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  No,  Sir, 
I  am  not  aware  that  much  dissatisfaction 
prevails  in  Lancashire  on  this  subject. 
Sir  Joseph  Lee  is  a  spinner,  weaver,  and 
printer,  as  well  as  a  merchant.  1  liave, 
however,  received  representations  from 
Oldbara  to  theeffect  tlint  that  town  desires 
special  representation  on  the  Committee, 
but  it  is  impossible  to  comply  with  such 
requests  from  individual  towns.  The 
points  which  gave  so  much  trouble  in 
1881  were  not  so  much  on  the  yarn 
duties  as  on  the  textiles,  with  the 
various  surcharges  for  embroidery, 
printing,  itc. 

THE  BANKRUPTCY  ACT. 
Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  has  received  a 
communication  from  Messrs.  James,  of 
Merthyr  Tydvil,  alleging  certain  hai-d- 
ships  pressing  upon  executors  under  the 
working  of  the  125th  section  of  "The 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1883;"    and  whether 


he  will,  during  the  recess,  consider  the 
advisability  of  some  amendment  of  the 
Act  in  this  respect  1 
•SiK  M.  HICKS  BEACH  ;  The  Board 
of  Trndu  received,  ou  the  2.3rd  instant,  a 
ciimmniiication  from  Messrs.  James, 
alleging  certain  hardships  said  to  have 
been  sustained  by  themselves  and  clients 
in  connection  with  the  administration  ol 
an  insolvent  debtor's  estate,  under  Section 
12.5  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  I  am  not 
satisfied  that  these  allegations  are  well 
founded  ;  but  as  the  .  matters  in  dispute 
have,  at  the  instance  of  the  Official 
Receivers,  been  set  down  for  hearing  by 
the  Judge  of  the  Merthyr  Tydvil  Court 
on  the  7th  August  next,  I  nrust  decline 
to  express  any  opinion  uiwn  the  rjuvstion 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  until  ufter 
sach  hearing  has  taken  place. 

GRANTS  TO  COUNTY  COUNCILS. 

Mk.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  what  specific  local  rates  County 
Councils  may  apply  the  additional  grant 
in  aid  from  the  Excise  Duty  not  allocated 
by  Parliament ;  whether  under  the  Local 
Government  (Scotland)  Act,  rates  pay- 
able by  proprietors  are  consolidated  on 
an  avei-age  of  10  years  ;  whether  it  wil) 
be  in  the  power  of  County  Councils  to 
apply  the  whole  of  the  grant  in  aid  for 
the  reduction  of  the  local  rate  falUng  to 
be  paid  by  the  landlords  ;  and  whether 
it  is  or  ia  not  possible  to  give  any  relief 
to  householders  whoso  rents  are  under 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  RoriRRTSON,  Bute)  :  I  have  been  osked 
to  reply  to  this  question.  The  rate* 
which  are  levied  by  the  County  Councils 
are  County  General  Assessment,  Police, 
Registration  of  Voters,  Lunacy,  Militia, 
Sheriff  Court-houses,  Road,  aud  Public 
Health.  With  the  exception  of  the  last 
two,  these  I'ates  were  all,  prior  to  the 
Local  Government  Act  of  last  year,  paid 
by  owners  only,  and  under  the  provisions 
of  that  Act  they  continued  to  bo  paid  by 
owners  only  up  to  the  average  of  the 
last  10  years.  Above  that  aver.ige  they 
are  paid  equally  by  owners  and  occupiers, 
and  the  Road  and  Public  Health  Rates 
have  always  been,  and  continue  to  be^ 
paid  by  owners  and  occupiers  equally. 
The  determination  of  the  specific  local' 
rates  levied  by  County  Councils  to  whicli 
the  additional  grant  may  be  applied  is 
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left  entirely  to  tlie  Councils  themselves. 
It  would  be  in  the  power  of  the  County 
Councils  to  select  for  relief  a  rate  which, 
up  to  the  average  of  the  last  10  years, 
will  continue  to  be  paid  by  owners  only. 
It  would,  on  the  other  hand,  be  equally 
open  to  a  County  Council  to  select  for 
relief  a  rate  payable  half  bj'  owners  and 
half  by  occupiers.  With  reference  to 
the  last  paragraph,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  have  overlooked  the  fact  that, 
as  regards  county  rates,  there  is  no 
exemption  of  ratepayers  under  £i, 
except  on  the  ground  of  individual 
poverty,  and,  accordingly,  the  relief 
from  the  rates  will  be  equally  beue6cial 
to  them  as  to  all  others. 

SALE  OF  BILLS  AND  TELEGRAPH 
TRANSFERS  IN  INDIA. 

Me.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities),  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Jarvis  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  what  were  the 
sales  by  the  Indian  Council  of  bills  and 
telegraphic  transfers  during  the  months 
of  March,  April,  and  May,  of  this  year, 
and  also  the  sales  during  the  corres- 
ponding months  of  last  year? 

The  UNDEFi  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  INDL-^  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham)  :  The  sales  of  bills  and 
transfers  during  Maivh,  April,  and  May 
this  year  were  Rs.8, 29,00,000,  against 
Rs.6,55,48,0ir)  in  the  corresponding 
months  of  1889. 

INDIAN  EXCHEQUER  AND  THE  RATE 
OF  EXCHANGE. 

Mb.  CALEB  WRIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  by  what 
•amount  in  sterling  does  the  Indian 
■Exchequer  l)enefit  by  an  advance  in 
'exchange  of  one  penny  per  rupee  per 
annum ;  and  if  the  Indian  Council  is 
not  receiving  for  bills  at  the  ])re8ent 
time  3d.  jier  rupi-e  more  than  was 
obtained  when  silver  was  selling  at 
38.  6d.  per  ounce  or  under ;  and,  if  not, 
3d.  per  rupee,  how  mncli  is  the  present 
rate  higher  than  the  lowest  rate? 

Sib  J.  GORST:  The  gain  produced 
by  the  rise  of  Id.  varies  with  the  rat-' 
of  exchange.  The  gain  by  a  rise  from 
Is.  6d.  to  Is.  7d.  is  Rx.l, 100,000. 
Council  bills  are  fetching  3d.  per  rupee 
more  than  when  silver  was  at  38.  6d. 
per  ounce. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  RoheiUon 


Mk.  CALEB  WRIGHT:  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  has  not  answered  the 
second  part  of  the  question 

Sia  J.  GORST:  The  answer  to  the 
second  part  of  the  question  is,  Yes. 

IRELANU-OOREY  CONSPIRACY  CASE. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Irish  Government  has  been  drawn  to  the 
charge  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  in  the 
"  Gony  Conspiracy  Case  "  at  the  Wick- 
low  Assizes,  and  to  his  Lordship's 
declaration  of  law,  namely,  that  no 
person  in  the  absence  of  contract  was 
bound  to  deal  or  trade  with  anyone 
against  his  o^vn  will ;  that  any  attempt 
to  press  the  Criminal  Law,  so  as  to  force 
people  to  deal  with  others  against  their 
will,  was  against  the  law,  and  must  lend 
to  nothing  but  confusion  ;  and  that  this 
principle  as  to  individual  traders  was 
applicable  to  traders  acting  in  com- 
biuation,  provided  that  such  combinations 
were  voluntary  and  not  inspired  by  a 
malicious  desire  to  inflict  unnecessary 
harm ;  whether,  since  the  passing  of 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act  of  1887,  numbers  of  persons 
in  Ireland  have  been  convicted  by  Resi- 
dent Magistrates,  and  sentenced  to  terms 
of  imprisonment,  with  or  without  hard 
labour,  for  what  the  Lord  Chief  Baron 
has  now  declared  to  he  lawful  ;  whether 
the  number  of  persons  so  convicted  and 
imprisoned  can  be  approximately  stated  ; 
how  many  persons  are  now  in  prison  in 
Ireland  upon  convictions  contrary  to  the 
law  as  declared  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  ;  whether  they  will  now  be  set  at 
liberty;  whether  any  compensation  will 
be  made  to  them  ;  and  whether  the 
Irish  Government  will  inform  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  of  the  state  of  the 
law? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  All  the  infor- 
mation  at  present  at  my  disjxjsal  upon 
this  subject  is  derived  from  the  news- 
jmpers ;  but  I  have  no  antecedent 
grounds  for  doubting  the  substantial 
accuracy  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  version 
of  a  portion  of  the  Chief  Baron's  charge. 
With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
question,  1  have  to  say  that  no  persons 
in  Ireland  have  been  convicted  for  any 
proceeding  which  the  Lord  Chief  Baron 
now  declares  to  be  lawful ;  but  that,  on 
the  contrary,  it  appears  to  me  the  Lord 
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Chief  Baron  has,  in  his  charge,  given 
emphatic  sanction  to  the  views  as  to  the 
law  of  criminal  conspiracy  which  have 
been  hitherto  taken  by  Resident  Magis- 
trates, County  Court  Judges,  and  (on 
case  stated)  by  the  Superior  Courts. 

Mil.  SEXTON  :  I  b^  to  ask  whether 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  in  the  Kantark, 
Killeagh,  and  other  cnses,  men  have 
been  sunt  to  prison  for  boycotting,  against 
whom  there  was  no  evidence  of  com- 
pulsion or  malice  ;  and  whether  Mr.  J. 
Fitzgibboii,  who  has  Ix-en  three  times 
sent  to  prison,  has  been  imprisoned  for 
refusing  to  sell  a  necessary  of  life — 
namely,  an  ostrich  feather,  to  the  wife  of 
a  land-grabber? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BiUiFOUR  :  I  emplmtically 
dissent  frnm  every  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  Member,  but  it  is  impossible  to 
re-argue  the  question  now,  at  question 
time. 

Mr.  DILLON:  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  the  case  of 
the  two  men  acquitted  by  the  jury  in  the 
Gorey  case,  after  the  charge  of  tlie  Lord 
Chief  Baron,  the  Government  will  con- 
sider the  question  of  indemnifying  the 
men  for  the  great  expenses  to  which 
they  have  Ijeen  put  by  this  groundless 
prosecution  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir,  it 
would  be  contrary  to  all  precedent. 

Mr.  SP:XT0N  :  Do  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  no  one 
is  in  prison  now  in  Ireland  for  having 
refused  to  sell,  no  evidence  of  malice 
having  lioen  produced  at  the  trial  ? 

Mk.  A  J.  BALFOUR :  My  statement 
is  that  nobody  is  now  in  prison  in  Ire- 

bland  who  is  not  guilty  of  an  offence 
described  by  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  as  an 
offence  against  the  law. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
mised to  lay  this  very  important  charge 
upon  the  Table. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  in  com- 
munication with  the  Lord  Chief  Baron 
now. 

POSTAL  COMMUNICATION  WITH 
CYPRUS. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretstry  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  considered  the  question 
of  improved  }x)stal  communication  with 
Cyprus,  in  view  of  the  earnest  reprcscn- 
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tations  made  from  time  to  time  by  the 
merchants  and  residents  of  the  island, 
by  special  petition  to  this  Houss  and 
otherwise ;  whether,  since  the  suljsidisod 
mailservice  has  btiendiscontinued,ittakes 
1*2  and  often  13  or  more  days  for  letters 
to  reach  the  i.sland,  instead  of  six  and  a 
half  days  whilst  the  mail  contract  was 
iu  force ;  whether  complaints  have 
reached  him  that  the  abolition  of  the 
regular  mail  service  has  had  a  serious 
effect  upon  the  trade  of  the  island,  and 
with  this  country  especially  ;  whether  ho 
is  aware  that  it  has  b^en  proposed  to 
remit  the  "  light  and  port  dues "  in 
Lamaca  and  Limasol  to  any  ling  of 
steamers  ninniug  direct,  and  under 
jjostal  contract,  with  a  weekly  mail  from 
PJgypt,  in  lieu  of  a  regular  subsidy  ;  and 
whether  he  will  confer  with  the  Post- 
master General  on  the  subject,  with  a 
view  to  inviting  tenders  on  this  basis, 
and  tiius  obtain  a  great  service  and 
benefit  for  the  island  at  no  cost  to  its 
exchequer  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  The  question 
of  improved  postal  communication  with 
Cj'prus  has,  at  various  times,  occupied 
the  attention  of  Secretaries  of  State,  but 
not  lately,  as  the  present  armngementa 
are  considered  as  satisfactorj'  as  the 
financial  resources  of  the  island  will  ad- 
mit. It  does  take  from  11  to  13  days 
for  letters  to  reach  the  island.  The  time- 
formerly  occupied  was  usually  about  six 
and  a  half  or  seven  days  ;  but  the  con- 
nection with  the  Brindisi  express  some- 
times failed.  As  regards  the  third  para- 
graph of  the  question,  no  such  complaints- 
have  reached  the  Colonial  Office  for  a  long 
time  ;  and  as  trade  and  shi^^ping  Returns 
show  an  increase,  it  is  not  probable  that 
such  complaints  will  be  made.  With 
respect  to  the  concluding  paragraphs,  we 
have  not  had  any  such  proposals  made  to 
us  by  any  shipowner  to  pt-rform  a  weekly 
direct  service  on  these  terms.  If  such  a 
proposal  is  made  it  will  receive  attentive 
consideration. 

Ai?8AULT  ON  A  SUPERIOR  OFFICER. 
Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall.  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  a  soldier  named  Lee  was  last 
year  a  prisoner  in  Uerry  Gaol,  under- 
going a  sentence  of  two  years  with  hard 
labour,  for  having  committed  a  violent 
assault  upon  his  superior  ofticfr,  by  a 
■1  I 
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Judge  in  a  Conrtof  Justice  ;  and  whether 
ho  is  confined  in  Deny  Gaol,  or  whether 
he  has  been  removed,  and  to  what  other 
prison  '^ 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  shall  be 
obliged  if  the  hon.  Gentleniau  will  defer 
the  question. 


in  Cornioall. 
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UREN.\DIER  GUARDS. 
Mk.  CONrBEARE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
he  will  lay  before  Parliament  the 
defaulter  sheets  of  the  men  belonging 
to  the  2ud  battalion  Grenadier  Guards 
who  have  been  sentenced  by  a  Court 
Martial  to  prolonged  terms  of  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour  ? 
•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanuope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  No,  Sir ;  I  do  not  think 
that  any  useful  purpose  would  be  served 
by  their  pniduction. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  did  not  aak 
whether  any  useful  purpose  would  ba 
served,  but  whether,  for  ourinformation, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  lay  the 
defaulter  sheets  before  us.  I  woatd 
ask  him  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
sentence  of  two  years'  imprisonment  in- 
flicted on  one  of  the  men  is  the  same 
punishment  as  that  which  has  been  in- 
flicted on  a  soldier  named  Lee  for  a 
violent  assault  on  his  superior  officer  7 
•Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation  on  the  subject  referred  to.  I 
am  perfectly  clear  it  would  not  bo 
advisable  to  lay  the  defaulter  sheets 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  aak  whether 
the  clmracter  of  the  men  punished  has 
not  been  exceedingly  good  hitlierto  1 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Any  circum- 
stances  of  that  kind  would,  no  doubt,  be 
taken  into  consideration  by  the  Court 
Hklartial. 

Me.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon  Gentleman 
whether  he,  as  Secretary  for  War,  knows 
whether  the  characters  of  the  men 
p^nnished  were  good  or  bad  up  to  this 
time  ? 

Mb.  DILLON:  May  I  ask  whether 
the  fact  iif  a  soldier  having  a  good 
character  and  long  service  is  considered 
as  a  ground  for  increasing  the  severity 
of  his  sentence  ? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No,  Sir  ;  cer- 
tainly not. 

J/r.  Coiiyhears 


Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  May  I  ask  if  we 
are  to  understand  that  conduct  such  as 
that  which  has  been  punished  in  this 
case  is  to  be  placed  on  a 'par  with  the 
much  graver  offence  of  violently  assault- 
ing a  su{)erior  officer,  which  is  visited 
with  similar  punishment  ? 
•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  No,  Sir. 


SlINERS'  DISEASE  IN  CORNWALL. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE :  I  beg  lo  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  h^  yet  received  from 
Mr.  Pinching  his  written  Report  on  the 
prevalence  of  Miners'  Disease  among  the 
miners  of  Cornwall;  whether  he  will 
lay  it  upon  the  Table  when  he  has  got 
it ;  whether  he  can  state  upon  what 
evidence,  taken  since  1H88,  the  Govern- 
ment have  decided  to  introduce  legisla- 
tion to  deal  with  the  question  ;  and 
whether  such  legislative  proposals  are  to 
be  based  upon  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Pinching  that,  except  for  omission  on 
the  part  of  the  miners,  there  is  no 
danger  from  this  form  f>f  disease,  the 
ventilation  and  general  arrangements  of 
tlie  mines  being,  in  his  opinion,  all  that 
can  be  desired  1 

The  SECRETARY  oi  STATE  fob  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.):  Yes,  Sir;  I  have  re- 
ceived the  Report  I  asked  for  from  the 
Inspector  as  to  the  alleged  insiinitary 
condition  of  the  mines  in  Cornwall.  I 
will  send  a  copy  to  the  hon.  Member,  but 
I  do  not  propose  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  The  Government  have  not 
been  moved  by  fresh  evidence  since  1888 
to  contemplate  legislation  with  regard  to 
metalliferous  mines.  Early  in  that  year 
the  Inspectors,  at  my  request,  furnished 
me  with  suggestions  for  improving  the 
general  efficiency  of  the  existing  Act, 
and,  among  other  things,  for  securing 
better  ventilation  and  lessening  the 
dangers  from  ladder-climbing.  With  re- 
spect to  these  last  two  matters,  I  am 
gkd  to  say  that  a  greatly  improved  state 
of  things  now  exists. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE ;  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  consider 
the  propriety  of  granting  me  Return 
No.  6,  for  which  I  have  a  Motion  on  the 
Paper!'  I  will  not  press  for  a  reply 
now,  but  will  repeat  the  question  on  a 
future  occasion. 
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THE  GOVERNMENT  AND  THE  BISLET 
RANGES. 

Mb,  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Cliancollor  of  the  Exchequer  if, 
having  regard  to  the  national  and  educa- 
tional work  of  the  National  Rifle  Asso- 
ciation, to  the  fact  that  the  Bisley 
Ranges  have  been  lent  for  several  weeks 
to  the  Aldershot  Division  for  volley 
firing,  and  also  to  the  difficulty  experi- 
enced in  raising  from  the  public  funds, 
found  in  other  countries  for  like  pur- 
poses by  the  State,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  consider  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  grant  to  the  Association  suffi- 
cient to  cover  the  unavoidable  cost  of 
its  move  from  Wimbledon  to  Bisley 
from  tho  extra  money  at  its  disposal 
from,  the  increased  taxation  on  ulcohol  ? 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  The  answers  I  have 
already  given  with  regard  to  the  alloca- 
tion of  this  money  will  make  it  clear  that 
I  cannot  undertake  to  submit  to  Parlia- 
ment the  proposal  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member. 


SCOTLAND  AND  THE  LOCAL  TAXATION 
BILL. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chnncollor  of  the  Exchequer  what  is  the 
amount  of  residue  to  be  given  to  the 
County  and  Town  Councils  in  Scotland 
under  his  Amendments  to  Clause  2  of 
the  Local  Taxation  (Customs  uud  Excise 
Duties)  Bill,  and  what  sums  will  be 
given  to  Ediiibur>,'h,  Glasgow,  Dundee, 
and  Aberdeen  under  his  proposal? 

•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  BOBKRTSON:  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  will  allow  mo  to 
answer  the  question.  The  amount  to 
be  given  to  the  County  and  Town 
Councils  in  Scotland  under  the  Amend- 
ments referred  to  in  tho  question  will  be 
about  £49,000.  The  pmportions  payal.ilo 
to  the  four  towns  named  will  probably 
be  respectively:  Edinburgh  about 
£4,600  ;  Glasgow  about  £7,200  ;  Dun- 
dee about  £1,400;  Aberdeen  about 
£1,100. 

THE  STRENGTH  OF  THE  GUARDS. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
he  will  grant  the  Return  as  to  the 
strength  of  the  Guards,  of  which  notice 
appears  on  to-day's  Paper? 


•Me.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  am  unable 
to  grant  the  Return  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  ;  but  I  liave  no  objection  to  tell 
him  that  tho  number  of  men  in  the 
different  battalions  of  the  Guards  in 
London  was  by  the  last  Return  :— 1st 
Battalion  Grenadier  Guards,  71^9  of  all 
ranks;  2nd  Battalion  Grenadier  Guards, 
809  of  all  ranks ;  Ist  Battalion  Cold- 
stream Guanls,  693  of  all  ranks  ;  Ist 
Battalion  Scots  Guards,  690  of  all  ranks  ; 
2nd  Battalion  Scots  Guards,  710  of  all 
ranks.  The  establishment  of  the  bands 
is,  in  the  Grenadier  Guards,  60;  in  the 
Coldstream  Guards  and  Scots  Guards, 
40 ;  but,  in  addition  to  these  numliera, 
acting  bandsmen  are  appointed,  whose 
numbers  vary  from  time  to  time. 

THE  OWYLWYS  SETT  STONE  QUARRY. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
tic.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  and  Forests  have  granted  a  lease 
of  tho  Gwylwys  Sett  Stone  Qnarry,  in 
the  parish  of  Pistyll,  Carnarvonshire  ; 
if  so,  to  whom,  for  what  term,  and  sub- 
ject to  what  dead  rent  and  royalties; 
whether  such  a  lease  contains  any 
proviso  for  re-entry  in  tlie  event  of  the 
quarry  not  being  worked  for  a  certain 
time  ;  and  if  there  bo  such  a  provision, 
whether  it  has  been  enforced  1 

A  LORD  or  the  TREASURY 
(Sir  H.  Maxwell,  Wigton)  :  I  am 
informed  that  negotiations  are  in  pro- 
gress for  the  grant  of  a  lease  of  the 
quarry  referred  to,  but  no  lease  has 
been  granted.  The  lease,  if  granted, will 
contain  a  provision  for  re-entry  in  the 
event  of  the  quarry  not  being  worked. 

THE  CENSUS. 
Me.  LLOYD-GEORGF  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Biard  whether,  in  tho  tabulation 
of  the  statistics  of  the  Census,  he  will 
direct  that  a  compilation  shall  be  made 
of  the  number  of  children  of  school  age 
under  the  Elementary  Education  Acts  T 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  question  whether 
the  ages  of  children  between  10  and  15 
years  should  be  separately  shown  in  the 
Census  Returns,  instead  of  the  children 
being  included  in  one  group,  was  con- 
sidered by  the  Census  Committee ;  but 
they  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  recom- 

I  mind  that  tliis  should  be  done,  the  views 
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of  the  Registrar  General's  Department 
being  distinctly  opposed  to  the  proposal. 
Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  School  Boards  are  constantly 
put  to  largo  expense  by  the  making  of 
these  local  inquiries  in  conformity  with 
the  regulations  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, and,  in  view  of  this  expenditure 
and  in  the  interest  of  public  education, 
will  he  re  consider  this  matter,  and  have 
a  separato  heading  for  school  children 
on  the  Census  Paper  ? 
•Mb.  RITCHIE:  I  have  not  come  to 
any  decision  on  the  matter.  The  ques- 
tion only  appeai-ed  on  the  Paper  to-day. 
We  have  given  effect  to  the  Report  of 
the  Census  Committee,  but  it  is  quite 
open  to  us  to  re-consider  the  matter  in 
regard  to  school  children. 

RESIGNATION    OF    COLONEL 
MAITLAND. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL ;  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he 
has  observ^  that  Colonel  Maitland, 
of  the  Grenadier  Guards,  wrote  to  the 
papers  to  say  that  he  had  not  resigned  ; 
if  Colonel  Maitland  has,  nevertheless, 
been  treated  as  having  resigned,  and  is 
retired  on  half-pay  ;  and  if  that  step  is 
the  result  of  an  inquiry  showing  iliat 
Colonel  Maitland  is  so  much  in  fault  as 
to  justify  his  removal,  or  is  a  mere 
temporary  removal,  leaving  the  oflBcer 
eligible  for  future  employment  ? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  Colonel  Mait- 
land, after  writing  to  the  papers  saying 
that  he  had  not  resigned,  re-oousidered  the 
matter,  and  voluntarily  tendered  his  un- 
reserved resignation,  which  was  accepted, 
and,  accordingly,  he  has  been  placed  on 
half-pay. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  inquiry  showed  that  the 
mutiny  of  the  Guards  was  due  to  the 
harsh  conduct  of  Colonel  Maitland  ? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  have  already 
stated  that  I  think  it  would  be  contrary 
to  the  interests  of  the  Public  Service  to 
say  what  the  inquiry  showed. 

THE  GUARDS  AND  FOREIGN  SERVICE. 
Sib  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  that  the 
Guards  shall  henceforward  take  their 
Mr.  Ritchie 


turn  of  foreign  service  with  the  rest  of 
the  Army? 
•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  :  No,  Sir. 

APPOINTMENTS  IN  THE  POST  OFFICB 

Mb.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  :  f 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Tix-asury  whether  he  will  consider  the 
advisiibility  of  taking  the  right  of 
nomination  to  certain  appointments  in 
the  Postal  Services  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
and  of  placing  all  such  appintments  m 
the  hands  of  the  Department  that  is 
responsible  for  the  efiGcieut  administra- 
tion of  the  Service  in  question  ? 

•The  first  LORD  of  thk  TREAStJRf 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smii'H,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
The  question  is  one  that  is  receiving  the 
considemtion  of  the  Government,  with 
the  view  of  securing  efficient  administra^ 
tion. 

NAVAL  ADMINISTUATION. 
Admiiial  MAYNE:  I  beg  to  a«k  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  take  care  that  an  opportunity  shall 
be  offered,  before  it  is  too  late  in  th& 
Session,  for  the  discussion  of  that  part  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Naval  and 
Military  Administration  which  relates  to 
the  Navy,  as  to  which,  so  far,  no  oppor- 
tunity has  occurred  1 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  hoj*  that  such 
an  opportunity  may  arise  ;  but  in  the 
prijsent  condition  of  business,  I  am  not 
able  to  name  any  day  for  the  discussion 
of  the  subject. 

FEMALE  TYPISTS  IN  GOVERNMENT 
OFFICES. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Ijord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  permission  given 
by  the  Treasury  to  Departments  of  the 
Civil  Service  to  employ  female  typists  is, 
or  will  be,  conditional  on  the  Department 
publicly  announcing  the  intention  to 
appoint  such  persons,  and  on  its  making 
the  appointments  after  competitive  eJc- 
nmination  of  the  candidates  ;  or  whether, 
in  introducing  female  typists  into  the 
Service,  the  Government  propose  to 
recognise  a  return  to  the  system  of 
appointment  by  private  patronage  with- 
out examination  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners,  notwithstanding  such  a 
system  has   long  since  been  pructicaliy 
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abolished  as  regards  the  appointment  of 
men  ? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  : 


The  employment 
of  female  typists  Ims  been  aa  yet  ex- 
perimental, and  Departments  have  miuie 
their  own  selection  of  typists.  There  is 
little  doubt  that  Liu's  form  of  labour  will 
be  generally  adopted  in  the  Pablie  Ser- 
vice, and  the  Tre;isury  will  have  to  con- 
sider the  general  conditions  under  which 
female  typists  will  be  employed. 

MALTESE  MAIUUAGE  LAW. 
Ma.   SUMMERS:    1  beg  to  ask  the 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  at  what  date 

it  was  first  made  known  to  the  Authori- 
ties in  this  country  that  the  marriages  of 
Protestants  with  one  another  and  of 
Protestants  ■with  Roman  Catholics  in 
Malta  were  contrary  to  law,  unless  eole- 
brtited  according  to  the  form  established 
by  the  Council  ot  Trent  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  In  1865  by  the 
Crown  Advocate  of  Malta,  who  is  now 
"Chief  Justice  ;  but  (1),  as  regards 
marriages  between  non- Roman  Catholics 
under  licence  from  the  Governor  or 
Bishops,  or  otherwise,  he  advised  tliat 
tiiey  had  received  a  degree  of  recognition 
which  constituted  a  cons-uetudo  abrcxja- 
toria,  and  were,  in  his  opinion,  valid  ; 
and  (2),  ns  regards  marriages  between  a 
Roman  Catholic  and  a  non-Roman 
■Catholic,  he  advised  tliat  they  could  only 
be  legally  celebrated  by  a  Roman  Catholic 
priest  in  accordance  with  the  forms  of 
the  Council  of  Trent. 

Mu.  SUMMERS :  1  would  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter, 
dated  'iitli  June,  1*S90,  from  a  (,'eiitleman 
signing  himself  "  Wesleyan  Minister,' 
addressed  to  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Government  at  Malta,  complaining  that 
he  h.'id  recently  been  refused  a  licence 
to  perform  a  "  mixed  marriage,"  on  the 
ground  that  one  of  the  jmrtiea  was  a 
Roman  Catholic,  although  licence  to  per- 
form such  marriages  h;ul  never  hitherto 
been  refused,  and  asking  whether  the 
GhDvemor  will  continue  to  issue  licences 
for  the  jx'rforniance  of  mixed  marriages  ; 
and  what  answer,  if  any,  has  been  re- 
turned to  this  letter  1 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  attenHon  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  not  been 
drawn  to  the  letter  in  question,  of  which 
the  Colonial  Office  have  no  knowledge. 


GUNPOWDER  LICENCES  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (for  Mr.  T.  M.  Healt)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
explain  why  it  is  that  Messrs.  Felix 
Keii-ans  A-  Co.,  a  Catholic  firm  of  iron- 
mongers, have  been  refused  a  licence  to 
sell  gunpf)wder  by  the  Clones  Commis- 
sioners on  the  ground  that  the  tirm  also 
held  a  spirit  licence  ;  whether  the  Com- 
missioners granted  a  gunpowder  licence 
to  J.  C.  Deiring  &  Co.,  Clones,  a 
Protestant  firm,  who  also  hold  a  spirit 
licence;  and  do  the  police  object  to 
Messrs.  Keirana  getting  a  gunpowder 
licence  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  ground  of 
refusal  appears  to  have  lx;en  not  that 
indicated  in  tho  question,  but  the  want 
of  proper  accommodation  for  storing  the 
powder,  The  police  have  no  personal 
objection  in  the  matter. 

IIR.  JUSTICE  riARKISON'S  CHARGE  AT 
GALWAY  ASSIZES. 

Mb.  DILLON :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  he 
is  now  prepared  to  read  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Justice  Harrison  at  the  recent 
Galway  Assizes  1 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR;  The  state- 
ment is  really  a  private  letter  addressed 
to  myself,  which  perhaps  the  House 
will  not  object  to  my  reading.  It  is  in 
these  terms — 

"Jnly  23, 

"Sir,— I  returned  from  the  Galway  Asaizes 
last  night.  1  observed  in  the  Timet'  report  of 
the  proceedings  iu  the  Uouhe  of  Commoofl  oa 
Moudny  evening  that  you  uxprisscJ  Ibe  wish 
thut  I  would  send  you  an  account  of  my  charge 
ut  the  recent  Gulwity  Assizes.  I  beg  to  state 
Ihnt  my  charge  was  not  committed  to  writing, 
nor  have  1  any  note  of  it.  'i'he  official  docu- 
uients  )>efore  mu  showed  that  u  great  many 
outrages  were  reported  from  the  East  Hiding 
of  the  County  Ualway,  iu  none  of  which  hud 
any  person  beeu  made  amenable,  including  the 
following,  namely  : — Attempt  to  murder  by  ex- 
plosives, firing  ut  the  police,  tiring  into  a 
dwelling-house,  arson  (three  cases),  intimida- 
tion, killing  aud  muiuiiug  cattle,  malicious 
injuries  to  properly,  threatening  notices,  <N:c., 
and  I  was  also  inforuied  by  the  Police  Autho- 
rities that  intimidation  and  lawleaaness  pre- 
vailed to  such  an  extent  in  certain  districts 
that  it  was  deemed  expedient  to  resort  to  the 
course  there  hitherto  uuknown  of  having  night 
jiatrols  of  police  acroBS  country,  in  place  of  the 
ordinary  patrols  along  the  roads,  with  a  view, 
if  possible,  to  check  the  system  of  intimidation, 
iic,  which  prevailed.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, and  feeling  very  strongly  for  thp 
people   who  were  the  suQereni,  1  used  at  the 
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moment  the  words  '  Lynch  law  *  as  repon«di 
bat  I  did  not  ose  them  in  the  sense  imputed, 
namely,  ihnt  lives  should  be  tsken,  or  as  nn 
invitation  to  murder  certain  individuals  in  the 
county,  and  I  am  quite  certain  that  my  words 
were  not  so  understood.  I  believe  that  my 
UnKuage,  though  not  felicitously  chosen,  was 
nnderstood  in  the  meaning  intended  to  be  con- 
veyed by  me — that  it  was  eurjirising  that  the 
people  in  the  district  referred  to  bad  not  the 
moral  courage  openly  to  assert  themselves 
■gainst  the  system  of  intimidation  and  outrage 
by  which  it  was  sought  to  terrorise  thorn 
This  is  the  meaning  in  which  my  words  were 
spoken,  and  in  this  sense  I  believe  they  wero 
nnderstood." 

Mb.  DILLON:  The  lejimed  Judge 
has  not  in  that  statement  repndiated  the 
language  which  I  find  all  the  Irish 
newspapers  agree  in  reporting.  Under 
these  circuTOstanoes  I  beg  to  give  notice 
to  the  Qovernment  that  I  shall  p>ut  a 
notice  on  the  Paper  to-night  impugning 
the  conduct  and  language  of  the  learned 
Judge,  and  on  Monday  next  I  Rhall  ask 
the  Government  for  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  that  question. 

Me.  sexton  :  I  would  ask  whether' 
there  was  anything  in  the  Assisa; 
Calendar  or  the  Police  Reports  which 
justifies  a  depirture  from  the  ordinary 
coarse  in  the  Judge's  charge  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  1 
ought  to  liave  notice  of  that  question. 
No  doubt  with  regard  to  a  relatively 
large  area  in  County  Galway  intimidation 
and  outrage  do  prevail. 


PUBLIC^  BUSINESS. 
Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  <kc.)  :  May  I  ask  the  Leader  of 
the  House  of  Commons  what  course  the 
Government  intend  to  take  in  regard  to 
Order  No.  9  —  the  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Elxcise)  Duties  Bill? 

Me.  DELtXDN  :  Before  that  is  answeredi 
I  would  ask  if  the  Government  can  give 
an  undertaking  that  Order  No.  4 — that 
is  the  Report  of  Supply  of  16th  July — 
will  be  taken  to-night  at  1 1  o'clock  1 

•Mk.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  take  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Anglo-German 
Agreement  Bill  first,  and  the  rest  of  the 
Orders  as  they  appear  on  the  Paper. 
The  Report  of  Supply  referred  to  will  be 
taken  to-night  if  reached  by  1 1  o'clock, 
which  1  hope  will  be  the  case,  and  if  the 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


House  is  in  Committee  of  Supply  at  thai 
hour  the  Government  will  report  Pro- 
gress for  that  purpose.  The  L<.)cal  Taxa- 
tion Bill  will  not  be  taken  t4>night. 

Mti.  DILLON :  I  would  venture  to 
urge  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
extreme  inconvenience  of  the  course  he 
proposes  to  take.  He  hopes  it  may  be 
possible  to  reach  the  4tli  Order  by 
11  o'clock.  Everyone  knows  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  reach  it  if  he 
chooses  to  do  so.  I  have  remained  here 
four  nights  in  the  hope  that  tlie  Order 
would  be  reached  before  1 1  o'clock,  but 
it  never  has  been.  I  would  nsk  for  aa 
undertaking  that  the  Order  will  be  taken 
to-night  at  11  o'clock. 

•Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  not  sure 
that  1  am  in  a  position  to  give  that 
undertaking.  It  is  desired  that  the 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill  may  be 
read  a  second  time,  and  at  what  hotir 
the  discussion  on  that  Bill  will  terminate 
of  course  I  cannot  say. 

Mk.  SEXTON :  I  desire  to  ask  what 
course  the  Government  propose  to  take 
with  regard  to  the  Juvenile  Offenders 
Bill,  which  has  come  fi-om  the  House  of 
Lords  t  There  are  circumstances,  I  may 
say,  which  will  render  it  necessary  for 
the  Irish  Members  to  offer  strenuous 
opposition  to  the  applioition  of  the 
measure  to  Ireland. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  If  the  Irish 
Members  desn-e  it  Ireland  will  be 
excluded  from  the  operation  of  the 
Juvenile  Offenders  Bill. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  If  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Anglo-German 
Agreement  Bill  is  taken  to-night  will 
the  Committee  stage  be  taken  on 
Monday  t 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :   That  wiU  be  so. 


POLICE  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  an. 
Appendix. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  324.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  for  Monday  next,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  398.] 


917 


Anglo-German 


{July  25,  1890} 


Agreement  Bill, 


918 


COAL  1UNE8  (EXPLOSIONS). 
Address  fwr — 
"  Return  Bhowino-,  with  regard  to  Coal  Mines  in  the  United  Kingdom,  the  number,  for  the 
last  10  years,  of  fatal  explosions  of  which  notice  was  rKjuired  to  bo  given  under  Section  39  of 
tho  Coal  Mines  Hegulation  Act  of  18V2,  or  under  Section  35  of  the  Cunl  Mines  Kegulation  Act 
of  1887.  tho  number  of  lives  lost,  and,  whore  such  information  was  included  in  the  notice,  or 
otherwise  conveyed  to  the  Inspectors,  and  is  still  preserved,  the  approximate  hour  of  the 
shift  when  tho  explosion  occurred,  in  the  following  form; — 


Name  of  colliery.    Date  of  Explosion. 


Number  of  lives  lost. 


Approximate  hour  of  shift  when 
Explosion  occurred, 


—(Mr.  Ftnwiek.) 

CYPRUS  (ENFORCED  SALES). 
Address  for — 

"  Return  showing  the  number  of  Enforced 
Sales  of  Property  in  the  island  of  Cyprus  for 
the  years  1887.  1888,  and  1889  (a)  at  the 
instance  of  the  Island  Government,  and  (b)  at 
the  instance  of  private  parties." — (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


ANGLO-GERMAN     AGREEMENT     BILL 

[LORDS.;;— (No.  393.) 

SECOND   BEADING.       [aDJOUBNED   DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [24th  July],  "  That  tho  Bill  he  now 
read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon 
this  day  three  months," — (J/r.  Philippt,) 
— inst<;'ad  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  tlie 
word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Debate  resumed. 

•(5.28.)  Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON 
(Suifolk,  Eye) :  The  greater  portion 
of  the  Debate  last  night  was  occupied 
by  the  discussion  of  a  very  intricate 
and  important  question  relating  to 
a  constitutional  innovation  which  the 
Grovernment  have  brought  about  by 
the  way  they  decided  to  present 
this  measure  to  the  House.  Into 
the  merits  or  demerits  of  that  course 
it  is  not  my  intention  to  euter  to- 
night, but  this  I  would  point  out,  that  if 
the  Government  were  right — and  I  do 
not  say  they  were — in  presenting  a  Bill 


to  this  House,  it  was  their  bounden  duty 
to  take  what  opportunity  they  could  to 
enable  the  fullest  possible  discussion  to 
be  had  on  the  measure.     As  there  was 
an  important  constitutional  question  to 
be  discussed,  it  was  ouly  at  a  compara- 
tively late  hour  of  the  evening  that  it 
was  possible  for  the  House  to  address 
itself    to    the    merits   of   the   proposed 
arrangement  with  Germany.     Under  the 
circumstances,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
course  adopted  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  last  night  in  attempting  to  close 
the  Debate  on  an  arrangement   which 
involves     the     destinies      of      half      a 
continent,  was  very  much  mi.stakeu,  and 
one  to  be  strongly  deprecated.     I  trust 
that  no  such  attempt  will  be  made  to- 
night, looking  at  the  large  number  of 
Members    who    are    interested    in   the 
matter.     The  immediate  interest  is,  no 
doubt,   connected   with    the    cession   of 
Heligoland,  and  on  that  question   there 
are,     no     doubt,     two    questions    that 
force    themselves    upon    our   attention. 
The  first  is,  whether  the  consent  of  the 
inhabitants    of     the    island    has     been 
obtiiiaed  to  the  proposed  cession.     We 
are   told   tho   Government    have   made 
informal  and  confidential  inquiries,  but 
no  attempt,  apparently,  has  been  made  to 
tjike,  directly  or  indirectly,  the  sense  of 
the  inhabitants  upon  the  question.     The 
opinion  of  observers  and  visitors  to  the 
island  differ  very  greatly.     One  gentle- 
man who  called  on  the  Under  Secretary 
yesterday   gave   him   one   version,    but 
other    gentlemen    have    given     totally 
different  versions  as  to  the  opinions  of  the 
inhabitants.      It   seems   to   mo   that  to 
hand  over  territory  to  a  foreign  Power 
without  first  obtaining  a  clear  expression 
of   opinion  from  the    inhabitants  is   to 
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establish  a  very  bad  precedent.  But 
tbero  is  a  second  point  connected  with 
the  cession  of  Heligoland  as  to  -which  we 
are  entitled  to  ask  for  some  explanation. 
There  is  reason  to  believe,  from  the 
German  military  newspapers,  that  the 
first  act  of  the  German  Government  will 
be  to  construct  upon  the  ceded  island 
extensive  and  very  stronf^  fortifications. 
A  very  important  article  appeared 
yesterday  rooming  in  the  Krcuz  Zeitumj. 
The  article  opened  by  saying  tliat  the 
appearance  of  the  article  hiid  been 
delayed  until  yesterday,  because  they 
wished  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill 
to  have  been  passed  in  the  House  of 
Commons  before  the  publication.  The 
iiifurmation  possessed  by  the  publishers 
of  the  newspaper  as  to  the  doings  of  the 
House  of  CommonB  appeared  to  be  very 
faulty.  The  article  went  on  to  attach 
the  greatest  im(X)rtanco  to  the  proposed 
cession  of  Heligoland,  and  to  admit  that 
the  German  Press  had  minimised  the 
importance  of  the  proposed  cession  of 
Heligoland  in  order  that  the  German 
Government  might  make  a  better  bargain 
in  South  Africa.  I  hold  that  the  quid 
pro  quo  obtained  for  our  concessions  is 
inadequate.  In  the  event  of  war  betweeu 
Germany  and  some  other  Power  Heligo- 
land would  be  of  vast  importance  to  the 
formsr.  Therefore,  in  return  for  the 
island  we  ought  to  obtain  more  than  we 
shall  under  the  Agreement.  In  Africa 
we  are  to  have  the  Protectorate  of 
Zanzibar,  but  that  does  not  amount  to 
very  much.  The  Protectorate  will  only 
be  over  the  islands  of  Zanzibar  and 
Pemba.  Formerly  this  country  enjoyed 
far  greater  influence  on  the  East  Coast 
(if  Africti  than  it  will  have  under  this 
Agreement,  for,  before  the  Treaty  of 
1 1886,  when  .Sir  John  Kirk  was  the 
keeper  of  the  conscience  of  Sultan  Seyyid 
Burga-sh,  the  influence  of  this  country  in 
East  Africa  was  paramount.  The  events 
of  the  last  few  years  show,  what  the 
Government  no  doubt  will  admit,  that 
the  influence  of  England  on  the  East 
Coast  of  Africa  is  not  what  it  was  five, 
six.  or  seven  years  ago.  It  seems  to  me 
that  we  are  getting  back  very  much  less 
than  we  actually  possos.sed  before. 
L  Before  we  acfjuirc  the  Protcctorato  of 
{Zanzibar  we  have  to  consult  France.  We 
ttLTc  glad  to  hear  that  France  is  entering 
into  the  nesfotiations  in  a  thoroughly 
friendly  spirit,  but  surely  it  would  have 
Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson 


been  more  atlvantageous  to  this  country 
if  we  had  consulted  France  at  the  time  of 
the  negotiations  with  Germany  than  to 
arrange  with  her  subsi-'quently.  Then, 
again,  there  i.s  another  point  of  import- 
nnce  connected  with  East  and  Central 
Africa,  and  that  is  that  one  result  of  the 
Agreement  will  to  the  perpetuation  in 
Africa  of  the  separation  between  the 
British  sphere  of  influeuc-e  in  the  north 
and  the  British  sphere  of  influence  in  the 
south.  It  wiU  be  impossible  to  get  from 
Lake  Tanganyika  to  the  Victoria  Nyanza 
without  pa.ssing  through  German  terri- 
tory. A  concession  from  Germany 
which  would  have  hivd  the  effect  of  pre- 
venting this  undesirable  state  of  things 
ought,  if  possible,  to  have  teen 
obtained.  The  Agreement  should  also 
be  considered  in  its  relation  to  the 
future  development  of  Southern  Africa. 
There  will  inevitably,  at  a  no  very  dis- 
tant date,  to  a  large  influx  of  British 
people  into  Cape  Colony,  and  then  it 
will  to  necessary  to  make  a  new  Agree- 
ment with  Germany  with  respect  to  the 
territories  near  Walfisch  Bay,  and  we 
shall  he  unable  to  obtain  as  favourable 
terms  as  we  might  have  obtained  now. 
The  relations  of  Germany  with  South 
Africa  may  very  likely,  in  the  course  of 
not  many  years,  undergo  a  great  change  in 
consequence  of  the  increase  of  the  area  of 
the  German  Empire  in  Europe.  The  Eng- 
lish framers  of  the  Agreement  do  not 
appear  to  have  considered  what  will  to 
the  effect  upon  the  course  of  events  in 
South  Africa  of  the  incorporation  of  the 
Kingdom  of  Holland  with  Germany. 
Ii\  that  event.  Germany  will  obtain 
Amsterdam  and  Rotterdam,  40,000  able 
seamen,  and  all  the  Dutch  colonies,  and 
her  interest  in  the  affairs  of  South 
Africa  will  to  enormously  increased. 
One  would  suppose  that  the  commercial 
interest  in  Germany  connected  with  the 
colonies  is  of  so  strong  and  potent  a 
character  as  to  to  able  to  dictate  to  the 
Government  what  course  to  adopt.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  German  commercial 
interest  in  South  Africa  has  been  dwind- 
ling for  some  years  past.  The  Report  of 
the  German  Colonial  Society  was  pub- 
lished a  day  or  two  ago,  and  I  noticed 
from  it  that,  during  the  last  year,  no 
fewer  than  1,700  gentlemen  have  ceased 
to  to  members,  owing  to  default  in  the 
payment  of  subscriptions.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  have  looked  ahead 
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when  making  to  Germany  a  very  con- 
-i'lerable  concession  in  the  shape  of 
ligoland.  They  ought  to  have  obtained 
-  more,  fortunate  arrangement  in  Africa, 
from  our  own  point  of  view.  Tlie  Go- 
vernment have  not  obtivined  the  best 
bivrgixin  they  could  have  obtained.  No 
doubt  the  Agreement  is  an  honest 
attemjit  to  arrive  at  a  good  understand- 
ing with  Germany,  but  when  any 
impartial  observer  looks  at  the  details, 
be  eanndt  but  bo  struck  with  the  fact 
that  England  has  not  obtained  the  treat- 
ment she  might  have  been  able  to  obtain, 
and  which,  undoubtedly,  she  would  have 
obtained  if  she  had  pressed  with  greater 
emphasis  the  claims  of  the  British  colon- 
ists in  South  Africa,  and  if  also  she  had 
laid  greater  stress  on  the  importance  of 
Heligoland  to  Germany,  and  the  regret 
thi.s  country  felt  at  parting  with  the 
possession.  On  these  grounds  I  intetul 
to  support  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lanark  (Mi-.  Philipps). 
There  was  no  immediate  necessity  for 
an  Agreement  of  this  kind.  If  more 
favourable  terms  could  have  been 
obtained  next  year,  next  year  would 
Lave  done  equally  well  for  the  making 
of  the  Agreement.  Surely  the  people 
of  England  and  the  colonial  subjects  of 
the  Queen  have  a  right  to  expect  that 
greater  attention  would  have  been  pitd 
to  their  interests  in  this  matter,  and 
that,  in  view  of  the  influx  of  a  British 
popuLition  into  Africa  in  times  to  come, 
greater  care  would  have  been  taken  to 
maintain  unimpaired  the  interest  we 
have  in  that  country,  and  to  render 
jxissible  the  free  development  of  their 
energy  in  that  continent.  On  these 
grounds  I  find  it  necessary  to  support 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  If 
the  Agreement  be  regarded  by  the 
present  Government  as  a  final  settle- 
ment, I  think  the  condemnation  it 
deserves  is  certainly  more  severe  than 
any  I  have  endeavoured  to  pass  upon  it. 
But  I  cannot  believe  that  the  Agree- 
tuent  is  intended  b}'  the  Government  to 
be  a  final  settlement  of  the  difficulty. 
There  is  no  pressing  necessity  for 
arriving  at  an  understanding  of  this 
kind.  The  question  can  wait  for  a  more 
adequate  and  a  more  favourable  solution, 
and  I  think  that,  in  view  of  the  attitude 
the  German  Press  is  adopting  now,  it 
sees  that  the  House  of  Commons  bus 
practically  passed   the  Agreement,   the 


Government  may  be  fairly  called  upon 
to  consider  whether  it  is  not  possible  to 
amend  the  Treaty  by  subsequent  Agree- 
ments, dealing  with  particular  parts. 

•(5.53.)  Admieal  MAYNE  (Pembroke 
and  Haverfordwest):  The  question 
lias  been  divided  into  two  parts,  the 
cess-ion  nf  Heligoland  and  the  advan- 
tage  we  have  gained,  or  othenvise, 
in  Africa.  I  have  been  greatly, 
surprised  at  the  views  expressed  in 
the  House  as  to  the  little  island  of 
Heligoland.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
Germans  would  probably  make  it  a 
powerful  fortification,  while  one  hon. 
Member  has  applied  to  it  the  title 
of  the  Gibmltur  of  the  Baltic.  I 
l)elieve  that  the  gentleman  who  took 
the  island,  in  the  days  before  steam,  did 
so  describe  it,  but  I  also  believe  that  not 
a  single  person  who  is  capable  of  judging 
would  now  consider  such  a  title  as  any- 
thing but  ludicrous.  How  can  this  little 
island  at  the  entrance  to  a  German 
river  be  compared  to  the  gate  of  tlie 
Mediterranean,  through  which  all  the 
trafBc  to  the  East  must  pass  t  Is  England 
prepared  to  fortify  this  island?  We 
have  it  on  the  authority  of  Sir  John 
Coode  that  it  would  cost  at  least 
£1.000,000  to  make  a  harbour  there, 
and  at  least  £2,000,000  would  be 
required  to  fortify  it.  Is  any  hon. 
Gentleman  prepared  seriously  to  propose 
to  the  House  that  England  should 
fortify  the  place — an  island  at  the  en- 
trance to  a  German  river — considering 
the  present  relations  between  the  two 
countries'?  If  not  a  caiiut  belli,  it  would 
at  least  bo  the  nearest  thing  to  it.  The 
Germans  may  possibly  fortify  it  to 
satisfy  their  feelings  of  pride  and 
vanity,  but  they  will  never  do  so 
with  the  view  of  holding  it  in  war 
against  us.  The  posstssion  of  the 
island  would  have  no  bearing  on  a 
war  between  this  country  and  Germany. 
The  loss  or  gain  of  Heligoland  would 
bring  neither  country  to  its  knees.  A 
passing  ship  might  amuse  itself  with  a 
little  target  practice.  It  would  pro- 
bably throw  lialf  a  dozen  shells  into  the 
place  for  a  morning's  entertainment,  and, 
if  the  Teuton  showed  his  usual  sense,  he 
w<;iuld  as  promptly  as  po8.sible  get  into 
his  steam  launch  and  make  for  the 
nearest  port  on  the  mainland.  It  would 
be  an  utterly  useless  risk  of  life 
for    any    Government    to    attempt    to 
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hold  it  in  the  faca  of  a  superior 
fleet  The  island  would  be  treated  in 
the  way  that  all  such  islands  have  in- 
variably been  treated  in  time  of  war. 
They  are  held  by  that  country  which 
has  the  biggest  fleet  in  the  adjacent 
waters.  If  we  went  to  war  with 
Germany  we  should  hold  the  island  if 
we  wanted  it,  so  long  as  we  had  a 
superior  fleet  in  the  vicinity,  as  we  held 
Bolle  Isle,  Houat  and  Hoedi^  oflE  Qnibe- 
ron  Bay,  Diamond  Rock  off  Martinique, 
and  other  islands  during  the  war  with 
France.  In  that  way  we  should  hold 
it,  and  in  that  way  will  the  Germans 
or  any  other  people  hold  it  if  they  have 
a  superior  naval  force.  I  have  never 
heard  a  single  officer  of  any  rank  or  posi- 
tion saj'  that  Heligoland  is  of  any  real 
value  to  us,  or  that  we  should  attempt 
to  hold  it  if  we  went  to  war.  We  could 
not  attempt  to  hold  the  island  without  a 
powerful  fleet,  and  nobody  could  jjossibly 
take  it  from  us  if  we  had  a  superior 
fleet.  If  a  difiiculty  ar>)8e  an  enemy 
would  be  able  to  find  refuge  easily  in 
neutral  waters,  and  the  necessity  of 
keeping  a  constant  watch  would  be  a 
source  of  endless  trouble  to  us.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  quoted  the 
words  of  admiration  used  by  Mr.  U.  M. 
Stanley  for  Lord  Salisbury  when  the  de- 
tails of  the  Treaty  were  made  known,  and 
he  said  that  Captain  Cameron,  another 
distinguished  authority,  claimed  the 
arrangement  to  lie  amoral  and  territorial 
gain  to  the  British  Government,  and 
expressed  his  opinion  that  the  House 
and  the  British  public  would  value  the 
opinions  of  those  gentlemen  more  than 
those  who  had  given  contrary  opinions 
in  the  House.  German  influence  has 
for  some  time  existed  in  Africa, 
and  it  ill  becomes  hon.  Gentlemen  ojipo- 
site,  whose  policy  in  Africa  has  never 
been  of  the  boldest,  to  upbraid  tho 
present  Government  for  parting  with 
what  had  really  been  parted  with  before 
they  came  into  power.  The  whole  Treaty 
is  well  summed  up  by  the  German 
opinion  that  the  "Agreement  is  a  Treaty 
of  Peace  of  all  the  more  gratifying  kind 
because  it  has  been  preceded  by  no 
Btmggle,  and  because  it  secures  the  con- 
tinuance of  friendly  relations  between 
Great  Britain  and  the  German  Empire 
for  an  incalculable  length  of  time."  I 
confidently  believe  that  a  very  large  ma- 
jority of  the  Houss  will  vote  for  the  Bill. 
Admiral  Mayn« 


(6.15.)  Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES 
(Durham,  N.W.)  :  I  am  prepared  at  once 
frankly  to  admit  that  1  hail  with  great 
satisfaction  the  course  which  has  been 
adopted  by  the  Government  in  reducing 
to  the  form  of  a  Bill  a  sanction  which 
has  hitherto  been  absolutely  ineffective  ; 
and  I  am  not  to  be  deterred  from  gfiving 
my  approval  thereto  by  the  consideration 
that  that  power  is  to  be  exercised  co- 
equally  with  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  right  accorded  to  the  House 
of  Commons  of  exercising  an  effective 
control  over  Treaty-making  is  entirely  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  which 
obtain  in  all  democratic  smd  all  constitu- 
tionally-governed countries.  It  is  a 
curious  fact  that  in  the  United 
States  whenever  a  cession  of  territory 
is  juado  the  nssent  not  only  of  the  Senate 
but  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
also  is  required.  I  turn  now  to  those 
questions  which, afterall. are  of  more  prac- 
tical importance.  In  the  first  place,  there 
isthequestion  of  Heligoland ;  with  regard 
to  that  question,  1  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
think  the  Government  would  have  done 
well  if  they  had  departed  from  an  old- 
established  precedent,  and  had  established 
another  by  obtaining  the  sanction  of  the 
inhabitants  to  the  cession.  I  will  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  Government  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  investigate  the  precedents  in 
the  case  ?  According  to  all  eminent 
jurists  it  is  not  only  the  universal  prac- 
tic«,  but  a  condition  of  absolute  necessity, 
that  in  such  a.  case  the  opinioTi  of  the 
iiihabitjints  should  be  obtained.  The 
gallant  Admiml  (Admiral  Miiyne)  haa 
spoken  of  the  little  imjiortance  of  Heli- 
goland, but  he  sedulously  avoided  com- 
mitting himself  toany  opinion  as  to  what 
it  might  become  as  a  possession  of  Ger- 
many. According  to  German  experts, 
there  is  good  ground  for  believing  that, 
by  the  expenditure  of  £1,000,000,  or 
more,  Germany  may  establish  Naval 
Dockyards  in  the  island,  which  would 
contribute  very  much  to  enhance  her 
maritime  power.  However,  I  am  bound 
to  admit  tliat  it  is  of  great  importance 
that  we  should  cultivate  friendly  rela- 
tions with  Germany.  Germiiny  is  the 
natural  ally  of  England,  and  as  has  been 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Alierdeen  (Mr.  Bryce),  there  has  been  no 
occasion  on  which  this  country  has  been 
brought  into  conflict  with  Germany.     I 
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cannot  foi^'t  that  there  are  troubles  with 
Pi-ance  looming  in  the  not  distant  future 
in  relation  to  a  portion  of  the  East  over 
which  we  exercise  Suzerain  Powers. 
Previous  to  1884  we  were  practically 
supreme  in  Africa,  with  the  exception  of 
the  Portagucse  possessions.  Before  that 
.enr  Germany  practically  hod  not  made 

. iiiy  lodgment  in  Africa.     In  I8S4,  in  the 

(/(  C^Lcretaryship  of  Lord  Derby,  we  made 
f/  WWie  first  concession  to  Germany.  It  was 
"     1     ^'iitrary  to  the  wish  of  the  German  Em- 
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,-ror  and  of  Prince  Bismarck  that  Ger- 


my  embarked  in  the  business  of  colon  i- 
■ion.  In  1884  we  deliberately  abandoned 
^1  right  of  exercising  a  Protectorate  over 
araland,  and  let  Germany  in.  In 
when  Lord  Granville  was  at  the 
nial  OflBce,  the  German  Colonisation 
mittee,  under  Dr.  Peters,  came  and 
loited  the  land  lying  to  the  Westof  Zan- 
iT.  Representations  of  the  strongest 
character  were  made  to  Ijord  Granville 
by  Sir  J.  Kirk,  and  by  the  Sultan  of 
^nzibar,  who  complained  that  the  action 
of  those  German  exploiters  was  an 
infringement  of  his  sovereignty.  The 
reply  of  Lord  Granville  was  that  we 
oould  not  interfere  with  a  friendly  Power 
in  what  wo  believed  would  be  a  useful 
work  of  colonisation,  tending  to  the 
benefit  of  the  Africiin  people,  iind  to  the 
spread  of  civilisation  throughout  Afritnv. 
Therefore,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
found  them.selves  in  a  position  which, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  was  formed 
for  them  by  their  predecessors,  and  they 
were  bound  to  make  an  arrangement 
which  would  be  for  the  interest  of  all 
parties.  With  regard  to  Heligoland,  I 
hope  before  the  final  settlement  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take  the 
wishes  of  the  people  into  consideration, 
aa  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  cession  by 
England  to  France  of  the  islands  of  St. 
Pierre  and  Miquelon,  on  the  coast  of  New- 
foundland. Personally,  I  am  preparwl 
to  support  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Govemmonton  this  question  of  the  Agree- 
ment, which  I  am  glad  to  find  has 
obtained  general  approval. 

(6.30.)  Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  I  do  not  intend 
to  touch  upon  the  constitutional  ques- 
tion. I  think  it  is  fortunate  that  the 
German  Deljate  took  place  last  night, 
because  it  afforded  the  Government  an 
opportu  nity  of  stating  their  case.  Bu  t  the 
Government  have  avoided   stating  the 


case  with  respect  to  the  Cajw  Colony  and 
South  Africaaltogether.  Several  Ministers- 
havespoken,  and  the  Representativeofthe 
Colonial  Ofiice  occasionally  entered  the 
House  and  walked  oat  again.     The  Go- 
vernment appear  to  consider  that  South 
Africa  and  our  greatest  colony  there  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  mutter. 
Will  the  Government  continue  to  main- 
tain to  the  end  that  secrecy  with  regard  to 
the  opinions  of  the  people  on  the  spot,  and 
is  the  House  of  Commons  to  be  asked  to 
pass  this  Bill  without  knowing  what  their 
fellow-subjecta  in  South  Africii.  think  on 
the    question  T      I  know   what   men   of 
business    think,   and    their    opinion    is 
univer.sally  adverse   to   this  Anglo-Ger- 
man Treaty.     [Crie«o/" No!"]     I  wish 
to  know   whether   the   Government  can 
bring  forward  proofs  of  acquiescence  on 
the  part   of   our   South  African  fellow- 
subjects  in  the  Agreement  1     Under  the 
Agreement,  all  that   is  given   is   to  be 
supplied    by    South    Africa,    with    the 
exception  of  Heligoland.     Our  colonists 
wimplain    that   the  great   territories   of 
South   Africa   are   now    outflanked    on 
the  West  and  on  the  North  ;  that  they 
are  blocked  ;  that  a  trade  route  is  handed 
over  to  Germany  from  the  West  Coast 
right  across  and  touching  the  Zambesi. 
They  also  complain  that  traders  who  are 
British  subjects  in  that  country  are  not 
very  well  treated  by  the  Germans.     W» 
give     up    Heligoland,    and    allow    the 
Germans  to  stretch   their  frontier,  but 
we  do  not  insist  that  the  question  of  the 
delimitation  of   Walfisch   Bay   shall    be 
contained    in   the'  Agreement;    on   the 
contrary,    we   leave    that  question    an 
open  one.     I  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  to  lay  before  the  House 
the  information  which  he  possesses  from 
the    Cajie   Government,  or   to   tell  the 
House  the  purport   of   the  communica- 
tions between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the 
Cape   Government  on  this  subject.     It 
appears   to   me   that   the   colonists  will 
say,    "  We   have  no  recognition  of  our 
claims  ;  we  are  not  even  allowed  to  make 
a  statement  of  our  claims  ;  the  statement 
of  our  case  .is  suppressed  by  the  officia) 
Department  which  is  bound  to  protect 
and  to  assert  the  claims  and  the  rights 
of   the   colonists."      I  fear   that  if  the 
colonists   find  that  they  cannot    get  a 
sufficient    representation    through     the 
ordinary  official  sources  they  will  demand 
some  more  reliable  cliannel  of  commaiu.< 
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cation  with  the  Government  and  the 
House.  We  are  in  danger  of  giving  up, 
for  the  friendship  of  Germany,  the 
affection  of  our  colonists.  Unless  the 
Government  can  give  an  assurance  of  a 
re-coiiaidei-ation  of  the  Agreement  as 
regards  South  Africa,  or  unless  they  can 
state,  as  I  hope  may  be  the  case,  with 
authority  that  the  o|jinion  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  on  the  spot  in  South  Africa 
cordially  supports  the  Agreement,  1  fear 
tliat  it  will  be  impossible  for  me  to  vote 
for  the  Bill  as  it  stjiuds. 
•(G..')0.)  Mb.  G.  O.SBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.) :  I  think  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  after  hear- 
ing speeches  from  his  hon.  Friends  like 
the  speech  last  delivered,  must  ha  in- 
«lined  to  exclaim  with  Sheridan,  "Save 
me  from  my  friends."  I  rejoice  that 
the  attempt  to  closure  the  Debate  failed, 
because  I  maintain  that  two  days  are  not 
too  many  for  the  consideration  of  such  an 
important  question.  Now,  I  cannot  help 
asking  myself  what  would  have  been 
said  of  this  Treaty  had  it  been  brought 
forward  by  a  Liberal  Government,  and 
concluded  and  signed  by  a  Libaral 
Alinistry.  There  would  have  been  an 
outcry  raised  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, who  would  have  said  that  the 
Liberal  Government  were  bartering 
awiiy  British  interests,  and  selling  their 
birtliright  for  a  mesa  of  pottage.  On  the 
othei-  hand,  1  cannot  help  thinking 
that  there  is  something  high-handed  in 
the  way  in  which  two  great  Powers  have 
proceeded  to  divide  territory  as  large  as 
three  first-class  Eurojican  States,  and  tn 
which  they  have  no  more  right  than  I 
have  to  any  umbrella  or  any  coat  to  which 
I  may  take  a  fancy  in  the  cloak-r(X)m. 
The  whole  effect  of  the  Agreement 
really  resolves  itself  into  the  question 
■whether  Heligoland  is  worth  exchanging 
against  Zanzibar.  Military  opinions  are 
divided  as  to  the  value  of  Heligoland  to 
Great  Britain  in  time  of  war ;  but  if  the 
island  is  of  small  strategic  value  to  this 
country,  it  is  admitted  to  be  of  great 
strategic  value  to  Germany,  and  that 
fact  ought  to  weigh  in  a  consideration 
of  the  Agreement.  As  to  Zanzibar,  the 
oonceesiouB  to  Great  Britain  in  that 
direction  are  dependent  on  the  con- 
sent of  France,  and  that  being  so, 
this  is  really  a  tripartite  Treaty, 
while  there  are  only  two  signatories 
to  the  actual  Treaty.  I  should  be 
Mr.  Stanley  Leightmi 


only  too  glad  to  hear  that  the  remaining 
,  causes  of  friction  and  difficulty  with 
France  are  to  lie  finally  settled,  for  there 
is  no  nation  with  which  it  i.s  more  im- 
portant that  Great  Britain  should  be  on 
friendly  terms.  But  until  1  can  learn 
more  certainly  that  this  will  be  the 
effect  of  the  Treaty  under  discussion,  I 
cannot  vote  with  the  Government, 
though,  on  the  other  hand,  I  do  not 
feel  justified  in  voting  against  the  Bill, 
for  to  do  this  would  be  to  assume  a 
responsibility  which  rests,  and  ought  to 
rest,  with  the  Executive  which  is  in 
power. 

•(7  0.)  Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham) :  After  the  wholesale,  but 
soroewlint  diffuse,  criticisms  which  have 
been  indulged  in  by  the  Opposition,  it 
Heeras  tome  to  bti  high  time  that  a  Mem- 
ber on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
should  rise  to  offer  some  defence  of  the 
African  part  of  the  Anglo-German 
Treaty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  8«it  down  seemed  never  to  strike 
home,  but  yet  tried  to  wound  the 
Government  in  every  way,  and  last 
evening  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Meml)er  for  Aberdeen,  and  other  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House,  who  seem 
to  think  and  act  with  him,  criticised 
the  foreign  arrangements  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  a  style  which 
to  us  on  this  sideof  the  House  was  truly 
refreshing.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed,  during  the  greater  part  of  his 
speech  yesterday,  to  imply  that  a  more 
spirited  foreign  policy  should  have  been 
adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  ttovemment, 
and  that  they  hnd  yielded  too  much  to 
Germany  and  to  Fiiince.  According  to 
him  we  have  given  in  too  much  to 
Germany  in  Zanzil)ar  ;  to  France  in  the 
Australasian  Archi])eIago  ;  to  Germany, 
again,  at  5>amoa  and  other  places  in 
the  Southern  Seas.  Yet  no  sooner 
is  a  policy  adopted,  which  virtually 
means  a  standing  up  to  perhaps  the  most 
formidable  of  all  our  rivals  in  Eastern 
and  Centi"al  Africa,  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  begins  to  carp,  cavil,  and 
criticise,  to  dispar<ige,  belittle,  and  mini- 
mise all  the  advantages  of  the  Anglo- 
German  Agreement  in  -\frica.  That 
being  the  case,  I  hope  the  House  will 
bear  with  me  for  a  few  moments  while 
I  strive  to  give  a  practical  summary  of 
the  benefits  which  that  Agreement  seems 
to  confer    on    the    British    Empire    in 
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Africa.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
observes  that  the  territories  in  qneution 
are  recognised  aa  within  the  British 
sphere  by  Germany  alone.  Now,  I  feel 
sure  that  these  territories  are  now 
actually  taken  over  by  England,  and 
that  she  will  keep  her  hold  upon  them 
aa  against  any  Power  in  the  world. 
Again,  he  seems  to  consider  that  the 
territories  within  the  red  line  are  not 
annexed,  and  that  we  have  only  got 
freedom  or  immunity  from  German 
interference.  But  protection  and  an- 
nexation in  a  country  like  East 
Africa  virtually  mean  the  same 
thing.  I  venture  to  say  that  in  all  these 
regions  there  will  bo  one  manifest  con- 
sequence of  protection  or  annexation, 
namely,  the  conservation  of  all  the  rights 
of  the  natives  in  the  land  and  in  the 
produce  thereof.  Let  mo  consider 
for  a  moment,  in  the  briefest 
manner,  some  of  the  advantages 
of  this  Anglo  -  German  Treaty . 
First  as  to  Zanzibar.  I  quite  admit  tiiat 
up  to  a  very  recent  date  England  was 
supreme  in  Zanzibar,  and  in  the  neigh- 
bouring Island  of  Pemba.  I  know  that 
for  the  reason  that  when  I  governed 
Bombay  the  trade  in  Zanzibar  wna 
financed  from  that  great  centre,  and 
that  my  predecessors  in  the  Government 
considered  themselves  as  virtually  the 
masters  of  the  island.  That  may  lie  all 
veiy  true — it  is,  indeed,  to  the  natives  of 
India  that  the  prosperity  of  Zanzibar  is 
attributed,  and  is  attributable.  Why, 
the  partition  between  the  kinsmen, 
the  Sultans  of  Muscat  and  Zanzilmr, 
took  place  under  British  super- 
vision. But  if  we  have  drifted  into 
a  very  uncomfortable  position  there 
I  rather  think  it  began  to  happen 
during  the  time  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  was 
in  office  ;  at  all  events,  withnut 
saying  whose  fault  it  was,  we  must 
admit  that  we  have  allowed  Germany  to 
slide  into  a  very  dangerous  position  of 
competition  and  rivalry  or  participation 
with  us  in  the  supremacy  at  Zanzibar. 
All  this  will  be  terminated,  England  will 
bo  the  sole  protector,  and  her  former 
supremacy  is  formally  restcired.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gtentleraan  who  has  just 
sat  down  spoke  of  our  relations  with 
France  in  reference  to  Zanzibar.  Well, 
as  regai-ds  the  relations  it  is  obvious 
that  all  tha  Agreement  we  have  enttrcd 


into  with  France  is  to  respect  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Sultan  ;  and  that  we  do 
respect  in  the  Agreement ;  but  nothing 
has  been  said  to  Franc©  about  a  Joint 
Protectorate.  The  result  of  the  Agi-ee- 
ment  with  Germany  will  be  that 
we  shall  have  a  true  supremacy, 
and  will  never  permit  France  nor  any 
other  Power  to  dispute  it  with  us. 
Now,  what  is  the  position  of 
Zanzibar)  It  has  been  deecribcd  by 
our  rivals  as  being  the  key, 
commercially  and  politically,  of  the 
whole  eastern  coast  of  Africa.  Outside 
the  British  Dominions  it  is  to  us  the 
sixth  most  important  stategic  point  in 
the  world,  the  other  five  being  Gibraltar, 
Malta,  Aden,  Hongkong,  and  Singapore. 
•Mb.  G.OSBORNE  MORGAN :  I  pointed 
out  the  great  importance  of  Zanzibar. 
•Sir  R.  TEMPLE:  lam  not  saying  that 
the  right  hon. Gentleman  did  not  doso.bnt 
I  say  that  on  that  point  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  observations  wore  below 
par  in  that  part  of  his  description,  how- 
ever just  it  may  have  been  in  other 
respects.  When  it  is  Slid  that  we  hava 
not  obtained  a  quid  pro  quo  for  the 
cession  of  Heligoland,  I  contend  tliat  we 
have  got  an  island  worth  to  us  ten 
thousand  Heligolands. 

An  hon.  Member  :  We  have  not  got  it. 
•Sib  R.  TEMPLE  :  Wo  have  got  it, 
and  in  the  event  of  any  general  disturb- 
ance we  can  make  it  a  strategic  point  of 
vantiige  for  England.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  think,  also  asked  whether 
there  was  any  point  on  the  coast  opfKisite 
to  Zanzibar  under  British  control.  He 
contended  that  the  coast  opposite  was 
under  German  control.  That  is  indeed 
true,  for  the  coast  there  is  the  German 
"Hinterland."  But  I  ask  the  House 
to  recollect  that  besides  Zanzibar 
there  is  the  Sister  Island  of  Pemba 
which  does  come  within  the  red 
line,  aa  also  does  the  coast  line  nearly 
opjxisite  the  north  point  of  that  island. 
From  that  coast  we  have  a  stretch  of 
country  extending  500  miles  inland  to 
tlie  lake  region  at  the  head  of  the  waters 
of  the  Nile  ;  and,  geographically,  this  is 
one  of  the  most  important  positions  in 
all  Africa.  In  that  region  we  have  got 
a  range  of  snow -clad  mountains  and  a 
country  fit  for  habitatiim  by  Europeans. 
No  doubt  -so  shall  make  settlements 
there,  as  •vi>  have  done  in  the  Himalayas. 
'  Besides  all  this,  we  have  kept  Germany 
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out  of    two  places  withia   that  •  region, 
wbere    German    influence  would    Lave 
been  very  inconvenient  to  us — namely. 
Uganda  and  Vitu.     Thia  alone  is  worth 
the  cession  of  many  islands  like  Heligo- 
land.    From  this  region  northwards  wo 
take  over  the  whole  country  right  up  the 
coast  opposite  Aden.   Turning,  again,  far 
southward,  1  observe  that  the  Stevenson 
Bood  comes  well  within   the  red   line, 
and,  although  the  width  of    the   strip 
outside   of   it   may   appear   to   lie  very 
narrow  on  a  small  map,  on  the  spot  it 
will    be    a    very    appreciable     belt    of 
British    territory,   which    can,    if    need 
le,  be  made  a  defensible  frontier  for  us. 
This     is    certainly    one     of     the    most 
important    lines   of    communication    in 
Southern    Africa,    for    it  connects   the 
Lake  Nynssa  with  the  Lake  Tanganyika, 
It     is     around    the     shores     of     these 
lakes    that    our    missionary    posts    and 
our   commercial   stations   are    situated. 
In  addition  to  this,  we   have  got  Ger- 
many   out    of    the    whole     region    of 
the     Shir^    and    that    portion    of    the 
lower  valley  and  basin  of  the  Zambesi. 
Lastly,  1    would  refer   to   Damaraland, 
in   the   South- West  corner  of  the  area 
under     this    Agreement.       The    right 
hon.    Gentleman     opposite     seemed    to 
oriticise     our     conduct    in     regard     to 
that  territory ;  but  we  should   remem- 
ber that   iu    1884,    whether  rightly  or 
wrongly,  we  allowed  Germany  to  assume 
the  protectorate  of  all  that  land.     When 
the  history  of  that  matter  is  looked  into, 
it  will  not  be  found  that  our  Party  on 
this  side  of  the  House  is  at  all  respon- 
aible  for   it.     But,  stUl,    the   thing  has 
happened,  and  what  aro  wo  doing  by  this 
Agreement  1      My    right    hon.    Friend 
below    me    (the     Under    Secretary    of 
State    for    Foreign    Affairs)    will    cor- 
rect   me    if     I    am     wrong,     but    my 
belief    ia    that     Germany     wanted     to 
reach  eastward  as   far  as  the  23rd  deg. 
of   east   longitude,   and   we   have   kept 
her  to  the  20th  deg.,  thereby  saving  three 
degrees  of  longitude  for  British  interests, 
and  surely  that  is  something.      Then,  on 
the  whole,  I  would  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider what  is  the  sum  of  this  Agreement. 
According  to  my  reckoning,  on  the  map 
this    Anglo  -  German    Agreement    adds 
one    million    of    square    miles    to    the 
Briti.ih  Empire.     This  is  a  sensible  addi- 
tion  to  the   eight  or   nine   millions   of 


all  parts  of  the  world.  This  new  territoiy 
is  fertile  and  capable,  under  British 
administration,  of  maintaining  a  vaat 
population,  of  which  every  man,  woman, 
and  child  will  be  consumers  of  British 
manufactares.  That  is  something  as 
a  ijrospect  for  trade.  Again,  the 
Agreement  secures  all  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  those  enterprising 
corporations  and  companies,  who  by 
private  resources  are  trying  to  found 
a  new  dominion  for  us  in  Africa. 
Further,  and  not  the  least  important,  it 
secures  protection  for  our  Missionary 
Societies.  [Cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  !  ""|  Hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  choose 
to  sneer  at  missionary  work.  ["No, 
no  !  "J 

•Mr.  storey  (Sunderland) :  Perhaps 
as  I  was  one  of  those  who  interrupted  the 
hon.  Baronet,  and  should  not  have  done 
so,  he  will  allow  mo  to  explain  that  I 
meant  no  sneer  at  missionary  work  ;  my 
ejaculation  was  occasioned  by  the  enun- 
ciation of  a  piece  of  sham  sentiment  in 
support  of  this  proposal. 
•SiK  R.  TEMPLE:  Accepting  the  ex- 
planation of  the  hon.  Mem  lie  r,  I  must 
yet  notice  that  the  description  of  one  of 
the  objects  of  the  Agreement,  as  being 
the  protection  of  missionaries  in  Africa, 
appears  to  him   to  be  as  "  sham  senti- 
ment."      Well,    that    opinion     of    his, 
against  which  I  protest,  may  be  shared 
by  those  who  sit  with  him  below  tho 
Gangway  opposite.     But  it  will  not  be 
shared  by  many  hon.  Members  who  sit 
above  the  Gangway  opposite,  and   who 
sympathise  with  the  missionary  cause. 
I  repeat  that  one  of  the  objects  sought 
and   attained   is   the    protection  of  the 
pioneers  of  Christian  civilisation.      And, 
Sir,  I  need  not  dwell  upon   one  great 
principle     which     has     been     in     the 
minds     of     those     who      framed     this 
Agreement ;  one  object  it  will  secure  ; 
it     will     strike    at    the    root     of    the 
Slave  Trade.     This   is  so  obvious,  after 
the  Debate  we  had  on  the  subject  last 
year,  that  I  refrain  from  going  into  this 
part  of  the  subject.    Despite  the  interrup- 
tions of  hon.  Members  op()osite,   I  say  it 
will   afford   a   means   of   uprooting  tho 
Slave    Trade   system  and   stopping   the 
traffic  in  human  beings.    I  maintain,  too, 
that   it   is   a  niost    important    step    in 
the    furtherance     of     Imperial    British 
interests   in    Africa.      The    right    ho3. 
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kind  enough  to  tell  us  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  will  get  no  credit  for  this 
in  the  coming  General  Election  ;  hut  this 
I  know,  that  the  present  Governraeut 
will  get  credit  for  this  action  in  ray  own 
constituency,  and  there,  and  before  any 
of  the  electors  in  this  country  whom  my 
voice  can  reach,  I  shall,  with  confidence, 
describe  this  Anglo-German  Agreement 
as  one  of  the  most  triumphant  achieve- 
ments of  the  present  Government. 

(7.20.)  Mk.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Baronet,  to 
whom  we  entertain  the  most  friendly 
feeUngs,  may  gain  the  approbation  of  his 
constituents.  He  no  doubt  will  gain  the 
approbation  of  Government  supporters, 
and  therefore  he  may  bo  perfectly  happy 
without  having  gained,  politically,  our 
approbation  by  his  8{)eech.  It  waa  a 
surprising  addition  to  their  long  series  of 
blunders  that  the  Government  moved 
the  Closure  last  night.  To  your  re- 
straining hand,  Sir,  we  owe  the  fact  of 
our  being  able  to  discuss  this  important 
matter  to-night  It  does  seem  to  me  a 
most  extraordinary  blunder,  and  a  most 
antenable  position  for  the  Government 
to  take  up.  They  negotiate  a  Treaty 
with  a  Foreign  Government ;  they  insert 
in  that  Treaty  a  condition  that  it  shall 
receive  Parliamentary  approval  ;  they 
start  a  g^eat  constitutional  question  by 
their  action,  and  then  they  move  the 
Closure  after  two  or  three  hours'  Debate. 
But  it  would  seem  the  Government 
would  go  infinitely  Iseyond  this ;  they 
consider  Lord  Salisbury  so  eminent  a 
Minister  that  no  matter  what  he  does, 
whatever  Bill  ho  puts  before  us,  wo 
ought  not  to  venture  to  discuss  it ;  we 
ahonld  simply  throw  up  onr  hands  and 
thank  Heaven  for  sending  us  such  a 
wonderful  Minister  as  Lord  Salisbury. 
I  am  led  to  make  this  remark  after 
seeing  in  a  newspaper  a  report  of  some 
observations  made  last  night  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  the  electors  of  Warwickshire. 
He,  speaking  I  presume  with  the  full 
concurrence  of  his  colleagues,  said — 

"The  fight  DOW  goiog  on  in  the  House  of 
ComniODS  aa  to  tbu  Agr«emeot  with  Uermaoy 
was  a  disgrace  to  the  British  Parliament." 

So  it  appears  it  has  really  come  to  this  : 
that  we  are  to  be  called  disgraceful  if  we 
venture  to  discuss  even  for  a  few 
moments  a  great  and  irajKJrtant  Treaty 
like  this,  involving  the  cession  and  annex- 


ation of  territory  and  great  constitutional 
points!  It  is  always  an  interesting  matter 
to  consider  whether  the  messes  Ministers 
get  into  are  brought  about  by  blundering 
simply  or  by  design.  Certainly,  after 
what  has  occurred  during  the  Session, 
we  may  suppose  that  much  of  it 
has  been  due  to  ignoi-ance.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby,  who 
always  takes  a  kindly  view  of  Ministers, 
suggested  last  night  that  they  had  fallen 
into  this  particular  blunder  on  a  great 
constitutional  question  through  igno- 
rance. But  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was  too  kind.  I  see  in  this  a  sinister 
design.  Yes,  I  do.  What  happened  on 
the  Procedure  Committee  I  In  that  Com- 
mittee there  was  an  attempt  made  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  by  a 
side  wind  to  deprive  the  House  of  Com- 
mons of  power  over  its  own  Bills,  and  an 
attempt  to  give  the  House  of  Lords  a 
greater  power  over  those  measures.  That 
attempt,  however,  was  foiled  by  the 
watchful  patriotism  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby.  By  means  of  the 
present  Bill  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  hope 
to  be  able,  again  by  a  side  wind,  to  give 
the  House  of  Lords  greater  power  over 
Foreign  Treaties ;  but  again  there  is  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  standing 
in  the  breach  and  defending  the  Consti- 
tution from  the  reckless  attacks  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  My  hon. 
Friend  and  Colleague  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
generally  takes  a  sound  view  in  political 
matters  ;  but  aa  1  listened  to  his  B{>eech 
last  night,  it  struck  me  that  his  view  was 
not  so  sound  as  it  ordinarily  is.  My  hon. 
Friend  and  Colleague  said  he  should 
vote  with  the  Government  in  this  matter 
because  in  the  Bill  the  Government  have 
attacked  one  of  the  prerogatives  of  the 
Crown  ;  well,  but  what  is  the  Crown  ? 
The  Crown  is  merely  a  figure  of  speech. 
The  Crown  means  the  centre  and  source 
of  power,  and  what  is  the  centre  and 
source  of  power  in  this  country  ?  The 
House  of  Commons.  The  prerogative  of 
the  Crown,  then,meanp  the  prerogative  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  [Laughter.] 
If  hon.  Members  who  laugh  will 
take  the  trouble  to  read  constitutional 
writers,  they  will  find  that  authorities 
lay  this  principle  down:  that  in  the 
nature  of  things  the  action  of  the 
Crown  is  taken  on  the  advice  of  the 
Executive  Ministers,  who  are  responsible 
to  the  House  of  Commons ;  we  have  tho 
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power,  we  have  the  Crown,  and  any 
attack  on  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
is  an  attack  on  the  prerogative  of  the 
Honse  of  Commons.  Let  us  look  practi 
cally  at  the  matter.  Hon.  Members 
seem  surprised;  but  if  they  sit  liere  long 
enough,  I  really  think  they  will  begin  to 
know  something  about  the  Constitution. 
Let  US  look  at  the  effect  of  the 
change  suggested — this  bringing  in  a 
Bill  to  give  effect  to  a  Treaty. 
At  this  moment  the  Treaty-making 
power  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Executive. 
What  is  the  Executive  1  It  consists  of 
the  representatives  of  the  great  Party 
majority  in  this  House.  Consequently, 
when  the  Executive  makes  a  Treaty,  it 
haa — it  must  have,  in  the  nature  of 
things — this  House  at  the  back  of  it. 
But  what  is  the  change  projxised  by  this 
Bill  1  That  you  take  out  of  the  bands  of 
the  Executive  the  power  of  contracting 
a  Treaty,  and  you  give  the  House  of 
Lords  the  power  of  vetoing  that  Treaty. 
Now,  we  all  know  perfectly  well  that,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  has  said,  the  House  of 
Lords  is  a  permanently  Conservative 
Assembly.  It  is  not  in  any  sense  of  the 
word  a  Popular  Assembly ;  it  is,  in  the 
Party  sense  of  the  word,  simply  a  Con- 
servative Assembly.  Now,  supposing  a 
Liberal  Ministry  wanted  to  make  a 
Treaty  with  a  Foreign  Power,  what  would 
that  Foreign  Power  say  ?  It  would  say, 
"  No,  we  will  not  treat  with  yon,  because 
you  will  have  to  submit  the  Treaty  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  yon  have  not  a 
majority  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
only  result  will  be  a  waste  of  time, 
because  you  will  have  to  submit  the 
Treaty  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the 
House  of  Lords  will  not  agree  to  it." 
Take  as  an  illustration  the  ui«e  of  the 
retrocession  of  the  Transvaal.  We  know 
that  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
of  the  Party  opposite  that  appears  one  of 
the  most  monstrous  acts  ever  committed. 
Well,  they  had  a  majority  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  may  we  not  suppose  that 
if  it  had  been  nece.ssary  to  pass  a  Bill  for 
tlie  retrocession  of  the  Transvaal  the 
House  of  Lords  would  have  thrown  out 
that  Bill'/  There  is  not  the  slightest 
doubt  but  they  would,  just  as  they  would 
reject  this  Bill  if  it  hud  emanated  from 
the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tiie  Member  for  ilid  Lothian, 
yappoaing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Mr.  Lahiiuchere 


for  Mid  Lothian  had  proposed  fo 
cede  Heligoland,  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  have  been  up  in  arms  to  denounce 
it  as  a  horrible  thing,  and  the  country 
would  have  rung  with  Jingo  oratory  in 
defence  of  the  integrity  of  the  Empire. 
No  doubt,  the  House  of  Lords,  in  such 
circnmsfcinces,  would  reject  this  Bill 
for  the  cession  of  Heligoland.  Bn6  I 
want  hnn.  Gentlemen  to  see  the  effect  of 
this  attempt  to  bolster  up  the  view  tlmt 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  is  some- 
thing in  opposition  to  the  sense  of  tliis 
House.  I  will  take,  for  instance,  two 
Bills.  Suppose  a  Bill  is  introduced  to 
provide  that  no  new  Peers  should  be 
created  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment. What  would  bo  the  effect  of  the 
passing  of  such  a  Bill  1  The  House  of 
Lords  would  never  consent  to  a  Bill 
creating  Lilieral  Peers,  and  so  only  Con- 
servative gentlemen  would  be  sent  up  to 
the  other  House.  "So  much  the  better," 
says  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine,  and  per- 
haps the  objection  is  not  so  strong  as  in 
the  other  instance  I  will  give.  Suppose, 
again,  an  attack  made  on  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown  to  dissolve  Parliament,  and  a 
Billpas.sed  providing  that  dissolution  shall 
require  the  assent  of  Parliament.  Agnin, 
that  would  be  giving  the  House  of  Lortls 
power  to  prevent  a  dissolution  if  they 
chose,  no  matter  what  the  will  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  So,  I  say  yon  are 
taking  away  power  from  the  popular 
element  in  Parliament,  while  theoretically 
attacking  the  prerogative.  When  we 
talk  of  giving  power  to  Parliament  we 
must  remember  that  Parliament  consists 
not  only  of  a  Popularly-Elected  Assembly, 
but  p.^rtly  of  a  permanent,  hereditarj-. 
Conservative  Assembly,  and  it  is  very 
dangerous  to  take  away  the  prerogative.s 
of  the  Crown,  as  you  call  them,  but,  us  I 
call  them,  the  prerogatives  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  give  them  to  a  Parlia- 
ment of  both  Houses.  What  we  s.'»y, 
and  what  we  Radicals  have  always 
urged,  is  that  this  House  ought  ti>  lie 
consulted  in  regard  to  Treaties — that 
Treaties  ought  not  to  become  valid  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  House.  Treaties 
should  not  be  made  by  Ministers  in 
the  dark.  The  majority  here  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
an  opinion  in  regard  to  them, 
What  I  think  we  ought  to  do  in  such 
cases  is  this.  A  Treaty  is  signed  by 
those  who  have  full  powers  to  sign  it, 


937 


Anfflo-Garman 


IJOLT  25,  1890} 


AgreemetU  Bill. 


938 


and  it  then  lias  to  be  ratified.  Before  it 
is  ratified,  it  ought  to  be  submitted  to 
this  Hipuse,  hiid  on  the  Table  for  a 
certain  number  of  days,  and  if  during 
that  period  no  action  ia  taken  against  it, 
it  would  be  rendered  effective.  But,  in 
tho  meantime,  the  House  would  have  the 
opportunity  of  challenging  the  wisdom 
of  the  Treatj".  If  it  were  challenged 
and  rejected  it  would  disajipear,  and  the 
Government  would  disappear  with  it. 
That,  I  think,  would  be  far  better  than 
the  scheme  the  Government  has  put 
forward  in  the  present  case,  namely, 
that  the  two  Houses  should  have  a  veto 
only  under  the  circumstances  which  the 
Government  liave  submitted.  I  think 
that  the  action  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  Members  for  Mid  Lothian 
and  for  Derby  will  moke  it  clear  that 
this  is  not  to  be  a  precedent,  and  that 
the  Liberal  Government  will  revert  to 
tiio  old  constitutional  system.  With 
respect. to  the  merits  of  this  particular 
Treaty,  I  disagree  witii  a  good  deal  that 
has  been  said  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  have  no  sort  of  objection  to  the  cession 
of  Heligoknd.  I  consider  that  that 
island  is  not  of  the  slightest  use  for 
defensive  purposes,  because  we  have 
not  even  fortifiod  it,  and  I  am  afraid  that 
in  these  days,  if  a  fit  of  Jingoism  hap- 
pened to  be  going  over  the  country,  we 
might  be  called  ujion  at  some  jmrticular 
moment  to  spend  ii  million  or  two  for 
tho  fortifications  of  that  place.  I  am 
glad  we  have  got  rid  of  Heligoland.  We 
are  told  it  may  bo  of  use  defensively  to 
Germany.  1  am  glad  if  that  is  the  case, 
because  1  think  that  the  best  security  for 
pi'iice  is  that  every  country  should  be 
trcing  defensively,  and  not  strong  offen- 
vely.  Hitherto  we  have  wanted  Heli- 
goland to  bo  strong  offensively  against 
Germany,  but  Germany  wants  it  to  be 
strong  defensively  against  any  Power 
that  may  attack  her.  That  is  the  reason 
why  she  has  done  so  much  to  acquire  the 
island ;  but  it  is  somewhat  absurd  that 
this  proposal  should  bo  made  by 
Her  ilajesty's  Government,  consider- 
ing that  only  about  throe  weeks 
ago,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  and  myself  took 
tho  liberty  to  suggest  that  Hehgoland  was 
a  worthless  possession,  we  were  de- 
nounced sky-high  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers.  "What,"  said  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  "  Tliis  is  rank 
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treason !  Give  up  Hehgoland,  tliat 
glorious  possession  of  the  British  Crown  ; 
you  will  next  give  up  the  Isle  of  Jersey 
or  tho  Isle  of  Wight."  I  cannot  under- 
stand how  it  is  that  after  this  act  of  the 
cession  of  Heligoland  has  been  done  by 
the  Government  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tho  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  is  still  found  sitting  on  the 
Ministerial  Bench.  I  should  have 
thought  he  would  have  resigned  on 
the  instant  rather  than  have  become 
a  partner  in  their  guilt.  But  no — 
Ministers  do  not  resign,  bye-elections 
may  go  against  them,  public  opinion 
may  condemn  them,  but  they  have  one 
poHcy  to  which  they  have  been  true 
up  to  the  present  moment — that  of 
sticking  to  their  places.  I  must,  however, 
endeavour  to  relieve  the  minds  of  some 
Gentlemen  sittingonthisside  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  feeling  of  the  Heligo- 
landers.  There  are  some  gentlemen  on 
these  Benches  who  have  been  grervly 
moved  by  the  thought  that  the 
Heligolandors  do  not  wish  to  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  Germany,  and  that  they 
are  in  a  state  of  utter  despair  at  the 
cession  of  their  island  to  that  country, 
whereby  they  cease  to  live  under  the 
British  Bag.  I  would  remind  those  hon. 
Members  that  in  1871,  while  the  Franco- 
German  War  was  going  on,  a  request 
was  made  by  the  French  people  to  the 
Heligolandera  to  give  them  pilots.  Well 
this  is  what  the  Heligolanders,  whose 
dream  is  said  to  be  ever  to  remain 
British  subjects,  replied  to  that  invita- 
tion— 

''  We,  the  inhnljitants  of  Heligoland,  feel 
compelled  to  remind  you  Ibnt  wn  etill  continue 
to  hiive  Qcrman  blood  in  our  veins.  German 
ia  at  present,  as  it  ever  will  be,  the  language  of 
our  schools  and  our  Church.  We  have  no  aym- 
pathios  other  than  what  may  be  called  Uerman 
gympathiea,  and  we  think  it  but  right  to  remind 
Germany  that  here,  in  tho  middle  of  the  North 
Sea,  there  are  Germans  who  are  still  awaiting 
their  liberty." 

Therefore,  I  say,  we  have  at  least  the 
satisfaction  of  knowing  that  we  have 
done  a  grateful  act  towards  those 
Heligolanders  who  informed  Germany 
that  they  were  awaiting  their  liberation 
from  us.  Now,  as  far  as  Heligoland  is 
concerned,  I  should  be  entirely  in  favour 
of  the  present  Treaty,  but  when  I  loo^- 
at  the  gnid  j/ro  quo  which  is  to  be  gi''  ,n 
for  the  cession  of  Heligoland  ''  can 
hardly  regard  it  as  sufiicient,  although  I 
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do  not  say  this  for  the  reasons  urged  by 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  am   not  going  to  haggle  and  naggla 
about  the  interior  of  a  country  of  which 
very    few     persons     know    the     exact 
geographical  position.     I  am  not  going 
into  questions  relating  to  the  rivers,  of 
which  we  know  nothing,  or  to  extensive 
forests    and    pigmy    races    which    Mr. 
Stanley  and  other  travellers  have  seen, 
but  of  which  we  have  little  or  no  know- 
ledge whatever.     I   think,  however,  we 
are  giving  too  much  of  Africa,  and  that 
the  public  are   getting  toti  little.      Wo 
are  told  tliat  we  get  a  Protectorate  over 
Zanzibar.      An   hon.   Member  was  very 
indignant  because  I  said  we  had  not  yet 
got   Zanzibar.     I   repeat   that    we  have 
not  yet  got  it,  because  we  have  entei'ed 
into  a  Treaty  with  France.       [Crie^  o/ 
"No."]     Hon.  Members  say  "No,"  but 
I   have    it   here  in  French.      \Crieit  of 
"  Read."]     No,  I  will  give  it  in  English. 
It  runs  thus — "  They,  the  two  Govern- 
ments,   have    reciprocally    engaged    to 
respect  the  independence  of  Zanzibar." 
And  in  a  letter  from  Mons.  Freycinet, 
four    j*ears    afterwards,    that    Minister 
pointed  out  that  on  the  20th  of  March, 
1862,  England  recognised  the  indepen- 
dence  of    Zanzibar,    so    that    wo    have 
absolutely  guaranteed   the  independence 
of  that  State.     I  am  not  complaining  of 
this  for  a  moment,   because  I  should  be 
very  glad  if   France   were   to   interfere 
and    say    we    are  not  to   have   a   Pro- 
tectorate  over    Zanzibar,    because  that 
Protectorate    means    that    we    are     to 
guarantee   the   territories   attaching   to 
Zanzibar  against    all    other    countries. 
That  is  a  most  responsible  engagement. 
We  have  a  wide  field,  it  is  true,  and  the 
Government   are  always  increasing  tiiat 
field ;  but,  still,  we  are  always  told  that  the 
great  object  is  to  secure  the  safety  of  the 
possessions   we    have  already   acquired. 
Therefore,    I   say   it    is   a   very   strong 
measure  for  the  English  Government  to 
guarantee  the  island  of  2^zihar  against 
Rnssia,  France,  Germany,  and  the  rest 
of  Europe.     This,  however,  is  what  the 
Government  are    pleased    to    call    the 
quid  pro  quo  for  Heligoland.     What  else 
do  we    dol       We    not    only    hold    an 
enormous  amount  of   territory,  but  we 
are  desirous   of   augmenting  that  terri- 
tory.    Many  hon.  Members  will  remem- 
ber  the  horror  which  some   years   ago 
was   excited    in     the    breasts    of    most 
Mr.  Litbouchere 


Englishmen    when    Sir     Bartle     Frero 
announced  that  he  was  going  to  found  a 
great  emj)ire  in  Africa.     Sir  B.  Frere  at 
that  moment  never  dreamed  of  the  great 
empire  we  are  attempting  to  found  at 
the   present   time.      At   that   time    the 
suggestion  was  that  we  should  go  as  far 
as  the  Orange  River,  but  wo  have  gone 
far  beyond  that,  because  we  have  gone 
to  the  Zambezi,  and  created   what  is,  in- 
reality,  an  enormous  empire  ;  and  we  are 
not  content  with  that,  we  liave  laid  hold 
of  Egypt  and  are  remaining  there,  and 
have   [)ractically  come    to  consider  that 
Egypt   is   a   part  of   our    Empire,    and 
because  we  have  Egypt  we  must  have 
something   else.      We   must    have   the 
£<quaturial   Provinces,   containing  some 
12,000,000  inhabitants.      Then,  having 
got  the  Equatorial  Provinces  in  the  north, 
and  the  huge  empire  I  have  spoken  of  in 
the  south,  the  Government  is  denounced 
because  it  does  not  lay  hold  of  the  strip  of 
territory  which  connects  the  two.     It  is 
said  we  ought  to  liave  that  territory,  and 
this  seems  to  me  very  much  like  stealing 
a  man's  hat  and  boots,  and  then  saying 
because  you  have  got  his  hat  and  boota 
you  ought   also    to   have   his   trousers. 
We   are   incurring   enormous    responsi- 
bilities in  regard  to  this  matter,  and,  so 
far  as   T   can  understand  it,  the  Jingo 
dream  at  the  present  moment  is  to  have 
a  greivt  empire  stretching  from  Alexan- 
dria in  the  north  down  to  Simon's  Bay 
in  the  south.     For  my  part,  1  am  glad 
that  Germany  has  interposed  to  prevent 
the  connecting  Unks  being  made  between 
our  northern  and  southern  territory  in 
Africa,  or  rather  between  our  equatorial 
territory  and  our  great  southern  empire. 
1  am  only  sorry  Germany   has   not  got 
more.      [Cries   of  "Oh!"]     Yes,   I   am 
veiy  sorry,  and   I  would   point   out  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  interrupt 
me  that  that  would  be  a  judicious  step 
to  take,  because    it  would  tend  to  the 
security  of  peace.  The  more  Germany  has 
to  look  after  the  less  likely  is  she  to 
go  to  war.      She  seems  to  want  colonies. 
We  have  enough.     Let  Germany  have 
what  she  wants  of  these  territories  and 
undertake  the  work  of  civilisation  which 
that  possession  will  necessitate,  and  we 
shall   have    a  guarantee  that   Germany 
will  not  attack  us,  because  if  she  does  we 
shall  then  be  enabled  to  lay  hold  of  the 
whole  of  the  continent  which   the  Ger- 
mans may  have  assisted  in  civilising  at 
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enormous  cost.  We  laid  bold  of  India 
aud  took  it  from  tlie  Frencb.  We  did 
the  same  thing  with  regard  to  America, 
and  wo  have  done  something  like  it  in 
raoat  places  throughout  the  world.  In 
fact,  we  are  the  most  thorougligoing 
buccaneers  and  land  grabbers  that  ever 
existed.  Some  of  us  have  cultivated 
land  grabbing  in  Ireland,  and  we  want 
to  apply  the  same  system  to  the  entire 
globe.  The  earth  hunger  of  this  country 
is  one  of  the  strangest  things  I  know  of. 
We  do  not  want  these  countries,  but  yet 
no  sooner  is  a  new  j>rovince  explored  in 
any  part  of  the  world  tlian  we  try  to  get 
hold  of  it,  not  because  we  really  want  it 
ourselves,  but  in  order  to  prevent  anybody 
else  obtaining  pussfssion  of  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonics  has  painted  out  that  there 
was  a  time  when  wc  could  have  got  the 
whole  of  Africa  by  merely  taking  it. 
Why  did  we  not  take  it  ?  Simply  be- 
cause nobody  else  wanted  it  at  that  time. 
But  no  sooner  does  Germany  and  France 
go  there,  than  we  lay  down  a  sort  of 
manifesto  that  the  whole  of  Africa 
belongs  to  us,  and  that  we  are  at  any 
rate  to  have  the  best  jjortions  of  it.  I  siiy 
that  we  have  no  right  to  be  there  at  all. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  argue  as  if  wo 
had  a  right  to  the  whole  of  Africa. 
But,  in  the  first  place,  I  assert  that  Africa 
belongs  to  the  Africans ;  and,  in .  the 
second  place,  if  it  is  admitted  that  we 
ought  to  have  colonies  there,  we  have  no 
more  right  to  the  interior  of  Africa  than 
has  any  other  country  on  the  globe.  It  is 
precisely  this  notion,  that  we  have  a  sort 
of  primitive  right  to  every  part  of  the 
globe,  that  gets  us  into  trouble.  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
stated  that  no  secret  Treaty  hail  been 
entered  into  with  Gt^rmany.  What  I 
ask  is,  what  secret  Treaty  has  been 
entered  into  before  with  Germany;  what 
obligations  have  we  taken  with  regard 
to  the  Triple  Alliance?  The  Under 
Secretary  said  there  had  been  an  ex- 
change of  Notes.  Are  these  negotiations 
not  going  on  now  ?  Those  communica- 
tions ought  to  be  submitted  to  the 
House.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  certain 
communications  having  been  made  by 
Lord  Salisbury  in  reference  to  the  Ti-iple 
Alliance,  Italy  was  induced  to  join  it 
Why  have  those  communications  not 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ?  If 
they  are  not,  all  we  can  say  is  tlxat  Italy 


and  Germany  must  thoroughly  under- 
stand that  these  are  mere  expressions  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  Loi-d  Salisbury, 
and  that  this  country  is  in  no  way 
responsible  for  the  engagements  that 
Lord  Salisbury  negotiated.  I  recall  with 
surprise  the  expressions  of  apfiroval  of 
Lord  Salisbury  as  Foreign  Minister 
which  have  come  from  this  side  of  the 
House.  I  regard  him  as  one  of  the 
most  dangerous  Foreign  Ministers  that 
ever  has  been  in  the  Foreign  Office. 
His  policy  is  simply  that  of  interfering 
in  Europe  by  truckling  to  Germany,  and 
whenever  he  gets  the  opportunity  of 
turning  the  cold  shoulder  to  France.  I 
hope  that  wo  will  soon  have  a  General 
Election,  and  so  avoid  tlie  danger  which 
I  am  perfectly  certain  we  incur  of 
being  dragged  into  some  European  War. 
With  regard  to  this  Treaty,  I  am  not 
opposed  to  getting  rid  of  Heligoland  and 
the  Governor's  salary.  But  I  am 
opposed  to  the  Treaty,  becau.se  in  South 
Africa  we  incur  great  responsibilities  and 
liabilities  which  will  eventually  increase 
the  taxation  of  this  country.  On  the 
•Colonial  Votes  I  shall  have  something  to 
say  about  the  Chartered  Companies.  I 
can  only  s^y  that  in  the  territories  which 
we  do  obtain  from  other  Powers,  we 
realise  the  very  worst  fears  of  the 
people  by  putting  them  into  the  hands 
of  Conservative  Dukes  and  others  under 
the  guise  of  Chartered  Companies. 
Lastly,  I  object  to  the  Treaty  because 
it  is  an  attempt  to  establish  an  exceed- 
ingly bad  procodent,  and  I  can  only 
console  myself  with  the  thought  that  no 
Liberal  Government  ever  can  or  will 
accept  the  precedent. 

•(7.54.)  Mb.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE 
(Liverpool,  Abercromby)  :  The  Govern- 
ment need  not  despair  of  carrying  their 
Bill  after  the  speech  we  have  just  heard. 
At  first  the  hon.  Member  said  wc  had 
got  too  little  for  Heligoland,  and  then 
that  we  had  really  got  too  much.  Whicli 
argument  does  he  prefer  to  stand  by  ? 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  did  not  say  we 
had  not  received  adequate  value.  I  said 
we  had  received  too  great  value,  impro- 
per value,  which  really  would  cost  us  a 
great  deal  of  money  without  any  coun- 
tervailing advantage. 

•Mr.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE :  I  am  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  hon.  Member's  cor- 
rection,   though   I   have   no  doubt  the 
reporters    to-morrow     will     refresh   his 
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memory  as  to  what  he  did  «ny.  Anyhow, 
wlist?ver  the  hon.  Member  did  say,  his 
speech  was  not  one  about  wliich  we  need 
take  any  pirticnlar  avrj.  After  two 
days'  debating,  there  is  very  little  that, 
is  new  to  be  said  on  this  subject.  For 
my  own  part,  1  am  perfectly  prepared  to 
snpjjort  the  Agreement,  not  because  it  is 
perfect,  but  because  it  is  as  good  as  can 
be  expected  under  the  circumstances. 
Honsidcring  those  circumstances,  hon. 
and  rii^ht  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  like 
thf  rio'ht  hon.  Member  for  Denbighshire, 
whfi  lost  us  the  C.iraenions.  half  of  New 
Gain  ■»,  and  Damoraland,  ought  to  be  a 
littlf  silent  or  criticise  more  fairly  the 
present  Agreement.  I  admit,  however, 
that  there  are  que.stion.s  left  unsettled  in 
Africa  which  will  be  of  great  importance 
to  us  at  a  later  stage  of  our  national 
existence.  South  African  colonists,  for 
example,  have  a  good  right  to  complain 
that  they  should  have  their  northern 
line  cut  off  by  a  strip  20  miles  broad,  en- 
hancing the  value  of  Damaraland  and 
shutting  off  their  tnvio  t<i  the  North, 
and  arresting  the  natural  expansion  of 
Smth  Africa.  I  believe  even  more  impor- 
tant still  is  the  question  with  regard  to 
M'^alfisch  Bay  ;  and  that  that  matter  is  left 
nnasttled,  while  Heligoland  is  surren- 
dered, is  a  8eri(3us  blot  in  tlie  Agreement. 
An  hon.  Member  hss  urged  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  friendly  pressure  on  Ger- 
many. The  remark  shows  how  little 
he  understands  the  signs  of  the 
present  day.  I  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber whether  Germany  has  ever  yielded 
tio  friendly  pressure,  and  whether  her 
pressure  has  ever  been  friendly.  Passing 
from  those  points,  however,  considering 
that  the  circumstances  of  this  case  are 
tiitally  different  from  the  circumstances 
of  jmst  years,  and  considering  also  how 
much  has  lieen  gained,  the  Hoube  ought, 
I  think,  to  be  thankful.  Germany 
entered  ujion  the  negotiations  knowing 
full  well  that  the  Government  would 
not  be  .supported  by  the  British 
electorate  in  moving  a  ship  or  landing  a 
battalion  in  order  to  obtain  an  acre  of 
land  in  Africa.  How  different  is  the 
p;>sition  of  the  German  Emperor.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  ought  to  go  to  the 
country  and  tell  their  constituents  to 
supjxjrt  a  spirited  foreign  policy.  I  do 
not  agree  that  we  do  not  want  these 
countries  for  ourselves.  I  have  heard 
that  all  the  great  wars  of  the  last  century 
J/r.  W.  F.  Lawrence 


were    undertaken    for    the 
trade.      I    am     prejwired 
forward  a   policy   for    the 
trade  ;    for,    although    we 
colonies,    and  surrounded 


purposes  of 
to  further 
purposes  of 
have  great 
by  friendly 
nations,  all  onrinarketa  are  shut  up  ;  we 
are  hemmed  in  by  protective  duties, 
and  unless  we  can  find  new  countries 
we  may  as  well  shut  ourselves  up  at 
home.  I  think  that,  on  the  whole.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  to  ho  con- 
gratulated on  the  great  field  which  they 
have  opened  up  to  British  trade,  for 
which  there  is  a  great  future  in  that 
district.  I  am  prepared  to  forward  a  policy 
which  will  develope  our  trade  by  firmness, 
and  by  force,  if  necessary.  This  Treaty 
is  not  only  to  be  looked  on  as  beneficial 
to  the  East  African  Company,  but  to  the 
whole  country,  as  it  opens  up  a  rfmte 
for  trade  to  the  Nile.  I  am  not  iaclined 
to  underestimate  the  interests  of  our 
South  African  colonists.  There  are,  un- 
doubtedly, some  points  in  which  their 
feelings  and  wishes  ought  to  have  l)een 
met,  but  I  hold  that  by  this  Agreement 
they  have  a  great  area  for  extension 
oijenedup.  They  have  an  enormoustractof 
territory  that  it  will  take  at  least  a  cen- 
tury to  open  up  and  adequately  develope, 
and  though  I  am  sorry  that  the  Damara- 
land boundary  has  been  altered,  I  am 
sure  that  if  the  colonists  will  stand 
shoulder  to  shoulder  and  drop  their 
racial  differences,  they  have  a  future 
before  them  almost  as  great  as  that 
of  Australia,  and  perhaps  even  greater. 
Though  I  have  been  bound  to  offer  these 
criticisms  to  some  parts  of  the  Agree- 
ment, I  am  bound  t<i  give  support  to  it 
on  the  whole.     (8.r),) 

(8.35.)  Mr.  a.  PEASE  (York):  I 
rise  to  odd  my  protest  against 
the  very  humiliating  Agreement, 
which  depends  on  the  passiag 
of  this  Bill.  No  great  amount  of 
eulogy  or  praise  has  been  bestowed  on 
the  Government  measure  even  by  the 
supporters  of  the  Government.  Even 
the  speeches  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
another  place,  and  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  this 
House,  were  made  in  an  apologetic  tone. 
The  hon.  Member  who  last  addressed 
the  House  said  he  was  in  favour  of  a 
spirited  foreign  policy,  and  a  policy  of 
resorting  to  force,  if  necessary,  to  hick 
up  the  commercial  enterprise  of  this 
country.      I     do     not     pretend    to    be 
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governed  by  the  motives  actuating  the 
hon.  Gentleman  when  I  say  it  is  a 
disastrous  tiling  for  this  country  if 
legitimate  commercial  enterpriso  is 
hindt-Tc'd  by  any  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  I  think  that  legitimate  com- 
mercial enterprise  is  restricted  and 
endangered  in  many  quarters  of  Africa. 
One  hon.  Membor  has  said  that  wo  have 
bartered  away  our  birthright  in  Afriai 
for  a  moss  of  jjottiige.  We  have 
bartered  away  our  birthright,  but  I 
caunot  see  where  the  mes.s  of  pottage 
comes  in.  I  cannot  see  what  we 
Iiave  gained  in  any  direction  by 
the  Anglo -German  Agreement.  If 
we  comjMiie  our  position  in  Africa  in 
1886  with  our  position  there  to-duy  the 
change  is  distinctly  for  the  worse.  We 
were  told  that  the  proposed  concessions 
and  surrenders,  and  the  evacuation  of 
Heligoland  arj  necessary  in  order  tu 
secure  the  friendship  of  Germany.  I 
feel  pretty  confident  that  even  after  we 
have  done  all  that  i.s  proposed,  Germany's 
policy  will  still  be  mainly  dictated  by 
her  own  interest.  In  my  opinion,  the 
first  step  towards  obtaining  the  fi-icnd- 
ship  of  Germany  would  be  to  obtain 
her  respect,  and  1  cannot  see  how  Ger- 
many can  have  any  respect  for  a  Go- 
vernment or  a  Power  which  so  willingly 
and,  I  believe,  so  unnecessarily  bur- 
rendcrs  her  hold  upon  great  areas  in 
Africa.  I  willingly  admit  that  there  is 
ample  room  for  .dissatisfaction  with 
regard  to  the  policy  pursued  by  the 
Liberal  Administration  with  regard  to 
Damai-alaud  and  Namaqualand,  but  I 
maintain  tliat  things  have  been  made 
infinitely  worse  by  the  concessions  just 
made.  It  is  contended  that  we  still 
retain  our  influence  at  Zanzibar ;  but 
let  me  point  out  that  our  iufiuonce  is 
now  restricted  to  the  Islands  of  Zanzibar 
and  Pemba.  Before,  however,  I  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  Sultanate  of 
Zanzibar,  I  desire  to  i-efer  to  the  Heligo- 
land part  of  the  Treaty.  An  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  has  deprecated  the 
positiun  of  Heligoland  as  a  point  of 
strategic  value.  1  do  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  is  a  more 
competent  authority  than  some  of  those 
authorities  who  apj)enred  before  the 
Commission  on  the  Colonial  Defences,  or 
whether  he  is  a  more  comjietent  authority 
than  some  of  the  great  men  who  pre- 
ceded those  authorities.     But  whilst  the 


hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  siieaking  I 
turned  to  a  Despatch  written  by  AdminU 
Russell   in   1807,  in  which    the  gallant 
Admiral   said   of    Heligoland  that  at  a 
small  expense  the  island  could  be  made  a 
^  small    Gibraltar.     I    do   not    profess    to 
know  anytliing  at  all  about  the  question 
of  the  strategic  value  of  Heligoland,  but 
I  rem'.-mber  that  even  Lord  8ali.sbiny  in 
\  another   pliK-e  dwelt   on    the    great    use 
that  H,dii<oland  lu>d  beeu  when  Xapolcoii 
promulgated    his    decrees    against    the 
commerce      of      Great      Britain,      and 
endeavoured  to   suppreas   British    com- 
merce   on    the    Continent    of    Kurope. 
He  pointed  out  how,  Heligoland   being 
a  smuggling  emporinm,  it  was   Heligo- 
land    smugglers     who     arreat.-d      and 
defeated  the  policy  of  Napoleon.      I  sup- 
pose if  Heligoland  was   of   use   at  the 
beginning   of   the  century,  events  may 
arisj    that   may  make  Heligoland  again 
useful  in  that  or  in  other  respects  impos- 
sible now  to  anticipate.     But  the  Prime 
Minister  has  also  stated  that  it  ia   better 
to    cede    Heligoland  when  we  can  get  a 
quid    ]>ro    quo    than    to    undergo    the 
humiliation  of  surrendering  it  in  time  of 
war ;   and  he   has  pointed  out  that  we 
should  be  obliged   to  do   that,    because 
within  a  few  hours  of  a   dt.-claration   of 
war    Germany    would    send    a  fleet,  an 
armed  force,  and  artillery  to  occujiy  the 
island,  and  we  should  be  oustetl  from  our 
possession.     But  I  presume  that,  in  the 
event   or  probability  of   war  with  Ger- 
many, some  steps  would  be  taken  to  pro- 
tect   the    island    from    the     fate    fore- 
shadowed by  the  Prime  Minister.      For 
my  own  part,  I  do  not  anticipate  any 
trouble   with  Germany    in    Europe.     I 
cannot   imagine   any   event   in   Europe 
that  would  bring  the  two  countries  into 
conflict    or    unfriendly    contact.       Our 
interests  are  in  common,  and  thex'e  is  no 
reason  to  suppose  we  shall  have  any  but 
friendly    relations    with     the    German 
Empire  ;  and  even  if  it  were  not  so,  Ger- 
many has  little  power  to  damage   us   in 
I'jUi'ope,  whilst  I  should   have  supposed 
that  those  in  favour  of  a  spirited  foreign 
policy,  such  as   indicated  by   the    hon. 
Member   who  spoke    last,  would    have 
hesitated  before  banding  over  our   out^ 
post  in  the  North  Sea.     The  resison  why 
I    regret    the    cession    is    because    the 
inhabitants    have   shown  plainly,  abso- 
lutely,   and     resolutely     a     preference 
to  remain  subjects  of  the  British  Crown, 
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while  we  abuse  tlieir  loyalty  by  trans- 
ferring them,  as  if  they  were  cattle,  to  tiie 
dominion  of  another  State.  Germany, 
at  any  rate,  has  no  old  claim  to 
Heligoland.  This  is  not  a  recession  of 
territory  ns  has  Ijeen  stated  by  one  hon. 
MembiT.  Heligoland,  I  believe,  has  never 
at  any  time  belonged  to  Germany.  Lord 
Salisbury  deprecated  a  phhiacite  being 
taken  ;  but  I  think,  at  any  nite,  he  might 
have  taken  the  opinion  of  the  Nominee 
Council.  We  have  no  evidence  that  ho 
did  seek  any  information  in  that  direc- 
tion. But  I  regard  the  cession  of  Heligo- 
land as  the  smallest  part  of  the  Agree- 
ment, and  I  should  be  willing  io  support 
it  provided  wo  get  a  proper  equivalent. 
I  ask  the  House  for  a  moment  to 
follow  me  whilst  I  endeavour  to  show 
what  is  the  position  of  this  country  and 
Germauy  in  Africa,  where  we  are  sup- 
posed to  have  obtained  an  equivalent  as 
compared  with  that  of  four  or  five  years 
ago.  In  a  Despatch  to  Sir  Edward  Malet 
in  1885,  Lord  Granville  jwinted  out 
that 

"  Apprehensions  with  regard  to  the  policy  of 
Uermany  towards  the  Sultnn  of  Zanzibar  are 
not  xhareil  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  who 
continue  to  respect  the  iissurnnces  uiven  to  Sir 
Edward  Slalet  by  Prince  Biamaruk  on  May  28, 
1884,  that  Germany  will  not  endeavour  to 
obtain  a  protectorate  over  Zanzibar." 

And  then  he  goes  on  to  state  that  for  a 
century  the  Sultans  of  Zanzibar  and 
Muscat  had  been  under  the  administni- 
tive  influence  of  this  country  and  the 
Government  of  India,  and  that  in  1861, 
by  the  decision  of  the  Viceroy  of  India, 
the  two  countries,  Muscat  and  Zanzibar, 
were  divided  by  an  arrangement  which 
has  continued  since.  The  Desjmtch  went 
on  to  ix>iiit  out  that  Her  Majesty's  ships 
had  kept  the  peace  in  Zanzibar  waters  ; 
tliat  British  trade  was  closely  connected 
with  the  country,  that  the  British  Go- 
vernment had  subsidised  steamers 
from  this  country  to  Zanzibar,  and  that 
British-Indian  subjects  had  settled  there 
in  considerable  numbers,  and  that  British 
influence  was  used  for  the  advantage 
of  the  trade  of  all  nations  under 
liberal  Commercial  Treaties  existing 
with  the  Sultan.  Well,  what  was  the 
condition  of  things  that  followed  upon 
this  1  Germany  assumed  certain  rights 
by  force  over  certain  territories  tehind 
the  coast  line  of  the  Sultanate  on  the 
mainland.  The  Sultan  protested,  and 
the  British  Government  preceding  the 
Mr.  A.  Fease 


present,  if  anything  supported  the 
Sultan  in  his  protest ;  but,  later  on,  in 
September,  1885,  we  find  Lord  Salisbury 
had  changed  the  tone  towards  Germany, 
and  received  compliments  and  thanks 
from  the  German  Government  for  good 
oflBces  in  bringing  pressure  to  bear  on  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzikir.  I  could  quote  from 
the  Blue  Books  several  instances  of 
pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
Sultan,  and  there  is  one  instance  that 
shows  indisputably  how  this  pressure 
was  brought  to  tear  on  the  Sultan  in 
favour  of  Germany,  and  which  I  intended 
to  quote,  but  I  find  I  have  not  the  book 
with  me.  It  is  an  insfcince  in  which,  in 
a  Despatch,  Lord  Salisbury  declares 
tliat  such  pressure  was  employed.  I 
might  refer  also  to  the  quotation  that 
was  used  in  another  place  from  a  De- 
spatch by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
showing  what  the  position  was  in  1886. 
The  ni  iblo  Lord  said — 

"  Our  position  at  the  moment  is  one  of 
immense  vahio  and  strength  ;  the  whole  of  the 
tribes  in  that  territory  are  undnr  our  inlluenoe, 
look  up  to,  and  are  determined  to  be  guided  by 
us  ;" 

and  he  went  on  to  point  out  how  pre- 
ponderating was  the  influence  of  this 
country  in  Zanzibar.  Germany,  step  by 
step,  sometimes  by  violence  and  some- 
times by  pressure  exercised  on  the 
Sultan,  though  the  English  Foreign 
Office  obtained  a  footing  on  the  Zanzibar 
coast  of  Africa.  And  now,  to  sum  up, 
l<x)k  at  the  position  of  this  country  in 
Africa  and  in  Europe  in  relation  to 
Germany,  as  compared  to  what  it  wag 
in  1886.  In  1886  we  possessed  Heligo- 
land ;  we  had  a  preponderating  influence 
and  power  throughout  the  Sultanate  of 
Zanzibar,  the  Island  of  Zanzibar,  the 
Island  of  Pemba,  and  500  or  600  miles  of 
const  line ;  the  question  of  Damaraland 
was  not  settled  ;  Germany  claimed 
certain  concessions  in  the  district  which 
we  had  not  consented  to  acknowledge. 
To-day  what  is  the  position  in  which 
this  country  finds  itself?  Germany  has 
got  Heligoland,  Damaraland,  Namaqua- 
land,  and  the  mainland  territories  of  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar ;  concessions  in  other 
districts,  for  instance,  in  the  Gulf  of 
Guinea;  and  I  presume,  after  1910, 
according  to  this  Treaty,  she  will  have 
power  to  exclude  our  trade  from  the 
Sultanate  of  Zanzibar  or  the  mainland 
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coast  of  Africa.     What  is  our  position  ? 
We  have  lost  Heligoland  ;  wo  have  lost 
the  enjoyment  of  some  of  the  fruita  of 
British  discovery  and  enterprise  in  North 
East  Africa;  we  have  a  lessened  authority 
in  Zanzibar,  a  Protectorate  dependent  on 
concessions  from  France  and  the  Sultan  ; 
and    our    fellow-countrymen    who    are 
engaged  in  the  enterprise  of  the  British 
East  Africa  Company  are   cut  off  from 
communication  between  Tanganyika  and 
Central  Africa,  debarred  from  the  route 
extending   from  Central  Africa  to   our 
posseasious  in  the  South  ;  we  have  a  dis- 
contented  colony  at   the   Cape   in  con- 
sequence  of  coucessioiiB   made  to  Ger- 
many without  consulting  the  colonists  ; 
and  the    probability    of    friction    with 
France.     And  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign    AfiFairs   has  stated   that  even 
such  authority  as  we  have  in  Zivnzibar 
is  to  be  exercised  in  no  exclusive  manner ; 
he  seemed  to  deprecate  even  the   little 
influence   left  to  us  in  that  island.     I 
cannot    understand   why   there    is   this 
sacrifice  of  British   interests   in   Africa 
and  Germany.     I  much  prefer  English 
methods  of  colonisation  to  German  and 
French   methods.     We  have  had   most 
lamentable  occurrences bythe  Germanson 
tlie  mainland  of  the  Sultanate  of  Zanzibar, 
There  have  been  methods  adopted  which 
have  been  condemned  by  our  Naval  Com- 
manders on   the  African  Coast.     As  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
has   pointed   out,   one   concession  after 
another  has  been  made  in  order  to  secure 
our  position  in  Egypt,  and  he  lias  pointed 
out  the  fruits   and  consequences  of  the 
policy   we    have   pursued.      There  are 
other  advantages  almost   as  nndesinible 
we  have  given  the  Germans.     We  have 
allowed  Captain  Weissman  to  go  t<j  Egypt 
and  recruit  a  force   there  for  his  expedi- 
tion into  Central    Africa.     You    would 
never  have   allowed  a  French  oiEccr — I 
doubt  if   yoa   would    have    allowed  an 
officer  of  any   other   country—  to  recruit 
forces  in  Cairo  and  other  parts  of  Kgypt 
for  warfare,  or  any   other  eutt^rpriso  in 
the  interior  of  Africa.     That  I    may  be 
under  no  accusation  of  misrepresentation 
in  this  matter,  let  me  call   attention  to 
the  answer  given  by  the  Undersecretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  to  the  question  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Poplar.  My 
hon.  Friend  asked  if  the  attention  of  the 
Government  had  been  directed  to  a  tele- 
gram, dated  Alexandria,  February  25,  to 


the  effect  that  Captain  Weissman  had 
arrived  on  his  way  to  Zanzibai-  ;  that  he 
I  would  proceed  to  Cairo,  and  would 
recruit  his  force  with  some  100  blacks, 
and  whether  the  consent  of  the  Egyptian 
Government  had  been  obtained  to  the 
enlistment  of  Egyptian  subjects.  The 
answer  was  that  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  had 
rejiorted  the  arrival  of  Captain  Weissman 
at  Cairo  ;  bad  stated  that  his  proceedings 
had  received  no  official  sanction,  but 
that  the  Egyptian  Government  did  not 
propose  to  offer  any  objection  to  the 
voluntary  enlistment  of  a  few  blacks 
for  certain  police  purposes.  Well,  we 
know  how  the  police  force  is  used  by 
the  Germans  in  their  work  of  colonisa- 
tion. Much  has  been  said  about  the 
"  Hinterland  "  doctrine  ;  and  though  it 
has  in  some  degree  been  denied,  it  is 
practically  a  doctrine  admitted  in  this 
Anglo-German  Agreement.  The  Hinter- 
land doctrine,  it  would  seem,  is  to  be 
allowed  to  be  applied  by  Germany, 
but  it  is  not  to  apply  to  any  other 
country.  We  know  the  position  taken 
up  by  this  country  in  regard  to  Por- 
tugal. If  any  country  has  a  right  to 
claim  territory  on  the  Hinterland 
principle  that  country  is  Portugal.  She 
ha.s  territory  on  the  coast  line  on  West 
and  East  Africa,  not  a  bare  cojist  line, 
bnt  territory  reaching  a  considerable 
distance  into  the  interior.  But  Portugal 
is  a  very  weak  State,  and  Germany  a  very 
strong  one.  We  have,  I  say,  in  this 
Agreement  practically  admitted  the 
Hinterland  doctrine,  and  I  think  that  is 
pretty  clear  from  the  Despatch  of  Lord 
Siilisbnry  to  Sir  Edward  Malet  on  June 
1 4th  last.  The  second  paragraph  of  that 
Despatch  reads — 

"  The  claims  of  the  German  Government  are 
bnspii  chiefly  on  the  contention  that  where  one 
Power  occupies  the  coHst  nnothtr  Power  may 
not,  without  consent,  occupy  uocliuined regions 
in  \t»  rear.  It  woulii  be  too  much  to  affirm 
chnt  this  contention  is  entirely  destitute  of 
mipport  from  international  usage," 

Tliat,  I  say,  is  conceding  the  doctrine  iu 
some  degree — 

"But  its  operation  cannot  be  imlimiled, 
while  the  boundaries  within  which  it  ahould  be 
restricted  are  very  hard  to  draw." 

Later  on,  Lord  Salisbury  fully  admits  the 
doctrine.     He  goes  on  to  say — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Govi-mment  had,  therefore, 
no  title  to  advance  which  could  countervail  the 
claim  which  t)io  German  Uovorament  based  on 
the  fact  that  lbi»  regiou" 
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that   ia,  territory 
ganyika — 

"  Wag  in  the  immediate  rear  of  their  own  ; 
and  tbtir  pretention  derived  additional  8Uj>p»rt 
from  the  circumstance  that  it  would  practically 
have  the  effect  of  dividing  the  shares  of  Lnkx 
Victoria  Nyanzainto  two  portionsappro»imately 
equal  between  the  two  UoTernmenl«,  &c." 

Well,  I  say,  the  Hinterlnnd  dot'trine  is 
conceded   wherever   the   Germans  have 
set  it  in  operation  ;  vfhilo  the  Foreign 
Office  have,  so  far  as  I  can  g-iither  from 
the  correspondence,  never  once  insisted 
absolutely  on  any  point  they  have  urged. 
So  much  has  been  said  about  concessions 
in   the  South-West  of   Africa    and  the 
lamentable    extension  of  German  terri- 
tory along  the  banks  of  the  Chobe  River 
to  the  Zambesi,  that  1  need  not  dwell  on 
that.     I  admit  that  the  iirst  concessions 
in    that  direction  were  begun  under  a 
Liberal  Government;  but  I  consider  that 
the  present  Government,  knowing  what 
were    the   concessions   to    Britisli   sub- 
jecta   in   Damaraland ;    what    was    the 
feeling  at  the  Cape  ;  what  was  the  feel- 
ing   of  the  King  of   the  Damaras,   are 
very  ranch  to  blame  in  not  taking  care 
that  the  interests  of  British  colonists  at 
the    Cape,    and    the    interests    of    the 
natives    were    protected    by  restricting 
the    concessions    in     Damaraland    to   u 
much  narrower  district.     I  know  it  is 
too   late   now  to   do  anything   towards 
upsetting,   altering,    or    amending    the 
Agreement;  nevertheless,  I  dn  believe  it 
is  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  reject  this 
Agreement,  and,  althongh  few  may  vote 
against  it,  I  certainly  shall  vote  with  my 
hon.    Friend   the    Member   for    Lanark 
against     what     I     consider    this    most 
humiliating  Agreement.     While   I  give 
avery  credit  to  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  maintain  friendly  relations  with 
^^  Germany,  so  far  as  I  can  see  they  do 

^H  nothing  towards  obtaining  or  securing 
^™  the  gratitude  of  Germany,  while  1  can 
F  see  that  they  may  land  us  in  material 

I  difficulties  with  our  colonists  before  very 

I  long. 

^^  (9.10.)      Camain    BKTIJELL  (York, 

^^1  E.R.,  Holderness)  :  I  am  sorry  to  hear 
^^B  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  going  to  vote 
^^m  against  the  Bill  forthe  reason  he  hasgivon, 
^^1  namely,  that  tiie  Hinterland  doctrine  has 

^H  been    applied    solely    for    the    benefit 

^H  of  Germany.     He  and  other  speakers  na 

^H  this  side  have  overlooked  one  part  of  the 

^H  arrangemc-ni.  While  it  is  true  we  have 
^^^^y        Mr.  A.  Pease 


Agreement  Bill.  95ft 

given  up  considerable  territory  on   the 
Hinterland  principle  to  Germany  on  the 
East,  it  is  also  true  that  south  i>f  Lake 
Nyassa  there  isaterrit(jry  of  tiO,OOOsquaro 
miles  secured  on  the  Hinterland  principle 
to  this  country.     So  it  is   unjnst  to  say 
that  the   Hinterland  doctrine  has  been 
applied  solely  forthe  tenefitol  Germany. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  gave  us  a  long  controversial 
argument,  in  which  he  attributed  sinister 
designs   to    the    Government    and    the 
House  of  Lords.     I  do  not  know  whether 
we  are  to  consider  the  htm.  Gentleman 
as  a  Constitutional  Authority,  but  I  do 
not  think  he  convinced  the  House  that 
the  constitutional  question  involved  is  a 
very  serious  one.      His   hon.    Colleague 
the  junior    Member    for   Northamptoa 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  hailed  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  with  satisfaction   as  a  pre- 
cedent by  which   a    prerogative  of  the- 
Crown    is    limited    or     forfeited.      Hw 
argued  that  when  once  the  Crown  had 
abandoned  a  prerogative    it   had  never 
been  asserted  again.     Now,  1  think,  to- 
such  a  8taf.ement  there  are  very  consider- 
able limitations.     It   is   true    that  pre- 
rogatives of  the  Crown  being  abandoned 
after  conflict  between  Crown  and  Parlia- 
ment have  never  been  revived,  but  I  do 
not  think    it    can    be    asserted  that  a- 
prerogative  abandoned  by  the  will  or  the 
wish  of  the  Crown,  waived,  so  to  speak, 
is  absolutely  abandoned. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
What  I  stated,  and  what  1  believe  to 
b«  the  cise,  was  that  there  is  no  case  in 
which,  the  Crown  having  lost  its  pre- 
rogative by  enactment  to  which,  of 
course,  the  Crown  had  to  be  a  consenting 
party,  that  prerogative  was  ever  re- 
asserted or  re-t.!\koi:. 

CapiainBETHELL:  That  is  very  likely, 
by  express  enactment,  but  as  wo  have 
been  assured,  and  by  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  most  emphatiavlly,  this  at 
any  rate  is  not  to  form  a  precedent. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  considers  it  ia 
to  farm  a  precedent  for  a  prerogative 
abnndoned  by  the  Crown.  Now,  in  rej^urd 
to  the  cession  of  Heligoland,  I  fear  there 
ia  a  prospect  that  the  mnniug  sore 
between  this  country  and  America  may 
find  its  counterpart  in  the  com- 
plications which  will  arise  luider  a 
sub-section  of  the  r2th  Article  having 
reference  to  rights  of  fishing.  It 
is     provided    that    oar    fishermen    asft 
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to  have  rights  of  taking  in  pro- 
visious  and  ■water,  and  other  rights  for  all 
time.  This  is  just  one  of  the  provisions 
that  have  given  rise  to  BOinuchdi£Bculty 
and  correspondence  with  America,  and 
I  think  tlie  sub-section  is  also  likely  to 
give  rise  to  future  trouble  with  the 
German  Empire.  I  should  have  thought 
it  would  have  been  wiser  to  have  limited 
the  reservation  of  rights  to  some  specific 
period  of  time.  Upon  the  cession  of  the 
island  I  do  not  propose  to  say  anything 
further,  except  to  remark,  upon  the  com- 
plaint that  we  have  not  an  equivalent 
concession,  that  a  few  weeks  ago  in  a 
discussion  on  the  Estimates  several  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  expressed  a 
desire  to  cede  Heligoland,  not  for  any 
quid  pro  quo,  but  simply  on  sentimental 
grounds,  and  it  was  not  until  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Colonel 
Nolan)  suggesttd  that  it  was  a  valuable 
property  to  Germany,  and  that  if  we 
gave  it  up  we  ought  to  get  something 
substantial  in  return,  that  Members  then 
considered  it  might  be  desirable,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  tlie  Scotland  Division 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  correcting  what  he 
had  previously  said,  explained  that  he 
did  not  mtan  that  the  island  should  be 
given  up  for  nothing,  and  out  of 
friendship  merely.  It  ia  a  little 
surprising  now  to  find  hon.  Gentle- 
men BO  sbocked  and  horrified  at  find- 
ing we  are  to  get  so  little  in  return. 
I  should  take  out  of  the  Agreement 
altogether,  for  the  purpose  of  summing 
up  our  gains  and  losses,  a  large  piece  of 
Central  Africa.  Consider,  then,  what  re- 
mains. We  have  given  up  Heligoland 
and  a  certain  portion  of  Sonth-West 
Africa.  The  cession  of  Heligoland  has 
already  been  sufficiently  discussed,  and  it 
is  to  the  South-West  .(African  question 
that  I  wish  to  direct  my  criticism.  Some 
weeks  ago,  before  this  an-angement  was 
concluded,  we  had  a  discussion  on  this 
question  in  Committee,  and  on  that 
occasion  I  took  tite  opportunity  of  saying 
I  was  strongly  opposed  to  ceding  any 
more  territory  to  Germany  in  that 
region.  My  reason  differed  from  that 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  who  last 
spoke.  Where  he  got  his  information 
about  Namaqualand  f  cannot  imaigine. 
I  never  heard  tliat  that  country  had 
been  explored. 

Mr.   CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  There  is  plenty  of  gold  there. 


CiPTAiN  BETHELL :  That  may  bo  so. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  take  a 
very  rosy  view  of  the  couutry.  My 
objection  to  this  arrangement,  however^ 
is  an  almost  sentimental  one.  I  am 
IfKiking  to  the  future  of  the  Anglo-S'ixon 
Empire  South  of  the  Zambesi  being  pre- 
judiced by  the  intrusion  of  another 
ftireign  element.  I  think  the  original 
admission  of  the  Germans  was  a  gross, 
mistake,  and  I  deprecate  as  strongly  as  I 
can  the  giving  up  of  anything  further 
in  S<3uth  Africa  to  the  German.s,  because 
it  will  tend  to  render  more  difficult  our 
ultimate  success  there.  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  Germany  is  so  very  anxious 
to  get  this  territory.  I  have  heard 
that  the  German  n^otiators  were  very 
stiff-necked  about  it.  I  could  under- 
stand our  Foreign  Minister  making  a 
concession  if  he  were  going  to  get  a 
quid  jiro  quo  ;  but  I  do  not  think  he  has 
got  one  in  this  instance.  I  may  say, 
tlierefore,  that  so  far  as  this  ])ortion  of 
the  Agreement  is  concerned  1  join  with 
those  who  deprecate  the  concessions 
which  have  been  made.  In  estimating 
our  gains  and  losses  by  the  Treaty,  I 
certainly  think  it  should  l>e  noted  that 
one  great  gain  we  have  secured  is  such  a 
re-arrangement  of  territory  among  the 
nations  in  Africa  as  will  tend  to  obviate 
disputes  and  difficulties  henceforward — 
diihonlties  that  have  led  to  trouble  in 
the  post,  and  might  easily  do  so  again, 
unless  the  position  and  territory  of  each 
country  is  clearly  defined.  Whatever 
other  value  the  Agreement  may  have  I 
venture  to  say  it  is  most  vsiiuable  as 
constituting  an  important  factor  in 
thu  jieace  of  the  world,  and  no 
doubt  that  consideration  was  pro- 
sent  to  the  mind  of  Lord  Salisbury. 
As  to  Zanzibar,  I  hope,  that,  notwith- 
standing the  action  of  France  and  Ger- 
many with  regard  to  the  island  in  the 
past,  we  shall  in  future  exercise  a  sub- 
stantial Protectorate  over  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  remarks  of  the  senior  Member 
for  Northampton,  it  will  be  remembered 
that  the  French  and  ourselves  guaranteed 
the  independence  of  the  Sultan  of  Zan- 
zibar. So  also  did  the  Germans,  and 
now  that  they  have  withdi'awn,  surely  we 
are  not  bound  to  insist  on  that  indepen- 
dence. In  fact,  the  woid  gnanmtee  was 
not  used  in  the  Treaty  :  the  engagement 
was  to  respect  the  Sultan's  independence^ 
and  not  to  guarantee  it — a  very  different 
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thing.  The  value  of  the  island  and  the 
Protectorate  will  largely  depend  on  the 
results  of  Grerman  colonisation  in  Africa. 
If  that  action  is  successful,  and  they  are 
able  to  create  and  develop  porta  on  the 
coast  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of  their 
trade,  Zanzibar  will  not  be  so  valuable  as 
it  would  otherwise  be.  Still,  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  it  will  always  be  a 
valuable  British  ]K)8se88ion  for  warlike 
or  maritime  purjxises,  and  especially  as  a 
coaling  station.  Although  I  am  glad  to 
see  Great  Bi-itain  getting  her  fair  share 
of  possessions  in  Africa,  and  other  parte 
of  the  world,  to  which  she  is  entitled, 
yet  I  do  not  see  why  this  country  should 
be  regarded  as  the  only  colonising  and 
civilising  Power  in  Airica.  Germany, 
or  any  other  country  that  undertakes 
this  work,  should  have  its  fair  share  of 
territory  to  carry  out  it«  purposes,  and 
with  regard  to  the  contraat  that  has 
been  drawn  Ijetwcen  Lord  Salisbury's 
treatment  of  Portugal  on  the  one  hand 
and  of  Germany  on  the  other,  it  should  be 
remembered  that  though  Portugal  first 
discovered  the  territories  in  Africa  which 
she  claimed,  she  has  never  established 
herself  in  them,  and  in  the  circumstances 
it  was  impossible  for  Lord  Salisbury  to 
recognise  all  her  claims.  It  must  be 
admitted  that  we  can  no  more  rest  our 
claim  to  the  territories  we  have  dis- 
oovored  in  Airica  on  their  original  discov- 
ery by  us,  since  we  have  not  established 
ourselves  in  them,  tlian  Portugal  can  lay 
claim  to  the  territories  North  of  the  Zam- 
besi. Therefore,  I  do  not  think  that 
Lord  Salisbury  lias  acted  towards  Por- 
tugal as  a  weak  Power,  while  he  has 
acted  towards  Germany  as  a  strong 
Power.  On  tho  contrary,  I  believe  he 
has  acted  towards  that  country  with  much 
dignity.  I  hope  that  in  the  negotiations 
with  France  and  Portugal  the  same  dig- 
nified efforts  will  be  made  to  reconcile 
tho  rights  of  all. 

•(9.30.)  Mil.  STOREY:  I  am  sorry 
I  cannot  agree  with  tho  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  in  one 
of  the  oKservations  he  made.  lie  said 
that  Lord  Salisbury  had  treated  Por- 
tugal in  exactly  the  same  spirit  as  he 
treated  Germany,  but  I  am  afraid  that  I 
must,  even  at  the  risk  of  condemnation, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury treated  Portugal  as  a  weak  Power, 
and  Germany  as  a  strong  Power.  He 
negotiated  with  the  one,  and  took  a 
Captain  JBet/iell 


strong  handed  course  with  the  otlier, 
which  he  would  not  have  dared  to  had 
she  jiossessed  the  power  of  Germany.  I 
differ,  too,  from  many  of  my  Liberal  and 
Radical  Friends  in  regard  to  this  Agree- 
ment. I  entirely  concur  in  the  wisdom 
of  the  cession  of  Heligoland  to  Germany, 
and  I  think  Lord  Salisbury  is  entitled  to 
much  credit  for  having  done  a  very 
sensible  and  statesmanlike  thing.  The 
importance  of  Heligoland  to  this  country 
haa  been  greatly  over-estimated,  and  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion,  after  listen- 
ing to  tho  Debates,  and  reading  what 
has  been  said  in  some  of  the  newspapers, 
that  a  great  many  Gentlemen  who  have 
discussed  the  matter  have  never  seen 
the  island,  and  have  never  taken 
the  trouble  to  understand  what  it  is. 
One  hon.  Gentleman  described  it  as  the 
key  to  the  North  Sea.  Wliat  magnifi- 
cent folly  to  describe  it  in  that  fashion. 
Another,  out-Heroding  Herod,  has 
sjwken  of  it  as  the  key  of  the  Baltic, 
which  is  about  as  sensible  as  if  I  were  to 
say  that  the  Isle  of  Man  is  the  key  of  the 
English  Channel.  Hehgoland  is  a 
beggarly  little  rock,  with  a  little  bit  of 
sjind  tacked  on  to  it,  as  a  sort  of  fringe 
to  its  garment ;  it  has  got  a  population 
limited  in  number,  but  German  in 
sympathy  and  in  many  other  ways. 
Therefore,  as  far  ns  the  rock  is  con- 
cerned, I  am  glad  it  is  going  to  Germany. 
I  wish  hon.  Gentlemen  who  oppose 
this  cession  would  realise  what  we  should 
feel  if  the  Goodwin  Sands  were  once 
more  to  stand  perpetually  out  of 
the  sea,  and  if  every  sliip  in  and 
out  of  the  Port  of  London  were  to  see 
the  German  flag  flying  there.  It  would 
do  us  no  damage,  but  it  would  offend  our 
sentimental  feeling.  The  Germans  must 
have  the  same  feeling  at  seeing  the 
English  flag  flying  on  this  little  island 
close  to  the  mouth  of  the  Elbe.  It  is 
only  natural  that  they  should,  and  I 
commend  Lord  Salisbury-  for  the  taking 
note  of  tliat  sentiment,  and  frankly  hand- 
ing Heligoland  over  to  Germany.  But  I 
have  to  make  one  remark  on  the  point, 
not  of  a  complimentary  character.  I 
would  make  it  a  rule  to  have  a  very 
generous  feeling  towards  the  sentiments 
of  foreign  nations.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  said  that  we  ought  to 
have  got  something  in  return  for  Heligo- 
land. I  think  that  great  i\ations  in 
treating  with  one  another  ought  not  to 
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seek  a  quid  pro  quo,  but  ought  to  act 
with  the  generosity  of  gentlemen,  and 
not  seek  for  a  quid  pro  quo  in  the  spirit 
of  a  pedlar.  The  complaint  that  I  iiave 
to  make  against  Lord  Salisbury  is  that 
he  has  sought  for  concessions  in  other 
parts  of  the  world.  And  what  sort  of  a 
bai^iu  has  he  made  ?  Germany  has  to 
give  us  a  lot  of  territory  whioli  is  not 
hers  to  give,  and  we  have  to  give  Ger- 
many a  lot  of  territory  which  is  not  ours 
to  give.  Since  the  day  Dick  Turpin  and 
Tom  King  met  to  divide  the  plunder  of 
Hagley  Hall  I  do  not  know  of  any  more 
atrocious  thing  than  has  been  done  by 
those  two  great  civilising  Powers  in 
Africa.  The  Under  Secretary  has  talked 
iu  magniloquent  terms  about  partitioning 
Africa.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  parti- 
tioned to  Germany  what  wa.s  not  his,  and 
accepted  from  Germany  what  was  not 
hers,  and  this  without  considering  tl\e 
views  of  the  people  who  inhabit  the  land. 
I  am  utterly  against  England  having 
possessions  or  points  of  land  scattered  up 
and  down  tlie  world,  except  for  one  rea- 
son. I  admit  it  is  absolutely  essential  that 
England  should  have  coaling  stations 
throughout  the  world.  I  shall  never  be 
opposed  to  obtaining  fairly,  and  keeping 
with  a  strong  hand,  such  coaling  stations 
as  are  necessary  for  our  Fleet  and  our 
Mercantile  Marine.  Heligoland  never 
could  have  been  a  coaling  station.  Coal- 
ing stations  must  be  defensible,  and  to 
fortify  and  defend  that  island  would 
have  involved  enormous  expenditure, 
the  Ixjnefits  derived  from  which  would 
never  be  commensurate  with  the  outlay. 
I  have  no  objection  to  our  having 
Gibraltar,  Malta,  and  other  places  of  the 
kind,  and,  therefore,  I  have  not  the 
smallest  objection  to  make  to  Lord  Salis- 
bury's acquiring  the  Island  of  Zanzibar. 
But,  having  surrendered  Huhgoland  to 
Germany  because  it  is  close  to  that 
Empire,  the  very  same  condition  of 
things  will  exist  50  years  hence  with 
respect  to  Zanzihir.  Zanzilmr  will  be  an 
English  island  placed  just  off  the  coast  of 
an  enormousGernian  Empire,  and  thesame 
sentimental  feeling  which  makes  us  sur- 
render Heligoland  to  Germany  now  will 
compel  us  then  to  surrender  Zanzilmr  to 
the  holdersoftheGermanEmpirein  Africa. 
Just  now  I  unwittingly  incurred  the  cen- 
sure of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Evesham  by  sneering  at  an  observation 
he  made.     He  thought  that  I  sneered  at 


the  missionaries,  but  I  sneered  at  the 
sentiment  he  was  enunciating.  So  long 
as  he  talked  about  the  relations  between 
the  two  Powers,  and  about  the  advan- 
tages of  trade,  I  thought  he  was  on  com- 
mon-sense ground,  but  when  he  sug- 
gested the  utter  cant — and  I  can  call  it 
by  no  other  words — that  we  were  g^ing 
to  Africa  to  supjmrt  the  missionaries,  I 
could  not  help  sneering,  and  I  shall  sneer 
every  time  such  observations  arc  made 
by  any  Member  of  this  House.  What 
is  the  use  of  humbugging,  or  attempt- 
ing to  humbug,  the  world  1  We  do  not 
go  to  Africa  to  support  the  missionaries, 
or  to  civilise  the  natives  ;  as  everybody 
knows  in  his  secret  heart,  we  go  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  laud  and  making 
money  ;  and  what  liecomes  of  those  poor 
wretches  the  Africans  wo  care  not  one 
button.  Did  we  go  to  North  America, 
to  civilise  the  Indians ;  to  Australia, 
to  civilise  the  natives ;  or  to  New 
Zealand,  to  civilise  the  Maoriosi  No, 
wo  went  to  make  money,  to  carry  on 
trade,  to  acquire  land,  and  to  make  an 
opening  for  our  sons.  That  was  our  pur- 
pose, and  we  ought  to  say  so  honestly. 
We  did  not  go  to  civilse.  What  do  we 
carry  to  these  natives'!  We  carry  to 
them  the  three  R's  ;  not  those  which  we 
give  to  the  children  of  this  country,  but 
the  rifle,  rum,  and  religion.  The  rifle 
and  the  rum  are  slowly  destroying  these 
populations.  Heaven  grant  that  the 
tliird  of  the  three  R's — religion — may 
give  them  entrance  to  a  place  where 
grasping  Emperors  do  not'govern,  and 
where  philanthropic  und  pious  traders 
are  unknown.  I  have  learned  ime  lesson 
from  this  action  of  ours  in  Africa.  We 
are  giving  land  to  Germany  which  we 
have  no  right  to  give,  and  Germany  ia 
giving  land  to  us  to  which  she  has  no 
right.  There  is,  however,  no  opinion 
taken  of  the  papulations  of  these  terri- 
tories. 1  do  not  admit  that  they  are 
poor  and  scattered.  I  l)elieve  that  they 
are  not  of  the  bloodthirsty  and  plunder- 
ing types  which  have  been  found  in 
other  uncivilised  portions  of  the  world. 
Probably  in  that  favoured  region  there 
are  races  capable  of  great  development. 
I  am  sure  of  one  thing,  that  the  ordinary 
processes  which  have  characterised  the 
march  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  and  every 
other  European  nation  in  their  dealings 
with  savage  nations,  will,  if  adopted  in 
this  ca^e,  civilise  these  peoples  off  the 
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face  of  tlie  earth.  Now,  the  lesson  I 
have  learnt  is  this:  that  all  our  outcries 
against  Russia,  on  the  ground  that  she 
has  acquired  enormous  .territories  by 
nefarious  means,  are  the  merest  sham. 
Willi  what  sense  of  moral  worth  can  our 
Government  hereafter  eoroijlain — with 
what  justice  can  the  Tory  Party  here- 
after complain — about  Rassia  ?  I  was 
in  the  House  when  the  unfortunate 
butcheries  in  Afghanistan  occurred 
during  the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
I  can  remember  the  outcry  raised  by 
Members  of  the  Conservative  Party  us 
to  the  grasping  tendencies  of  Russia,  and 
the  nefarious  means  by  whicli  she  man- 
aged to  get  control  of  one  Khanate  after 
another,  and  one  valley  B^ter  another.  I 
can  remember  the  outcries  from  the  same 
ranks  when  Russia  re-acquired  Bess- 
arabia, which  we  took  from  her  in  1856. 
How  piously  we  then  condemned 
Russia.  But  with  what  face  can  Eng- 
land hereafter  condemn  acquisitions  by 
other  Powers?  If  there  is  any  Power 
which  goes  up  and  down  the  world,  like 
a  raging  lion  seeking  what  it  may  devour, 
it  is  this  great  Empire  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland.  Luck  at  the  acquisitions 
we  have  made  in  recent  days.  Who 
took  Cyprus  ?  The  Tory  Government. 
Who  took  Burma  f  The  Tory  Govern- 
ment; and  if  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Evesham  had  his  way  we 
should  absorb  not  only  all  this  earth,  but 
the  moon  too,  in  the  name  of  Great 
Britain.  You  have  acquired  land  in 
every  part  of  the  world  without  the  least 
r^ard  for  the  interests  of  the  inhabit- 
ants, simply  through  a  greed  of  last,  and 
power,  and  growth,  which  seems  inherent 
in  a  certain  class  of  the  English  people. 
Yet,  when  other  nations  commit  this 
o£fence  you  hold  up  your  hands  and  thank 
Heaven  you  are  not  as  other  men — not 
even  as  this  publican  Russia.  I  think  it 
is  very  much  to  be  deplored  that  any 
Party  in  this  House  should  connect  itself 
with  such  a  wholesale  proposal  of  parti- 
tion as  is  contained  in  this  Bill.  I  admit 
that  the  partition  is  nominal,  and  cm 
paper ;  it  is  not  a  proposal  that  you 
should  at  once  acquire  land,  because, 
if  it  meant  that,  it  would  involve 
an  expenditure  of  money  and  men, 
which  would  speedily  push  the  Govern- 
ment from  Office.  I  can  understand  o 
Government  taking  possession  of  a 
Mr.  Storey 


territory  which  it  feels  the  circumstances 
of  the  time  require  it  should,  but  f^r  the 
first  time  in  our  history  yuu  have 
entered  into  a  covenant  for  the  pssscssion 
of  an  enormous  amount  of  plunder  in 
land  of  which  neither  of  the  contracting 
parties  can  yet  take  possession.  You  are 
setting  a  bad  example  to  other  nations 
of  the  world,  and  you  are  doing  more,  for 
yon  are  shutting  our  mouths,  if  ever 
there  should  hi  cause  for  righteous  com- 
plaint. When  Rassia  comes  down  to  the 
Bosphorus,  as  she  will,  or  if  she  ac- 
quires Persia,  she  will  reply  to  our  com- 
l)laiuts  by  pointing  to  this  Treat}'  with 
Gormatiy.  and  will  Kvy  that  we  entered 
cold-blooded  into  a  Treaty  to  piirtitiou 
half  a  continent.  I  have  learned  another 
lesson  from  this  transaction.  If  I,  as  a 
humble  Member  of  the  Radical  Party, 
try  simply  to  change  the  form  of 
Government  in  Ireland,  and  to  give  the 
Irish  people  the  right  to  manage  their 
internal  affairs,  I  am  told  that  I  seek 
the  disintegration  of  the  Empire  ;  bnt  if 
the  Tories  sell,  in  the  spirit  of  a  pedlar, 
a  portion  of  the  Empire  to  another  nation, 
then  they  are  not  disintegrating  the  Em- 
pi  i-e.  I  trust  that  the  public  of  thiseouutry 
will  learn  that  lesson.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
last  night  made  some  observations  on 
the  serious  constitutional  question  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian.  I  do  not  propose  to 
attempt  to  discuss  that  question,  but  one 
remark  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  particularly  struck  me.  He 
said  he  had  always  understood  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dyrby  hated  the  power  of  the  Crown, 
and  that  that  night  he  had  bt-en  amazed 
to  see  him  defending  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown  as  against  the  power  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  He  added  that  the 
right  hon.  tientleman's  hatred  of  the 
Crown  had  been  obscured  and  swallowed 
up  by  his  hate  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
What  right  had  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  assume  that  any  person  on 
these  Benches,  either  a  Constitutional 
Whig,  OS  I  should  call  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  or  an  extreme  Revolutionist,  as 
I  might  call  myself,  over  hated  or  was 
opposed  to  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 
Everyone  knows,  I  presume,  thnt  if  at 
this  time,  I  were  called  upon  to  mould  a 
Constitution  for  this  island,  I  would  not 
make  it   monarchical.     But,  then,  like 
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most  otlier  northern  people,  I  liave  just 
got  sufficient  common  sense  to  know- 
that  a  change  from  the  fsvstem 
which  has  grown  up,  and  has,  on 
the  whole,  worked  so  well,  involving,  tis 
it  would,  an  enormous  expeuditurc 
of  money,  time,  and  perhaps  blood — I 
say  that  a  change  of  such  a  terrible 
nature  would  never  be  compensated  for 
by  any  advantiige  that  would  accrue 
from  our  having  merely  the  form  we 
prefer.  Like  common  sense  people  wo 
accept  the  present  position  of  things. 
Anyone  who  suggests  that  I  am  opposed 
to  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  is  mani- 
festly mistjiken.  We,  on  these  Benches, 
regard  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  hia  Col- 
leagues as  the  guardians  of  the  present 
English  Constitution  against  the  revolu- 
tionary persons  who  constitute  the 
present  Government.  Everyone  knows 
that  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  is  the 
prerogative  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  the  prerogative  of  the  House  of 
Commons  is  the  prerogative  of  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  tins  countiy. 
We  do  not  hate  the  House  of  Lords.  In 
the  present  circnmstivnces,  the  House  of 
Lords  are,  unfortunately,  our  masters, 
and  therefore,  we  assert  against  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  the  prerogative  of 
tht>  Crown.  I  believe  that  wliat  the 
Government  are  aiming  at  is  the  exalting 
of  the  power  of  the  House  of  Lords  in 
this  as  in  other  matters,  so  that  the 
House  of  Commons  could  not  decide  any 
foreign  question  unless  the  House  of 
Lords  liked.  We  are  not  prepared  to 
put  the  House  of  I/ords  into  such  a 
position  as  that.  Rather  than  give  them 
more  powers  on  foreign  mattere,  we 
desire  to  reduce  their  powers  on  home 
matters.  I  venture  t<i  think  that  a 
great  number  of  constitutional  Radicals 
prefer  the  old  method  of  the  will  of  the 
Crown,  which  is  the  will  of  the  people, 
being  supremo  in  foreign  affairs,  and, 
therefore,  we  are  unable  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  any 
more  than  for  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 

(10.5.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby)  : 
Sir,  I  will  not  abuse  the  right  which  the 
Amendment  gives  me  to  say  a  few 
words.  Tlio  Attorney  General  has 
cliai-ged  the  Opposition  with  having 
taken  the  Government  by  surprise  ;  but 
I  am   surprised  that  the    Government 


should  have  been  taken  by  surprise.  A 
Cabinet  which  consists  of  resfionsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  ought  not  to  be 
t))ken  by  surprise  when  they  areasked  why 
tliey  have  abandoned  whnt  they  admit 
to  be  an  established  head  of  a  preroga- 
tive which  has  never  been  abandoned 
before.  I  venture  to  sa}'  that  if  the 
Bench  of  Bishops  wei-e  to  drop  one  1 
of  the  39  Articles,  and  then,  when 
asked  why  they  had  done  it,  were 
to  say,  we  would  like  to  have  time 
to  consider  before  we  give  a  reason,  it 
would  be  rather  an  extraordinary  situa- 
tion. Privid  J'acif,  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  are  the  Trustees  of  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  and  when  they  come  to  the 
opinion  thiit  it  is  necessary  to  change  a  i 
constitutional  practice,  one  would  8U(.»- 
jwse  that  they  would  first  of  all  state  to 
Parliamnnt  why  they  have  done  so  ;  but 
when  the  Government  are  asked  for 
their  reasons  they  say  they  are  taken  by 
surprise.  Having  been  asked,  they  have 
attempted  various  answers.  I  really 
have  risen  for  the  purpose  of  attempting 
to  reconcile,  as  far  as  I  can,  the  state- 
ments they  have  made  in  the  in- 
terests of  what  I  believe  Theolo- 
gians would  call  the  harmony  of  the 
Gospels  of  the  Treasury  Bench.  The 
view  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
one  of  the  greatest  authorities  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  is  that  this  is  a  thing 
which  the  Government  are  bound  to  do 
on  this  occasion,  though  they  would  not 
be  bound  to  do  it  upon  any  occasion,  nor 
even  in  a  similar  cjise.  He  says,  "  I  rest 
upon  the  argument  that  we  are  not 
obliged  to  ask  the  assent  of  Parliament." 
I  venture  rather  to  demur  to  this,  and 
to  contend  that  there  is  some  danger  if 
this  is  done  once  that  it  may  be  done 
again,  and  that  Parliament  might  claim 
that  having  been  done  once  it  should  be 
done  again.  Then  came  into  the  field  a 
very  different  knight  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer — a  dashing  au- 
thority, the  Secretary  forlreland.  He  said 
that  they  found  the  Treaty -making  power  \ 
of  the  Crown  in  a  nebulous  condition. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  kob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  Not  the  power  of  Treaty  moking, 
but  the  power  of  dealing  with  cessions 
of  territory. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg  p«rdon  ; 
that  is  what  1  meant.  Philosophers 
distingpiish   between  the  effective   and 
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subjective  of  the  question.  1  admit  the 
nebulosity,  bat  1  cannot  state  whether  it 
was  iQ  the  person  contemplHting  or  the 
thing  contemplated.  The  matter  is 
perfectly  clear,  and  it  ia  not  a  question 
of  this  lawyer  or  of  that.  I  do  not  wish 
to  speak  disrespectfully  of  the  lawyers, 
but  I  cannot  help  remembering  the 
criticism  of  Mr.  Burke,  when  the  lawyers 
gave  an  opinion  in  the  case  of  the  im- 
peachment of  Warren  Uiistings.  He 
dismissed  the  opinion  of  the  lawyers  with 
the  remark — 

"  That  a  rabbit  could  not  be  a  judge  of  the 
gestation  of  the  elephnut,  and,  therefore,  he 
could  not  conceive  th/it  the  opinion  of  pruc- 
tisiag  barristers  in  the  fielde  ol  private  buaineas 
were  conclusive  upon  great  constitutional 
questions." 

Though  not  complimentary,  I  think  that 
view  of  Mr.  Burke  was  well  founded. 
Od  the  other  hand,  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland  said  this  was  one  of  the  unde- 
cided cases  of  constitutional  practice  and 
law.  How  undecided  ?  It  has  been 
decided  by  the  practice  of  centuries. 
There  has  not  been  a  single  exception, 
and,  in  my  opinion,  that  is  a  decision  of 
Constitutional  Law  which  stands  farab<ive 
the  opinion  of  any  lawyer  or  individual. 
The  Chief  Secretary  also  said  that  the 
Government  found  the  question  in  a 
nebnlons  condition,  and  determined — 
though  they  were  taken  by  surprise — to 
establish  a  precedent  which  should  dis- 
pose of  this  nebulous  state  of  thingB,  and 
settle  Constitutional  Law  for  the  future. 
It  will  be  observed  that  a  very  different 
view  was  taken  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  said  it  would 
decide  nothing  for  the  future.  I 
said  across  the  fliior  of  the  House:  "Is 
it  a  binding  pi^ecedont  ? "  The  Secretary 
for  Ireland  said:  "Yes;  it  is  a  binding 
precedent."  That  is  very  important. 
The  Government  have  decided  an 
undecided  question  of  Constitutional 
Liw.  The  Secretary  for  Ireland  says 
that  what  the  Goverment  have  to  do  in 
this  doubtful  and  undetermined  condi- 
tion of  the  Constitution,  is  to  decide 
for  the  future  on  which  side  they 
should  attempt,  by  establishing  a 
precedent,  to  determine  an  unde- 
termined question.  We  shall  know 
what  it  is  this  reflecting  and  unanimous 
Cabinet  have  determined  is  to  be  the 
real  Constitution  for  the  future.  Now, 
the  object  was  a  very  good  object  ;  it 
was  "to  enable  Parliament  to  prevent 
Sir  W.  Uarcourl 


the  Ministry  beforehand  from  falling 
into  error."  A  veiy  necessary  object, 
especially  in  the  present  day.  Parlia- 
ment was  to  be  invited  to  prevent  Lord 
Salisbury  from  falling  into  error  by  the 
action  of  Parliament  anticipatory  of  that 
of  the  Foreign  Office.  I  commend  this 
to  the  attention  of  the  uoble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs.  I  suppose 
this  new  principle  is  to  he  inscribed  in 
letters  of  gold  m  the  Foreign  Office — the 
principle  that  Parliament  is  ixt  bo  called 
upon  to  prevent  the  Government  from 
falling  into  error.  Well,  let  us  examine 
the  precedent  which  is  thus  laid  down  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  see  wltat  it  really  amounts  to. 
First  of  all  we  are  told  that  is  only  to  apply 
in  time  of  profound  peace  j  that  Parlia- 
ment is  not  to  be  consulted  in  case  of 
war  ;  that  is  not  to  lie  within  the  pre- 
cedent. Very  well,  to  this  extent  we 
have  got  at  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment. In  time  of  profound  peace,  when 
no  great  emergencies  threaten.  Parlia- 
ment may  be  consulted ;  lint  if  great 
emergencies  arise  Parliament  is  not  to 
be  considered.  Then  there  is  the  further 
condition  that  no  ulterior  considenitions 
are  involved,  because  if  they  are  present 
Parliament  must  not  be  consulted  ;  but 
where  the  surrender  of  territory 
involves  no  ulterior  considerations 
Parliament  may  be  consulted.  We 
might  suppose  that  the  surrender  of 
Malta  and  Gibraltar  involved  ulterior 
considerations,  but  in  that  case 
Parliament  is  not  to  bo  consulted. 
This  is  the  settlement  of  the  law  which 
the  present  Cabinet  announce.  Then, 
if  difficulties  of  negotiation  are  intro- 
duced Parliament  is  not  to  be  consulted  ; 
but  in  that  case  I  do  not  see  how  we 
are,  beforehand,  to  prevent  the  Ministry 
from  falling  into  error,  which  is  the 
object  at  which  this  new  principle  is  to 
be  aimed.  This  is  the  new  settlement  of 
a  nebulous  question  by  which  the 
Cabinet  has  decided  to  determine  the  un- 
decided principles  of  the  Constitution. 
The  proiMsition,  in  fact,  amounts  to  this  : 
the  Government  may  say,  "  Oh,  yes  ;  let 
us  make  such  or  such  a  cession  of  terri- 
tory ;  but  if  it  involves  ulterior  con- 
siderations Parliament  is  not  to  be  con- 
sulted in  the  matter."  The  result  must 
be  that  if  all  these  conditions  are  to  be 
fulBlled  no  transfer  of  territory  could 
tAke  place  till  the  eisscnt  of  both  Houses 
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of  Parliament  is  obtained.  That  is  tho 
constitutional  view  which  is  presented 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  then,  haying  announced  this 
clear  and  definite  principle  of  constitu- 
tional usage,  he  says,  "  This  is  a  question 
which  we  have  settled,  and  this  is  a 
principle  which  I  hojie  will  always  be 
adhered  to."  This  being  the  view  pre- 
sented by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
was  followed  by  the  Attorney  General  ; 
and  I  noticed  that  the  lion,  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  a  little  more  cautions, 
owing,  no  doubt,  to  his  professional  ex- 
perience, than  the  Chief  Secretary.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  tell 
the  House  his  own  opinion,  and  in  that 
I  think  he  was  wise,  because  he  would 
have  found  it  very  difficult  to  have  re- 
conciled any  opinion  he  might  have  been 
able  to  give  with  the  views  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  nud  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  Therefore,  he  did 
not  give  us  his  own  views  on  this  great 
constitutional  question  ;  nor  did  he  tell 
us  whether  his  opinion  had  been  con- 
sulted. He  gave  us  the  opinions  of  other 
Law  Officers  ;  but  what  wero  the  views 
of  tho  present  Law  Officers  he  took  good 
care  not  to  state,  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  brought  forward  a  very 
curious  statement  about  the  Orange 
River  case,  and  he  rather  reproaclied  nic 
with  having  been  ignorant  of  what  had 
happoned  in  regard  to  the  Orange  River 
territory.  I  may,  however,  tell  liim  that 
I  was  perfectly  familiar  with  that 
case,  and  may  also  state  that  it 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  case 
bafore  the  House.  We  are  here  talking 
of  a  Treaty  cession  by  Parliament ;  in 
the  Orange  case  there  was  simply  an 
abandonment  of  sovereignty  by  the 
Sovereign  Power.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  quoted  what  ho  supposed  to 
be  the  opinion  of  Lord  Selbome,  when  lie 
was  Sir  Roundell  Palmer,  in  regard  to 
this  question  of  cession.  I  was  a  little 
amazed  at  wluit  he  told  us,  and  I  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  not 
very  kind  to  Lord  Selborne,  becauso  he 
suggested  tlrnt  that  eminent  lawyer  had 
given  an  opinion  that  the  Orange  River 
territory  could  not  be  abandoned 
without  an  Act  of  Parliament.  If 
the  then  Sir  Roundell  Palmer  did 
give  that  opim'on,  evei-ybody  treated  it 
OS  worthless,  because  the  sovereignty  of 
tliat  territory  was  abandoned  witliout  on 


Act  of  Parliament.  As  an  old  friend  of 
Sir  Roundell  Palmer,  I  should  like  to 
defend  him,  and  I  should  trust  that  no 
such  opinion  was  ever  given  by  him.  I  re- 
member that  Sir  Charles  Addorley.  now 
Lord  Norton,  made  a  speech,  in  which  he 
said  he  had  not  read  the  ojiinion  of  Sir 
Roundell  Palmer ;  but  he  stated  what  h» 
believed  to  be  the  views  of  that  Law 
Officer,  as  he  understood  them  from  a 
conversation  he  had  had  with  him  on  the 
subject  the  night  before.  Sir  Roundell 
Palmer  was  a  man  of  subtle  mind,  and 
the  opinion  the  Attorney  General  cited 
as  that  of  Sir  Roundell  Palmer  was  an 
opinion  which  he  had  obtained  after  it 
had  been  filtered  through  the  mind  of 
Sir  Charles  Adderley,  the  object  being  to 
afford  the  Attorney  General  a  Con- 
stitutional authority  for  overthrowing- 
the  Constitutional  practice  of  generar 
tions.  I  do  not  know  what  Sir  Roundell 
Palmer's  ofiinion  was  in  those  days  ;  but 
in  1875,  when  the  question  was  argued 
before  tho  Privy  Council,  I  am  sure  that 
Sir  Roundell  Palmer  held  none  of  the 
opinions  attributed  to  him  by  Sir  Charlea 
Adderley.  So  much  for  the  opinions  of 
the  Iaw  Officers,  to  which  tho  Attorney 
General  referred.  I  now  want  to  examine 
what  is  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General  himself  on  this  question.  Th& 
House  will  find  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  differs  very  widely  from  the 
doctrines  laid  down  by  the  Choncellor  of 
tlie  Exchequer,  and  harks  bock  on  those 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He 
said  he  contended  that  there  was  no 
change  whatever  involved  in  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  Government.  Now,  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  liad  laiddo%TO 
a  new  principle,  which  is  to  govern  the 
future,  in  consequence  of  the  undeter- 
mined condition  of  the  law,  and  then  he 
said  that  if  that  was  so  there  was  a. 
binding  precedent.  But  the  Attorney 
General's  drxjtrine  was  that  the  question 
was  as  to  its  being  in  tho  power  of  the 
Crown  to  act  in  one  way  or  the  other. 
It  was  an  optional  prerogative.  And 
afterwards,  speaking  of  the  settlement 
in  Africa,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  the  existing  condition  of  things 
was  that  of  a  "  go-as-you-please  contest." 
•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  WEB3TEK,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  I  do  not  wish 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  misrepre- 
sent me.  The  phrase  "  go-as-you-please 
contest "  was  not  applied  by  me  in  con- 
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nection  with  tlie  constitutional  question. 
T  applied  the  phrase,  which  was  suggested 
by  the  speech  of  the  lion.  Member  for 
Aljerdeen,  to  the  idea  of  the  Eui*opean 
nations  being  allowed  to  do  what  they 
liked  in  Africa. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT:  I  aceei.t  the 
hon.  and  learne<l  Gentleman's  correction, 
but  I  was  only  applying  tiie  plinise  to 
the  doctrine  of  the  Attorney  General, 
which  struck  me  na  ]K)inting  to  a  go-as- 
yoa-please  prerogative  —  a  prerogative 
which  you  may  use  or  not,  just  as  you 
like,  which  you  may  give  up  one  day  and 
take  up  the  next.  That  is  the  doctrine 
of  the  Attorney  General,  who  did  not 
contest  the  right  of  the  Crown  to  cede 
territory  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment, when  the  nature  of  the  negotiations 
or  the  interesta  involved  rendered  it  de- 
sirable to  proceed  in  that  way.  He  said — 

"  The  Crown  had  tho  risht  to  cede  territory 
wilhoiit  the  consent  of  Parliurnent,  but  the 
fact  that  the  prerogativti  of  the  Oown  may 
soinntimM  be  exercised  that  way  did  preclude 
tho  Crown  from  the  possibility  of  adox>tiDg  ihe 
other  way  when  it  uppcured  expedieut  tu 
do  so." 

Tliat  is  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
doctrine  :  you  may  net  either  one  way 
or  the  other,  as  you  deem  it  expedient. 
Well,  this  doctrine  was  so  new  to  me 
that  I  shofik  my  head,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  rebuked  me  for 
.shaking  my  head ;  but  I  venture  to 
think  that  when  the  Crown  invokes  a 
partner  in  its  acts  in  this  ^vay  it  cannot 
:Uway8  very  easily  get  that  partner  out  of 
the  concern.  Now,  I  should  like  to  put 
to  the  Attorney  General  the  case 
suggested  by  ray  hon.  Friend  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labonchere.)  I  Iiope  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  will 
forgive  mo  for  preferring  the  constitu- 
tional doctrine  of  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.Labmchero.)  Suppose, 
to  take  the  case  put  by  tbe  senior 
Member  for  Northampton,  the  Hotise 
were  asked  by  Bill  to  assent  to  the 
creation  of  new  Peers,  would  the  pre- 
rogative be  left  where  it  was  before ! 
Suppose  the  Crown,  by  means  of  a  Bill, 
asked  the  .Tssent  of  Parliament  to  a 
dissolution,  would  the  prerogative  remain 
exactly  where  it  was  before  1  I  should 
say,  certainly  not.  I  am  told  I  stated  too 
broadly  that  the  prerogative  would  Iw 
gone  at  once  if  Parliament  were  ever 
associated  with  its  exorcise.  I  hope 
.Sir  R.  Webster 


not.  So  anxious  am  I  that  it  should 
not  go,  that  I  will  not  assert  that  in 
a  broad  way.  But  I  say  that  if  a  practice 
of  this  kind  were  acquiesced  in  and  con- 
tinued the  prerogative  would  be  im- 
paired, and  ultimately  destroyed.  That 
is  the  history  of  all  the  limitations  of 
prerogative  in  this  cotmtry.  Tho 
Attorney  General  challenged  me  to  give 
examples  where  the  prerogative  has  been 
destroyed  by  associating  Parliament 
with  the  exercise  of  that  prerogative.  It 
would  take  an  hoar  to  give  all  the 
examples.  Hundreds  of  things  are  now 
done  by  Parliament  which  in  old  days 
were  done  by  the  prerogative.  Orders 
in  Council,  proclamations,  monopolies, 
patents,  standards  of  weights  and 
measures,  coin — all  these  things  were 
pure  prerogative  rights  in  former  times, 
and  now  are  all  controlled  by  Parliament. 
I  am  stating  no  new  doctrine  when  I 
say  that  if  tho  action  of  Parliament  upon 
a  prerogative  right  be  invited  and 
acquiesced  in,  iu  time  that  prerogative 
right  will  beidtered  and  impaired.  That 
is  the  seriousness  of  the  proceeding  of 
the  Government  in  the  present  case.  If 
Treaties  of  Cession  are  to  be  dealt  with 
by  Parliament  it  is  iraposijible  tosay  that 
we  can  revert  to  the  prerogative  un- 
changed as  it  was  before.  The  Chief 
Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  taunted  me 
with  a  new-born  zeal  fur  the  prerogative. 
I  do  not  know  why  he  attributed  to  me 
such  ignorance  of  our  constitutional 
history.  What  Liberal  does  not  know  that 
the  great  reforms  tliat  have  taken  place  in 
this  country  since  Parliament  was  re- 
formed liave  been  effected  by  the  preroga- 
tive ?  The  old  feeling  about  prerogative 
depended  upon  the  existence  of  a  corrupt 
Parliament,  which  was  controlled  by  the 
King.  The  great  struggle  with  the 
House  of  Lords  in  1832  ended  and  the 
people  prevailed  by  the  courage  with 
which  Lord  Grey  and  Lord  Brougham 
used  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  It 
was  the  prerogative  of  dissolution  which 
struck  the  first  blow,  and  what  struck 
the  last  blow  and  overcame  the  House  of 
Lords  was  the  insistence  of  Lord  Grey 
and  Lord  Brougham  that  they  should 
have  unlimited  power  to  creato  new 
Peers.  Every  man  who  understands  how 
this  contest  has  been  fought  before,  and 
may  have  to  be  fought  again,  knows 
the  value  of  the  prerogative.  .\ro  we 
going    to    deprive    ourselves    of    those 
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weapons  which  were  nsed  with  so  much 
effect,  and  place  any  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  at  the  mercy  of  the  House  of 
Lords  t  It  is  surprising  to  some  people 
that  those  on  this  side  of  the  House  should 
be  the  defenders  of  the  Constitution. 
Why  should  we  not  be  ?  Who  made 
the  Constitution  1 — the  Liberals  or  the 
Tories  ?  Who  limited  the  Monarchy  ? 
Who  restrained  the  power  of  the  Church  ? 
Who  has  restrained  the  power  of  the 
House  of  Lords  ?  Who  has  aggrandised 
the  powers  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  made  its  Members  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people  instead  of 
the  nominees  of  the  owners  of 
rotten  boroughs  and  the  aristocracy  ? 
Was  it  tlve  Tory  Party  ?  I  should  like 
to  know  why  we  should  not  defend  the 
Constitution.  When  you  taunt  us  with 
defending  the  Constitution  we  say  you 
are  attacking  the  Constitution  by  the  pre- 
cedent you  are  establishing  to-night.  It 
is  because  we  sec  the  mischiefs  and  the 
dangers  of  this  proceeding  that  we  have 
protested  against  it,  and  I  should  be  very 
happy  if  I  could  accept  the  doctrine,  not 
of  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  but  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Attorney  General,  that  the  prerogative 
given  away  to-day  may  be  resumed  to- 
morrow. 

•(10.40.)  SiK  H.  JAMES  (Bury, 
Lancashire) :  I  am  sorry  to  prolong 
this  Debate,  the  inutility  of  which 
has  been  amply  demonstrated.  I  think 
there  were  a  good  many  persons  in  the 
country  this  morning  who  must  have 
aaked  why  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt) 
made  his  speech  of  last  night;  but  still 
more  persons  to-morrow  will  inquire 
why  the  second  edition  of  that  speech  has 
been  delivered.  Recollecting,  as  I  do,  thu 
views  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
before  expressed,  I  cannot  solve  that 
question  except  by  reference  to  a  law  of 
physical  science.  Electricians  tell  us 
that  if  you  have  a  very  high  tension  of 
electricity  it  ceases  to  be  a  useful  agent 
and  expends  itself  in  wasteful  and  dan- 
gerous sparks.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  been  for  some  time  in  such  a  high 
state  of  opposition  tension  towards  the 
Government,  thot  he  is  constantly  emit 
ting,  if  he  will  allow  me  to  say  so,  waste- 
ful and  dangerous  sparks.  This  is  a  very 
interesting  occnsion.  Of  course,  we  all 
pay  deference  to  the  observations  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
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Lothian  in  this  House,  but  it  is  quite 
clear  that  he  only  represented  a  secondary 
current,  induced  by  the  primary  current 
of  the  Member  for  Derby.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  has 
come  forward  in  an  entirely  new  ca- 
pacity. He  is  a  defender  of  the  pre- 
rogative. Very  eloquent  on  the  sub- 
ject he  was  in  his  peroration.  He 
would  not  have  it  destroyed,  or  even 
impaired.  But  I  recollect  another 
night,  and  another  scene.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  was  then  in  a  powerful 
state  of  Liberalism.  His  place  was  below 
the  Gangway  in  those  days,  and,  stand- 
ing erect  in  the  purity  of  his  Liberalism, 
he  said,  "  Mr.  Speaker,  we  below  the 
Gangway  do  not  like  prerogatives."  My 
right  hon.  Friend  is  bold  enough  to  say 
that  those  who  made  the  Constitution 
of  this  country  did  so  behind  the  shield 
of  prerogative.  To  my  mind,  the  reverse 
is  the  fact.  Our  Constitution,  as  it  now 
exists,  was  made  by  the  men  who  fought 
against,  not  for,  prerogative.  Well, 
Sir,  we  Liberal  Unionists  are  sometimes 
charged  with  having  mitigated  our 
Liberalism  in  order  to  support  the 
Government ;  but  here  is  a  change  of 
Liberalism  in  order  to  attack  it.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  says  the  Government 
have  abandoned  prerogative,  for  once 
having  submitted  to  Parliament  a  sub- 
ject which  can  be  dealt  with  by  preroga- 
tive you  can  never  again  deal  with  it  by 
prerogative. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  said  the  con- 
tinued practice  of  submitting  it  to  Par- 
liament would  in  time  destroy  the  prero- 
gative. 

•Sib  H.  JAMES  :  I  beg  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  pardon.  I  was  speaking  of 
what  he  stated  last  night,  not  of  the 
revised  edition.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
distinctly  stated  last  night,  "  If  once  you 
submit  a  subject  that  can  be  dealt 
with  by  prerogative  to  Parliament  to 
exercise  its  discretion  upon  it,  the  prero- 
gative action  is  lost  and  cannot  be  exer- 
cised again."  I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  can  support  his  position  by 
authorities?  Let  me  remind  him  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
in  1871,  intriiduced  into  this  House  a  Bill 
for  the  abolition  of  purchase  in  the 
Army — a  matter  that  could  have  been 
dealt  with  directly  by  the  exercise  of  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown.  That  Bill  was 
rejected  by  Parliament,  but  within  a 
2  L 
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feiw  hours  of  the  rejection  the  preroga- 
4ive  of  the  Crown  was  exercifled,  and 
purohaee  in  the  Army  ^vas  abolishedr  It 
i$  rather  strange  that  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  under 
ifhese  oiroumstances  »hodld  adopt  the 
high  tone  he  does '  when  he  suggests 
that,  because  the  Government  have 
submitted  this  question  of  the  ces- 
BJon  of  Heligoland  to  Germany  for 
the  approval  uf  Parliament  in  the 
fprm  of  a  Bill,  henceforth  there  is  an  end 
of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to  con- 
clude Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers.  I 
am  rather  diffident  after  what  he  lias  said 
to  enter  into  this  question,  which  is  not 
a  very  practical  question,  at  any  great 
length,  because  the  right  hon.  Qen tie- 
man,  referring  to  the  old  saying  of 
Mr.  Burke  as  to  a  oomparison  between  a 
labbit  and  an  elepluiut,  said  it  was  unbe- 
coming in  a  lawyer  to  deal  with  this  sub- 
ject. I  have  listened  carefully  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentlumnn,  and  I  should  like  to 
know  what  position  he  wishes  to  occupy 
— the  position  of  the  rabbit  or  the 
elephant.  Perhaps  he  is  sometliing 
between  the  two.  But  a  rabbit  may 
be  BO  inflated  as  to  cause  people,  or  to 
cause  the  rabbit  at  least  to  think  that  he 
IB  an  elephant.  I  confess  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  to-night  spoketi 
Tather  as  a  lawyer,  which  he  was  and  is— 
than  as  a  oonstitutional  statesman.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  tliat  this 
measure  involves  a  great  constitutional 
question,  but  in  that  case  I  should  like 
to  know  what  effect  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  observations,  made  1 9  years 
ago,  will  have  upon  the  liou.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  to  whom  he  to-night 
addresses  himself.  WUl  those  hon. 
Members  divide  in  favour  of  the  exer- 
cise of  the  prerogative  by  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  characterises  as  being 
the  most  incompetent  Ministry  that 
has  ever  conducted  the  business  of 
the  country,  or  will  they  divide  in 
favour  of  that  prerogativebeing  exercised 
with  the  approval  of  Parliament  1  I 
must  confess  I  welcome  the  step  that  has 
been  taken.  My  right  hon.  Friend  told 
us  in  his  speech  yesterday  that  the  power 
of  the  Crown  was  diminishing,  that  the 
prerogative  was  not  so  powerful  as 
before,  and  that  the  jwwerof  Parliament, 
which  to  him  is  the  power  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  is  iiicrensing.  This  is 
another  offering  to  the  increased  power 
*/ the  House  of  Commons.  Will  any  of 
Sir  JI.  James 


the  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
object  to  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  the  exercise  of  its  discretion  submits 
ting  a  question  of  this  kind  to  the 
decision  of  Parliament  in  a  uisd  wher* 
the  Crown  choses  to  do  so  1  My  propoai^ 
tion  is  that  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
is  in  no  way  diminished  or  weakened  by 
the  fact  that  the  Crown  has  chosen  to 
ask  the  approval  of  Parliament  to  thfr 
terms  of  tliis  Treaty.  This  is  not  em 
attack  on  the  Crown  but  4  conces- 
sion by  it.  The  Attorney  General 
was  quite  right  when  he  stated 
that  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to 
make  suchTreaties  remainsundlminishad 
although  Her  Majesty's  Ministere  Imve 
brought  in  this  meaaare.  I  altogether 
repudiate  the  narrow  view  which  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  has  taken, 
that  the  introduction  of  this  measure 
abrogates  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
to  make  Treaties  without  the  assent  of 
Parliament.  The  position  tlmt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  up  is  that, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  power 
of  the  prerogative  is  diminishing,  while 
the  power  of  the  House  of  Commons  is 
increasing,  he  desires  that  all  questiona 
relating  to  Treaties  shall  bo  decided  by 
the  Crown  independently  of  tlie  opinion 
of  Parliament.  For  my  own  part,  I 
heralded  this  concession  to  the  |)Ower  of 
Parliament  as  against  the  arbitrary 
action  of  Ministers  as  an  acknowledgment 
that  we  are  advancing  towards  a  fuller 
exercise  of  Democratic  power.  I  behevo 
the  present  system  is  an  insuifiuient 
system.  When  you  ask  Parliament  to 
express  its  approbation  or  disapprobation 
of  a  Treaty  what  does  the  request  amount 
to  f  The  Treaty  has,  tlien,  been  made  and 
carried  into  effect.  You  can  do  uo  more 
than  pass  censure  on  the  Government; 
which  may,  in  consequence,  lie  tlirownoufc 
of  office.  There  is  many  a  Treaty  which  a 
man  will  condemn  but  in  regard  to  which 
he  will  say,  "  I  must  leave  my  opi  nion 
unexpressed,  beoauhe,  if  I  express  it,  the 
Government  will  go  out  of  office." 
That  is  not  a  true  expression  upon  a 
Treaty.  The  purest  way  of  obtaining 
the  opinion  of  Parliament  by  those  who 
value  it  is  to  ask  Parliament  for  an  ex- 
pressionofopiniondireetlyuix>ntheTreaty 
itself.  How  is  that  to  be  done  unless  the 
Treaty  is  submitted  to  Parliament?  If 
the  circumstances  attaching  to  the  Trtiaty 
are  such  that  the  Government,  acting  on 
he  advice  of  its  Ministers,  say,  "  We 
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Vill  consult  our  Parliament  and  our 
people  before  we  allow  the  Treaty  to 
oome  into  positive  eSeot,"  where  is 
there  any  impairing  of  the  proper  jx)st- 
tion  of  the  Crown  ]  In  showing  greater 
confidence  in  the  country  where  is  the 
injury  to  the  State?  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  not  pointed  out  any  Hubsttin- 
tial  injury.  Let  me  look  to  the  future. 
Any  cessions  of  territory  we  may  here- 
after make  must  be  of  territory  in  India, 
the  colonies,  or  of  a  few  valuable  posses- 
sions, like  Gibraltar  and  Malta,  in  Europe. 
India  presents  many  peculiar  considera- 
tions, and  of  it  I  will  say  nothing. 
Are  are  wo  to  be  told  by  one  pro- 
fessing Liberal  principles  tliat  before 
any  oession  of  territory  is  to  be  made 
the  SAnction  of  Parliament  should  not 
be  given  1  Ougiit  any  of  our  colonial 
possessions,  to  which  we  have  given 
Legislative  powers,  to  be  ceded  without 
the  sanction  of  Parliament  1  And  I  ask  if 
any  <Jf  ou^  few  possessions  in  Europe, 
if  Gibraltar  and  Malta  liad  to  be  given  up, 
is  there  any  man,  who  values  the  proper 
condition  of  political  life  in  this  country, 
who 'would  allow  his  hatred  of  a  Ministry 
to  influence  him  so  much  as  to  cause  him 
to  object  to  the  fact  that  before  those 
valued  possessions  are  yielded  up  the 
policy  of  the  Ministry  iu  so  doing  should 
be  discussed  by  Parliament  ?  Avowedly, 
when  we  have  legislatud  for  oar  terri- 
tories, they  should  not  be  ceded  without 
the  assent  of  Parliament,  for  if  they 
were,  the  Crown  might  bo  repeal  the 
legislative  Acta  of  Parliament.  I  regret 
that  I  have  occupied  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  even  for  a  short 
period,  but  I  was  anxious  that  soma 
old  comrade  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt)  in  the  happier  days  of  his 
truer  Liberalism  should  remind  him  of 
the  time  when  hia  actions  and  opinions 
were  not  distorted,  as  I  fear  they  now 
are,  by  the  overpowering  desire  to  defeat 
a  Party  and  destroy  a  Government. 

(1 1 .0.)  SiK  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland. 
Cockermouth) :  The  Division  that  is 
shortly  to  take  place  looks  as  if  it  were 
going  to  lie  a  go-as  you-plejise  Division, 
and  before  voting  I  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  Bill  before  us.  I 
think  wo  have  got  into  a  rather  extra- 
ordinary [to.sition.  The  position  of 
Parties  seems  to  a  casual  observer  to  be 
somewhat  rever.sed.  We  have  our  Tory 
Friends  opposite  apparently  giving  up 
the  prerogative  which  they  are  generally  I 


supposed  to  support.  We  have  some 
of  oar  Radical  friends  going  to  vote  for 
the  Government.  What  is  more  re- 
markable, we  have  a  difFeronco  of  opinion 
between  the  two  Members  for  Norfclv- 
ampton,  and,  most  remarkable  thing  of  all, 
we  have  a  declaration  fi-om  the  Membors 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  that  they 
are  not  going  to  vote  at  all.  I  daresay 
that  is  a  patriotic,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
it  is  a  prudent,  course.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  object  of 
the  Agreement — about  opening  out 
Africa.  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affaire  said  the  object  of  the 
Agreement  was  to  make  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar  more  comfortable.  We  have 
been  told  a  great  deal  about  "  spheres 
of  influence."  We  have  been  told  that 
it  is  for  the  good  of  the  human  race. 
Then  we  have  had  Christianity  and 
civilisation  bn^ught  in.  I  got  a  circular 
the  other  day  from  the  Duke  of  Fife, 
asking  me  to  take  shares  in  a  steamer 
for  the  African  Lakes,  which  he  said  was 
going  to  promote  Christianity.  I  do 
not  believe  in  Dnkes  promotiufz  Chris- 
tianity among  the  Hottentots  by  steam. 
When  Englishmen  talk  about  Chris- 
tianity and  civilisation  in  those  pirts  of 
the  world  they  mean  rum  and  gun- 
powder. We  are  told  from  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  that  this  ia  a  great 
and  statesmanlike  policy.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Bryce)  said  the  Agreement  was  to  the 
effect  that  within  certain  limits  Great 
Britain  and  Germany  would  not  inter- 
fere with  one  another.  But  they 
agree  that  they  will  interfere  with  the 
natives  to  whom  the  country  belong*, 
and  with  whom  they  ought  to  have 
nothing  t«  do  It  is  a  Treaty  to  divide 
the  spoil.  Of  course,  the  princifial 
thing  mentioned  in  the  Bill  ia  the 
giving  up  of  Heligoland.  I  take  a  great 
interest  in  Heligoland,  because  I  have 
been  told  it  is  tlie  cradle  of  my 
race.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
told  us  that  some  man  had  been  thcro 
and  talked  with  a  hundred  people, 
and  that  he  only  found  one  who  did  not 
wish  to  be  united  with  Germany.  I 
should  like  to  know  who  it  was  that  got 
the  information.  I  admit  that  there  is 
some  good  in  this  Treaty — in  some  purts 
of  it.  It  frees  the  Heligolanders  and 
arranges  for  the  preservation  of  their 
native  customs.  I  do  nut  altogether 
dislik"  this  giving  up  of  Heligoland.  It 
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ia  a  good  precedent.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Whitby,  in  his  able  speech  last  night, 
alluded  to  Heligoland  as  the  Northern 
Gibraltar.  Well,  when  the  Tories  give 
up  the  NortheiTj  Gibraltar  I  hope  to  good- 
ness when  the  Liberals  come  in  they 
will  give  up  the  Southern  Gibraltar. 
On  these  grounds  I  liave  come  to  the 
conclusion  that,  on  the  whole,  this 
Treaty  will  not  do  any  more  harm  than 
most  Treaties  do.  I  was  very  strongly 
tempted  to  vote  for  it ;  in  fact,  it  was  a 
long  time  before  I  could  make  up  my 
mind.  I  do  not  quite  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friends  who  so  ably  discussed  the 
oonstitutional  question.  I  daresay  they 
are  right,  as  they  understand  the  matter 
80  thoroughly,  which  I  do  not  pretend  to 
do.  Ever  since  I  have  been  in  this 
House  I  have  done  all  I  can  to  procure 
forita  morecomplete  control  overall  these 
Treaties.  I  agree  very  much  with  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secrtitary  last  night,  or  with  a 
gpreat  portion  of  his  speech.  He  said 
that  to  take  these  mutters  into  considera- 
tion before  the  evU  was  done  was  better 
than  inflicting  a  punishment  after  the 
event  upon  those  responsible,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  seems  to  think  would  bosuflScient. 
The  Chief  Secretary  said,  "  Prevention  is 
letter  than  cure."  He  also  said  he 
wished  to  give  the  greatest  authority  to 
Parliament  in  this  matter.  These  are 
very  Radical  doctrines,  in  my  view.  I 
-agree  with  them,  as  I  think  that,  though 
there  may  be  objections  to  what  is 
going  on,  it  is  a  great  thing  to  have  it 
admitted  by  the  Tory  Party  that 
these  things  ought  to  be  under  the  full 
and  complete  control  of  Parliament. 
As  the  janior  Member  for  Northampton 
said  in  his  speech,  "  You  cannot  go  behind 
it  when  you  have  done  it."  It  was  the 
same  with  the  Compensation  Bill.  If 
you  had  bought  out  the  publicans  you 
could  never  have  got  behind  it,  and  if 
you  bring  one  Treaty  before  Parliament 
yon  can  never  make  another  without 
bringing  it  fully  and  completely  before 
Parliament.  That  is  my  opinion,  and, 
because  I  believe  in  representative 
Government,  I  believe  the  Representatives 
of  the  people  ought  to  have  full  and 
complete  control  over  all  these 
matters.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  pointed  out  a  danger 
when  he  said,  "  You  should  not  give  a 
veto  on  foreign  policy  to  the  House  of 
St'r  W.  Lawaon 


Lords."  I  quite  agree  with  that.  I 
should  like  to  give  them  a  veto  on 
nothing,  but  we  cannot  help  ourselves. 
The  House  of  Lords  is  a  danger  to  all 
our  proceedings.  They  never  do  any 
good  anywhere.  If  we  ever  do  a  good 
thing,  they  upset  it — tliat  is  their 
business,  and  so  long  as  the  people  of 
this  country  are  willing  to  keep  a  House 
of  Lords  to  overthrow  whatever  we  do, 
we  must  make  the  best  of  it.  Parlia- 
ment is  Parliament.  I  thauk  the 
Government  very  cordially  for  having 
taken  tliis  Radicid  step  of  introducing  a 
Bill  on  real  Radical  lines,  instead  of 
keeping  the  thing  out  of  the  power  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  But  to  oome  to 
the  Bill  itself,  which  has  not  been  very 
much  discussed,  it  is  a  measure  intended 
to  meddle  and  muddle  and  interfere  with 
places  and  people  whom  wo  had  much 
better  let  alone,  and,  therefore,  on  that 
ground,  thinking  the  Bill  is  calculated 
to  do  more  harm  than  good,  I  shall  vote 
with  my  hon.  Friend. 

♦(11.12.)  Mu.  CHANNING  (North- 
ampton, E.)  (who  spoke  amid  loud  cries 
of  "  Divide  !  ")  ;  I  intend  to  record  my 
vote  against  this  proposal,  because  I 
think  it  is  an  odious  and  a  dangerous 
precedent  to  hand  over  British  subjects 
and  an  English  colony  to  a  foreign 
country  without  fonnally  and  in  a  con- 
stitutional manner  ascertaining  the  wishes 
of  the  inhabitants.  As  a  Radical,  I  have 
no  sympathy  with  the  Jingoism  which 
has  talked  of  nothing  during  the  last 
two  nighta'  discussi(m  bnt  the  conquest 
and  a[)propriation  of  different  spheres  in 
Africa.  That,  and  the  grave  constitu- 
tional question  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  have  taken  up 
the  whole  of  the  Debate,  and  practically 
nothing  has  been  said  on  the  real  point 
raised  by  this  Bill.  I  wish  hero  to  enter 
my  protest  against  handing  over  these 
people  to  a  foreign  Power  without  con- 
sulting their  wishes. 

(11.15.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Corn- 
wall, Camborne) :  I  should  not  have 
risen  but  for  two  reasons  ;  one  is  the 
unseemly  howls  which  have  proceeded 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  entitled  to  a  hearing, 
which  I  hope  he  will  receive,  but  he  is 
out  of  order  in  making  use  of  such  an 
expression. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE :  I  bow  to  your 
ruling,   Sir,   and  will   not  use  such  an 
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expression  again,  and  I  hope  I  may  be 
allowed  to  proceed.  I  -was  going  to  say 
another  reason  why  I  intervene  in  the 
diBcuasion  at  this  point  is  because 
certain  words  fell  from  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Cockemiouth  to  which, 
as  a  Radical,  I  must  take  exception.  The 
hon.  Baronet  has  fallen  into  the  bud 
habit  of  congratulating  and  compliment 
ing  the  Party  opposite,  a  habit  which  I 
think  ought  to  be  repudiated  cm  this 
side,  particularly  when  the  hon.  Baronet 
says  that  a  precedent  is  being  set  for  the 
Badical  Party.  Rightly  considered,  it 
is  a  precedent  of  a  most  vicious  character, 
against  which  Radicals  should  protest, 
because  if  you  consider  the  true  aspect 
of  the  question,  from  a  constitutional 
point  of  view,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
although  the  Tory  Party  are  pretending 
to  do  something  to  transfer  some  of  the 
Treaty-making  power  from  the  Crown  to 
this  House,  in  effect  tliey  are  doing 
notl'ingof  the  land.  Theyarediminishing 
by  one-half  the  power  this  House  has 
hitherto  pos-sessed  by  allowing  tlie  other 
House  to  inter  fere  in  the  control  this  House 
possesses  over  the  Ministry  in  the 
exercise  of  tlie  Treaty-making  authoi  ity 
that  lies  with  the  Crown.  For  this 
reason,  and  on  this  constitutional 
ground,  I  strongly  resent  the  suggestion 
that  Rsidicals  slioald  support  the  Govern- 
ment proposal  as  a  good  precedent. 
My  hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Lawson)  has 
commentod  with  approval  upon  whatthe 
Chief  Secretary  said  last  night,  that 
"  Prevention  is  better  than  euro,"  but  it 
has  not  been  shown  ho  iV  this  copy-bxik 
aphorism  bears  on  this  ca^e.  The 
Government  come  down  and  throw  this 
Bill  at  our  heads,  but  the  Treaty  is 
signed  already,  and  much  mischief  is 
done,  even  though  we  refuse  to  ratify 
it  by  rejecting  the  Bill.  We  should 
do  something  on  the  Radical  lines 
if  we  could  compel  a  Conservative 
Government,  before  the  signing  of  a 
Treaty,  to  come  to  the  House  of  Commons 
and  say.  It  is  for  you  to  decide  whether 
this  should  become  a  Treaty  or  not.  It 
was  for  that  reason  that  within  a  few 
months  of  my  entering  the  House  I 
voted  against  my  own  Government  for  a 
Resolution  tending  in  the  direction  I 
have  indicated,  and  I  am  not  going  back 
upon  that  vote  now  by  my  vote  to-night, 
which  I  shall  give  heartily,  and  witliout 
the  least  con punction,  against  the  Govern- 
ment.    I  would  make  it  necessary  for 


the  Government  to  come  to  this  House, 
and  not  to  go  to  a  hereditary  House,  who 
represent  nobody  but  themselves,  before 
signing  a  Treaty,  and  get  the  consent  of 
this  House.  Such  a  proposal  as  that 
would  proceed  on  Radical  lines,  but  this 
Bill  forms  no  precedent  of  the  kind.  If 
I  may  leave  the  constitutional  question 
I  will  say  a  word  or  t  .\'o  upon  the  Agree- 
ment as  it  stands.  I  have  followed  the 
Debate  throughout,  but  I  have  not  heard 
the  important  question  argued  that  wa 
ought  to  have  insisted  at  all  hazards  on 
the  retention  of  the  right  of  way — not  an 
imaginary  easemenc,  but  a  solid  right  of 
way — provided  in  the  Agreement  be- 
tween Lake  Tanganyika  and  the  Victoria 
Nyanza.  I  refer  to  that  because,  so  far 
as  I  am  able  to  judge,  nobody,  with  all  the 
talk  of  the  necessity  and  duty  of  our- 
selves and  Germany  tn  carry  civilisation 
through  Africa,  has  pointed  out  that 
^he  most  effective  method  of  civilisation 
will  be  by  opening  railway  communica- 
tion. Those  who  look  beyond  the  imme- 
diate present,  and  take  a  fair  Wew  of  the 
future,  know  that  one  of  these  days  a 
trunk  line  of  railway  must  be  ajnstructed 
north  and  south,  and  by  the  hmitations 
involved  in  the  acceptance  of  the 
Hinterland  doctrine  laid  down  by  the 
German  Government,  and  allowing  them 
to  push  their  territory  from  the  coast  to 
the  boundary  of  the  Congo  territory, 
our  Government  have  cut  off  this  country 
from  all  right  to  lay  down  such  a 
means  of  communication  to  con- 
nect our  territory  on  the  Zambesi 
with  that  north  of  the  German  sphere  of 
influence.  This  is  a  fatal  blot  in  the 
Agreement,  however  beneficial  it  might 
be  in  other  respects.  There  are  some 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  who  have 
said  we  ougiit  to  have  thrown  Heligoland 
to  Germany  as  a  gift,  without  compensa- 
tion or  quid  pro  quo,  but  I  disapprove  of 
the  cession,  not  as  the  giving  up  of  a 
mere  piece  of  land,  but  as  disposing  of 
the  population  without  their  consent,  or 
any  attempt  to  ascertain  their  wishes,  for 
political  purposes,  as  if  they  were  mere 
pawns  on  a  chess-board,  or  mere  appur- 
tenances of  the  island.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  incumbent  upon  us  on  any  high 
moral  doctrine  to  say  to  Germany  you 
shaU  have  it  without  anything  in  return. 
It  is  of  value  to  us  if  it  has  a  value  to 
Germany,  and  we  are  justified  in  making 
the  best  arrangement  we  can.  While  I 
admit  this,  I  must  protest  against  the 
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our  fellow-snbjeet.s.  But  the  action  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  those  Benches  does 
not  surprise  mu  ;  it  is  only  one  more  of 
their  election  pledges  broken,  for  which 
their  constituents  will,  ere  long,  call 
them  to  account. 

(11.30.)  Mr.  Sydney  Gedqe  rose  in 
his  place,  and  claimed  to  move  "That 
the  Question  be  now  put  ; "  but  Mr. 
Speaker  withheld  his  assent,  and  declined 
then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 


Jingo  doctrine  of  unlimited  annexation. 
I  do  not  desire  that  we  should  go  about 
the  world  snapping  npany  "unconsidered 
triHes  "  of  land,  and  warning  the  rest  of 
mankind  from  poaching  on  our  manor. 
But  I  do  say  this,  that  when  by  colonis- 
ing ftotively  we  have  secured  anything 
like  power  and  influence  over  territory, 
where  we  have  shown  ourselves  able  to 
introduce  order  and  good  government, 
and   to   confer   benefits   on    the   native 
population — I  say   when  we  havo  done 
that,  in  spite  of  aU  the  evils  of  the  three 
B'a   my   hon.  Friend   the    Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  described,  then 
we   have  a  right  to  take  snch  steps  as 
will  protect  our  interests.      But  my  con- 
tention is  that  we  have  yielded  to  Ger- 
many in  every  quarter  of  Africa,  and  the 
concessions  in  return  ore  of  little  worth. 
It  is  not  necessary  for  mo  to  travel  over 
the  whole  ground  covered  by  the  Agree- 
ment.    I  could  point   to  Despatch  after 
Despatch  in  which,  although  it  may  be 
true  that  we  have  not  in  so  many  words 
guaranteed  the  independence  of  Zanzibar, 
we  have  entered   into  solemn   engage- 
ment to  respect  the  independence  of  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  and  I  want  to  know 
how    we     can    face     the     world     and 
claim    respect    for    Treaties    when    we 
go  behind  the  back   of  one  contracting 
Power,  Prance,  and  make  an  arrangement 
with  Germany,  deliberately  violating  that 
independence  of  Zanzibar   which,  with 
two  other  Powers,  we  entered  into  en- 
gagements to  respect  and  protect.    What 
is  the  meaning  of  respecting  the  inde- 
pendence if  we  are  going  to  take  over 
the  Protectorate,  that  is  to  destroy  the 
sovereignty  of  the  Sultan  on  the  island, 
aa  »  quid  pro  quo  for  conoes-sions  given 
to  Germany  ?     One  of  two  positions  it  is 
impossible  to  deny ;  either  we  are  getting 
nothing  at  all,  so  far  as  Zanzibar  is  con- 
cerned, for  Heligoland  and  all  the  rest 
of  the  sacrifices  made  to  Germany,  or 
else  we  are  getting  actual  sovereignty 
over    Zanzibar,   going    back   upon    our 
word,  tearing  up  a  Treaty,  and  flinging 
an  insult  in  the  face  of  France,  a  party 
to  that  Treaty,  and  with  whom  we  must, 
I  suppose,  arrange  to  give  up  some  little 
comer   of    the    Empire   as   n   solatium. 
All  this  is  done  by  the  Party  who,  a  few 
years  ago,  were  rampaging  up  and  down 
the  country  declaring  against  separation 
and  disruption  of  the  Empire,  because 
we  proposed  to  give  the  power  of  dealing 
vritb  their  own  affairs  to  one  section  of 
J/r,  Conybeare 


( 1 1 .30.)     Sitt  J.  SWTNBCRN  E  (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield)  :  I  ask  the   House 
to  allow  me  a  few   words.     Though   a 
seaman  by  profession,  1  do  not  pretend 
to  be  a  sea  lawyer,  and,  passing  by  the 
constitutional  question,    I    look   at  this 
from  a  plain  business-like  point  of  view. 
Here   we  have  given   up  to  Germany, ' 
Damaraland  and  Namaqualand,  while  we 
retain  Walfisch   Bay.     I  do  not  pretend 
to  be  envious  of  the  possession  of  Damara- 
land and  Namaqualand  ;  no  doubt,  the 
territory  has  considerable  mineral  wealth,- 
although  there  is  a  great  lack  of  water. 
But  1  do  protest  against  Walfisch  Bay 
being  held  without  any  determination  of 
lx>nndary  ;  it  is, extremely  likely  to  lead 
to     complications     with     the     German 
Empire.     This  is  a  question  of  great  im 
portance  to  Cape  colonists,  to  the  Orange 
Free  State,  and  the  Transvaal  Repubho. 
Both   of   those  great  countries  will,  no 
doubt,  in  a  short  space  of  time  find  it  to 
their  great  advantage  to  join  the  English 
colonies  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  and 
Natal  in  a  confederation,  such  as  that  of 
the  Australian  colonies,  or  in  some  way 
to  come  under  the  British  flag.     These 
colonies  are  now  rapidly  developing  their 
trade.     I  call  them  colonies,  for  although 
the  Orange  Free  State  and  the  Transvaal 
have  separate  Hags,  we  have  suzerainty 
over    these    States.       They     are     most 
anxious  to  develop  trade  to  the  North- 
West.       1    have  had  personal  practical 
experience,   which    I    think    no    other 
Member  of   the   House    has   had,  as  a 
resident  in    the   country    just   south  of 
Zanzibar,  and  I  know  that  to  the  North- 
West  of  the  Zambesi   and  the  Victoria 
Falls  there  is  a  populated  country,  which 
is  of   the  utmost  importance    to    Cape 
Colony  and  the  Orange  Free  State  as  a 
market  for  their  produce  and  European 
imports.      I   would  not  propose  taking' 
possession  of  that,   but   it  is  important 
I  that  the  route  should  be  kept  open,  and 
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the  effect  of  the  extension  of  the  Qennan 
boundary  to  Long.  21°  E.,  and  to  a  point 
north  as  far  as  Victoria  Falls  is 
that,  to  use  a  familiar  expression,  tlie 
^uth  African  colonies  have  "  got  their 
head  into  Chancery,"  with  the  German 
arm  round  their  neck.  We  are  left  with 
but  a  narrow  neck  of  territory  of  300 
miles  between  Victoria  Falls  and  Zumbo. 
Now,  I  contend  Germany  should  not  be 
allowed  to  make  gfood  this  claim  to  put 
an  arm  round  Capo  Colony.  Germany 
has,  I  believe,  only  some  200  German 
subjects  in  Damaraland  and  Namaqua- 
land,  and  it  is  quite  absurd  for 
them  to  put  forward  the  declaration 
that  they  wish  to  open  trade  to  the 
North-West  of  the  Zambesi.  Then  a 
part  of  the  Treaty  apjilies  to  the  route 
between  Nyassa  and  Tanganyika.  There 
we  have  the  Stevenson  Road,  and  the 
Germans  come  within  three  or  five  miles 
■of  tlwt  road,  with  the  consequence  that 
there  will  l)e  everlasting  disputes,  and 
that  trade  will  be  choked.  It  has  been 
urged, and  I  do  hope  the  Government  will 
still  urge,  that  the  German  Government 
should  allow  their  boundary  to  be  pushed 
(o  latitude  8°,  includihg  within  Britislt 
territory  the  highlands  to  the  North- Eiiat 
of  Lake  Nyassa,  a  health  plateau  of 
«normoas  value  as  a  sanatorium  to  our 
miners  and  traders.  This  is  really  one 
of  the  most  important  points  in  this 
Treaty,  this  highland  at  the  North  End  of 
Nyassa,  and  we  ought  to  secure  a  belt  of 
British  territory  to  the  end  of  the 
Stevenson  lload  of  60  or  100  mites.  We 
are  to  have  the  "Protectorate"  of  Zanzibar, 
but  why  modify  terms?  What  is  really 
meant  is,  we  are  to  take  possession.  But 
we  cannot  do  that  without  coming  to 
terms  with  France,  and  what  terms  will 
France  demand  ?  She  will  demand 
possession,  call  it  a  Protectorate  if  you 
like,  of  the  Island  of  Madagascar.  Con- 
sider the  effect  of  this.  In  case  of  war 
the  Sue«  Canal  would  be  blocked  in  a 
fortnigiit,  and  all  our  communication 
with  our  Indian  possessions  would  hove 
to  be  round  the  Cape.  From  Mada- 
gascar tiiere  would  be  ready  means  to 
harass,  if  not  to  stop,  our  oommunioation 
with  India.  These  are  matters  that 
should  be  taken  into  consideration  in  a 
broad  view  of  the  situation  and  its 
probabilities.  We  have  heard  a  great 
deal  of  the  benefit  of  our  rule  to  native 
races,  bat  this  has  been  by  no  means  an 
unmixed    blessing.     Tribes    hare    dis- 


appeared   in   consequence  of  European 
vices    and    diseases  introduced    among 
them.     What  may  we  reasonably  expect 
from  the  German  rule  ?    One  of  the  first 
things  they  did  when  they  got  possession 
of  tiiB  Zanzibar  coa.st  was  to  follow  the 
bad  old  British   custom  of   bombarding 
the  natives.     I   liad  hopt^d  this  custom  ■ 
had  been  given  up,  but  the   Gernmna ' 
followed  our    bad  example  of   the  last 
century.     Again,  I  would  press  on  Her 
Majesty's   Government     to     re-consider' 
the     boundary     between     British    and' 
German    territory,    and    not    to    allow 
the  German     boundary    to   be    pushed'*- 
up    to     Victoria    Falls,     where     they*! 
have    no    earthly     claim,    and    within ' 
five  miles  of  the  Stevenson  Road.     We  ' 
know  from  experience  traders  freqnetatly  •' 
make    a   detour  of   200   or    300   miles' 
through  a  sandy  desert  rather  than  gO' 
through  the  Transvaal   Republic,  where 
they  would  be  harassed  by  the  autho-', 
tborities  and  subjected  to  duties,  and  I' 
fear  that   equally   deterrent  difficulties  ' 
will     present     themselves      when     the^ 
Germans    have    established   themselveg 
permanently  in  the  North-West  of  Cape  ' 
Colony.     I  do  hope  that  Her  Majesty's'" 
Government  ■will  endeavour  to  modify^ 
this  part  of  the  Agreement. 

(11.40.)    Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.)  :  I  only  wish  to  indicate  the  magni- 
ficent nature  of  the  gift  Her  Majesty's  * 
Government  are  making  to  the  German  • 
Emperor.       Heligoland     is     admirably 
adapted  for  fortification,  and  could  be 
made  most  formidable  in  time  of  war." 
When    German   engmeers    and    Kmpp^ 
have  had  it  in   hand  for  two  or  three 
years  it  would  be  a  very  difficult  thing, 
I  think,  for  the  whole  British  fleet  to ' 
take  possession  of  it  after  a  three  yeaw*' 
siege,  even  if  not  a  single  German  ship 
■«^ere  to  sally  out  from  ports  in  the  rear.  • 
It  is  just  the  right  size  for  fortification  j' 
the  cUffs  are  admirably  adapted  for  it, 
and  the  garrison  need  not  be  large.    Itl' 
is  not  adapted  for   a  good   Naval  port, 
but   the  Germans   do   not  want   it   for 
that,  but  as  a  fortress,  under  protection  ' 
of   the  g^ns  of  which   German  vessels 
can    run    when    attacked   by    sujierior 
force.     Vessels  can,  I  believe,  run  clo^ 
in,  for  there  is  a  depth  of  26  feet  at  low 
springCtidcs.      Its  position  is  just  what 
is    required    by  Germany,   and  if    the' 
German  Emperor    had    the    power    of,, 
moving  the   island   I   do  not  think  he<. 
could  find  a  bettee  place.    It  is  25  milov* 
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from  the  mouths  of  the  Weser  and  tho 
Elbe,  and  as  there  are  guns  that  will 
carry  15  or  16  miles,  the  Germans  will 
have  a  fall  command  of  the  passage 
between  the  island  and  the  main- 
land, and  it  would  bo  impossible 
for  any  largo  ship  to  intercept 
communication  with  the  mainland  in 
time  of  war.  In  future  warlike 
operations  all  lines  of  blockade  will  have 
to  be  drawn  outside  Heligoland,  and  that 
means  a  line  so  long  that  it  would  be 
practically  impossible  to  effectually 
blockade  the  Weser  and  the  Elbe. 
Nothing  is  more  likely  to  lead  to  com- 
plications with  neutiTil  Powers  than  an 
ine£Bcient  blockade  of  a  belligerent  port. 
If  Heligoland  is  not  in  the  hands  of  the 
German  Emperor  it  is  possible  to 
blockade  tho  Weser  and  Elbe,  but  if 
Heligoland  is  in  the  hands  of  Germany, 
it  will  be  impossible,  even  for  a  great 
Naval  Power,  to  keep  up  an  efficient 
blockade.  I  do  not  blame  you  for  giving 
this  gift  to  the  German  Emperor,  but 
why  did  you  not  at  tho  outset  say  what 
you  were  giving  1  The  Ministry  and  the 
Conservative  Party,  with  one  or  two 
exceptions,  have  minimised  the  value  of 
Heligoland  because  they  do  not  wish  the 
English  people  to  think  they  are  giving 
away  too  much.  I  acknowledge  the 
island  is  far  more  valuable  to  Germany 
than  to  England,  but  still  it  would  be 
valuable  to  England.  1  should  like  to 
know  whether  it  is  true,  as  reported  in 
the  newspapers, that  Russia  has  addressed 
remonstrances  to  us  against  the  cession. 
I  can  understan<l  that  Russia  will  not 
like  Hehgoland  in  the  hands  of  the 
Germans,  because  it  will  be  a  sort  of 
temptation  to  the  German  Government 
to  one  day  annex  Holland.  In  that  case 
Germany  would  be  a  formidable  rival  of 
ours,  both  at  sea  and  in  respect  to  our 
Colonial  Empire. 

(11.50.)     The  House  divided  : — Ayes 
209;  Noes  61.— (Div.  List,  No.  201). 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

SUPPLY  [18th  July]- REPORT. 
Order  read,   for  further  consideration 
of  postponed  Resolution  : — 

"  That  n  Rum,  not  exceeding  £97,499,  be 
granted  to  Her  ilajesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoeaaary  to  defray  the  Char^  which  will 
oome  in  course  of  pnyment  during  tho  year 
ending  on  the  3Ist  day  of  March,  1891,  for  the 
expenaea  of  the  General  FriBoni  Board  in  Ire- 
Colcmel  A^olan 
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before    the     House.       This     is 
sary    from    the    failure    of    the 


land,  and  of  the  Priaong  under  their  control  ; 
and  of  the  Regittratioa  of  Habitual  Criminals." 

(12.0.)  Me.  J.  G.  FITZGERALD 
(Longford,  S.) :  I  beg  to  move  a  reduc- 
tion in  tho  amount  of  this  Vote,  and  I 
do  so  in  reference  to  grave  matters  in 
connection  with  prison  administration 
in     Ireland     which     I     have     to     lay 

neces- 
Chief 
Secretary  to  give  any  reply  to  these 
grave  specific  charges  which  were  made, 
not  for  the  first  time,  when  we  were 
considering  this  Vote  in  Committee,  and 
this  must  be  my  apology  for  again 
troubling  the  House  on  this  the  final 
stage  of  the  Vote.  The  prison  to  which 
I  refer  is  Derry  Gaol,  and  the  officials 
against  whom  charges  are  made  are  Dr. 
Plunket ;  Dr.  O'Farrell,  tho  Inspector  of 
Prisons ;  and  Sir  William  Miller,  who  is 
stiil  medical  officer  to  the  prison  in 
which  those  prisoners  to  whom  I  shall 
presently  refer  lost  their  lives,  which 
loss  of  life  I  hold  the  prison  administra- 
tion responsible  for.  I  do  not  desire  to 
do  the  Chief  Secretary  an  injustice,  and, 
therefore,  I  will  mention  that  on  the 
last  occasion  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  accusations  mode  were  not 
those  that  were  brought  forward  on  a 
previous  occasion  lust  year  ;  that  Derry 
Gaol  was  undoubtedly  old,  and  many 
cells  therein  were  not  equal  in  sizs  to 
those  found  in  modern  prisons,  and  that 
all  that  was  required  was  to  diminish 
the  number  of  prisoners  sent  to  Derry 
Gaol,  so  thot  there  should  be  no  necessity 
to  use  the  smaller  cells.  I  now  propose 
to  mako  my  accusations  exactly  in  the 
same  form  as  they  were  made  last  year, 
so  that  tho  Chief  Secretary  may  have  no 
complaint  to  mako  on  that  score,  and  I 
think  I  can  show  that  something  more 
is  needed  than  a  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber of  prisoners  to  avoid  the  introduction 
into  the  prison  of  that  plague  against 
which  we  warned  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man 12  months  ago,  and  which,  if  it  once 
outers,  is  as  likely  to  kill  a  small  number 
as  a  large  number  of  prisoners  confined 
therein.  To  make  myself  clear,  I  shall 
b«  obliged  to  touch  upon  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  calls  ancient  history, 
and  to  which  he  seems  to  have  much 
aversion  since  public  opinion  comi)elled 
him  to  recede  from  the  position  ho 
formerly  took  up  and  to  have  recourse 
to  the  more  modem  m.ethods  of 
prison    treatment.      It  will   be   withia 
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tho  recoIloctioD  of  the  Honse  that  lament- 
able occurrences  followed  the  earlier 
methods,  ending  in  the  death  of  John 
Mandovillo  and  others,  and  permanent 
injury  to  the  health  of  many  of  my  hon. 
Friends.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by 
declarations  in  and  out  of  tho  House, 
threw  the  whole  onus  of  the  care  of 
prisoners  on  the  Prisons  Board,  against 
whom  as  a  body  I  bare  not  a  word  to 
Bay.  But,  unfortunately,  these  lament- 
able occnrr(.'nc«s  did  not  end  with  the 
declarations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. A  disease,  to  which  1  shall  pre- 
sently refer,  broke  out  in  Derry  Gaol, 
attacking  four  prisoners,  three  men  and 
one  woman,  and  it  killed  the  woman  and 
two  of  the  men.  Among  the  deceased 
was  the  youth  M'Goe,  who  had  been 
allowed  to  remain  in  prison  during  the 
whole  time  of  his  illness,  and  who  was 
Bent  to  his  desolate  home  on  the  morn- 
ing following  a  night  passed  in  delirinm. 
All  these  prisoners  were  allowed  to  be 
done  to  death  in  prison  month  after 
month  under  the  ignorant  eyes  of  the 
medical  officer,  Sir  William  Miller, 
whom  I  cliarge  with  incompetence,  but 
whom  the  Chief  Secretary  describes  as 
an  able  public  servant.  In  consequence 
of  these  deaths,  we  called  for  an  examina- 
tion into  the  condition  of  tho  prison. 
This  was  made  by  Dr.  O'Farroll,  who 
made  a  Report,  and  to  one  or  two  para- 
graphs of  this  Report  I  shall  have  to 
refer.     He  says — 

"A  carefal  examinntion  of  the  present  sani- 
tory  arrangements  of  the  prison  hiiH  xntiefied 
me  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  condition  of 
these  that  would  bo  in  any  way  injutioas  to 
health.  The  buildings  are  in  good  condition, 
and  are  kept  scrupulously  clean  and  orderly; 
the  cells  are  well  ventilated,  and  the  closets  of 
modem  type." 

In  another  portion  of  the  Report  the 
Inspector  supports  me  in  my  charge  of 
incompetency  against  Sir  William  Miller, 
because  he  says — 

"  Looking  back  on  the  whole  circumstances 
of  the  case,  it  is  a  pity  that  the  disease  of 
which  tho  boy  M'Gee  died  was  not  observed 
before." 

That  is  to  say,  tliat  the  prisoner  died  of  a 
disease  contracted  in  prison  ;  that  he  had 
it  all  the  time  he  was  in  prison,  and  the 
doctor  in  charge  knew  nothing  about  the 
disease.  I  beg  the  House  to  remember 
what  Dr.  O'Farrell  says  about  the  sani- 
tary condition  of  the  prison.  Now  I 
come  to  brief  references  from  a  more 
recent  Report  made  by  Major  Beamish, 
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an    English     Prisons     Inspector, 
says — 

"  At  the  south-west  angle  of  the  male 
prison  there  is  a  hole  in  the  ground  where 
ashes  and  other  rffuse  accumulate  for  six 
months  before  being  cleared," 

and.  Major  Beamish  naively  remarlcs, 

"  It  is  not  a  good  sanitary  arrangement 
to  allow  refuse  to  thus  nccumulato  fur  such  a 
length  of  time." 

Major  Beamish  says  the  cells  are  half 
the  size  of  these  in  English  prisons ; 
that  there  are  75  inches  allowed  for  the 
inlet  and  outlet  of  fresh  air,  and  no  means 
whatever  for  the  exit  of  foul  air.  Knglish 
prison  cells  have  108  square  inches  for 
inlet  and  outlet,  besides  ventilating 
traps  ill  the  wards  and  air  shafts  in 
connection  with  the  ventilators  for  the 
exhaustion  of  foul  air.  There  is  no 
reception  room  in  the  prison,  but  there 
is  a  bath  Toonx  used  as  a  reception  room, 
where  prisoners  are  huddled  togetherhig- 
gledy-piggledy,  and  where,  Mil  jorlieamish 
remarks,  the  air  is  very  foul,  and  here 
tho  prisoners'  clothes  and  changes  of 
clothes  for  the  prisoners  are  kept.  But 
this  is  a  trifling  matter  com  jiared  with  the 
Report  aa  to  tho  sanitary  condition  of  the 
gaol.  Here  we  are  told  there  is  no  trap 
at  the  base  of  the  soil  pipe  and  no  venti- 
lation for  air  to  enter  the  drain.  It  is  u 
matter  of  opinion  among  sanitary 
scientists  whether  air  can  possibly 
escape  through  Buchaii's  trap ;  but  here 
there  is  no  trap  whatever  ;  the  air  con- 
sequently entered  the  prison  through  the 
closets,  and  no  doubt  was  an  important 
factor  in  producing  the  complaint 
for  which  these  Derry  prisoners  died. 
At  the  time  the  Report  was  first  brought 
under  our  notice  I  charged  Sir  William 
Miller,  the  medical  officer,  with  incompe- 
tency, and,  as  to  Dr.  Plunket,  I  said  he 
was  entirely  ignorant  of  sanitary  science. 
It  was  reported  that  these  patients  died 
of  galloping  consumption.  I  say  that 
they  died  of  diseases  perfectly  well 
known  to  medical  men — i.e.,  typhoid- 
pneumonia,  and  suppurated  typhoid- 
pneumonia.  I  want  security  for  the 
future.  I  say  that  this  prison  must  be 
levelled  to  the  ground  before  it  can  be 
made  fit  for  the  reception  of  prisoners, 
and  you  have  no  right — legal  or  moral — 
to  confine  any  class  of  prisoners,  and 
much  less  prisoners  for  a  crime  created 
by  yourselves,  in  a  prison  which  your 
own  Inspector  has  admitted  should  b© 
pulled  down.     We  hold  the  Chief  Secre- 
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tary,  who  is  the  head  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, responsible  for  these  lives ; 
we  say  that  they  were  sacrificed  to  the 
avarice  of  his  unworthy  confederates, 
and  that  they  would  never  have  acquired 
the  gaol  plague  had  he  not  driven  them 
from  desolate  homes  in  order  to  collect 
the  rents  of  his  friends.  There  is  no 
other  people  on  the  face  of  the  earth 
whose  kith  and  kin  would  not  exact 
vengeance  from  yoa  in  the  form  tif  the 
lynch  law  advocated  by  one  of  your 
Judges.  Derry  Prison  is  a  pest  hole 
and  fever  den,  and  I  trust  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  give  us  an  assur- 
ance that  in  the  future  he  will  not 
confine  prisoners  there.  I  beg  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stands  in  my 
name — a  redaction  of  the  Vote  by 
je2,000. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
"£97,499,"  in  order  to  insert "  £95,499." 
~{MA  FUzgerald.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  '£97,499' 
stand  part  of  the  Resolution." 

(12.24.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Corn- 
wall, Camborne)  :  I  regret  that  my  en- 
forced alisence  on  public  duties  elsewhere 
last  week  prevented  me  from  taking 
part  in  the  discussion  on  this  Vote, 
because  it  is  more  convenient  to  bring 
forward  facts  and  complaints  at  a  time 
when  it  is  possible  to  speak  more  than 
once,  and  to  expose  the  fallacies  in  which 
tlie  Chief  Secretary  indulges.  I  think  I 
was  entitled  to  address  the  House  even 
at  some  length  on  my  own  treatment  in 
Ireland  by  the  Resident  Magistrates  at 
Fttlcarragh,  but  I  refrained  from  doing 
that  last  night  because  I  preferred  to 
describe  my  treatment  in  Derry  GaoL  I 
liave  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
clear  and  precise  statement  by  my  hon.. 
Friend  who  moved  the  reduction  of  this 
Vote,  I  shall  not  attempt  to  follow  him 
in  dealing  with  the  sanitary  deficiencies 
of  Derry  Gaol  from  a  scientific  point  of 
view.  But  I  am,  like  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Tipperary — a  co- 
criminal  with  myself — able  to  speak  on 
the  general  character  of  the  prison 
arrangements,  and  I  think  I  am  in  a 
position  to  throw  some  light  on  matters 
mentioned  in  Major  Beamish 'a  Report 
and  the  observations  thereon  of  the 
General  Prisons  Board.  While  I  was 
inoarceratod  in  this  gaol  I  had  the  satis- 
faction of  seeing  this  Inspector  going  his 
rounde.  Now,  I  will  first  deal  with  his 
J/r.  J.  6.  FilzgerM 


statement  as  to  the  cells  for  first-class 
misdemeanants.     He  says  there  are  two 
large  cells  in  detached  blocks  for  the  use 
of  first-class  misdemeanants,  each  con- 
taining   675  feet  cubic    space.     In  the 
observations    of    the     General    Prisons 
Btiard  I  find  that  Colonel  Burke  states 
that,  in  addition  to  the  ordinary  cells, 
there  are  now  provided  two  other  first- 
clas-s  cells,  one  containing    1,000  cubic 
feet  space,  and  the  other  1,000  cubic 
feet,  both  boarded  and   well  ventilated 
8jid  artificially  lighted.      My  complaint 
is  that  these  statements   are   absolutely 
misleading,  and  I  ask  the  leave  of  the 
House    to    explain    exactly  what  those 
cells  are  and  what  tliey  were  intended 
for  before  Father  M'Fadden  and  myself 
came   to    occupy    them.     The    cell    in 
which  I  was  incarcerated  for  13  weeks 
and  S  hours  contained   1 ,600  cubic  feet, 
but  it  will  better  explain  if  I  state  that' 
it  is  a  tunnel   15  feet  long  and  9  feet 
high.      So    far    from    it    having    been 
intended  for  first-class  misdemeanants,  I 
am  positively  assured   by  the  Governor 
of  the  gaol  and  by  the  Visiting  Magis- 
trates,   who  on  two  occasions  punished 
me  for  my  rebellions  conduct,  that  there 
WHS  no  provision   for   first-olass  misde- 
meanants.    In  fact,  my  cell  and  a  lesser 
one  near  had  been  used  as  store  rooms. 
The  lower  part  of  the  other  cell  was  cut 
off    for  the    purpose  of  being  used   as 
a     water    closet.       For     the     first    24 
hours  of  my  confinement  there  was  no 
ventilation  beyond  the  air  let  in  at  the 
top  of  the  window  through  an   aperture 
of  not  more  than    five    or   six   inches. 
Almost  all  the  wndows  of  the  prison  are 
of    roughened    glass     to     prevent    the 
prisoners  looking  out.      Tliat  is  a  refine- 
ment of  cruelty  which  is  a  shame  and  a 
scandal.     When   Dr.  O'Farrell  came   his 
round,  I  told    him   I  should  certainly 
prefer  a  complaint  as  to  why  the  window 
of  my  cell  could  not  be  properly  opened ; 
and  I  told  him  that  if  it  was  not  opened 
I    would    smash    the    whole    thing  to 
smithereens.     My  remonstrance  had  the 
desired  effect ;  and  I  had  the  satisfaction 
of  looking  from  my  prison  window  to  the 
green  fields,  which  could  bo  seen  beyond' 
the     intervening    roofs.      But     Father 
Stephen,  Kelly,  and   others,  who  werfr 
imprisoned  for  exactly  the  same  crime-' 
as  that  for   which  I  was  c<'>nfined,  had' 
the   plank   bed  and   mean  prison   fare. ' 
and  tiiey  were  unable  to  seofrom  their 
windows.     It  was  n^n  unnecessary  refine- 
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inent  of  cruelty,  becuvuse,  with  the 
warders  constantly  patrolling,  there 
was  no  danger  of  escApe  had  the  win- 
dows been  opened.  It  is  said  in  the 
Report  that  there  is  plenty  of  ventilation 
in  the  corridors  of  Derry  Gaol ;  but  it 
should  not  be  forgotten  that  the  prisoners 
are  shnt  u|)  in  their  cells  for  the  whole 
24  hours,  excepting  two  allowed  for 
exercise.  We  are  told  that  the  gaol 
must  be  entirely  levelled  and  re- 
built, but  we  have  no  aasnranoe 
from  the  Chief  Secretary  that  that 
radical  reform  will  be  instituted. 
There  are  eight  or  nine  different  yards 
of  different  sizes  in  which  tho  prisoners 
are  exercised,  and  I  pointed  out  to  the 
Magistrates  tliat  it  was  poosible  to  place 
a  shelter  in  more  than  one  of  those 
yards  ;  but  the  only  answer  I  got  was 
tliat  the  prisoners  had  got  on  as  well 
without  it  so  far ;  that  it  would  be  an 
expensive  job,  and  that  they  did  not 
know  that  anything  of  the  kind  existed 
in  any  English  prison.  The  result  is 
that  on  wot  days  the  prisoners  either 
have  to  remain  in  their  cells  during  the 
whole  2+  hours,  which  happened  more 
than  onoe  while  I  was  there,  or  they  had 
to  walk  round  the  yards  in  the  pouring 
rain,  and  afterwards  to  go  and  sit  in  their 
damp  cells  in  their  dripping  clothes. 
This  being  so,  there  can  bia  no  wonder 
that  typhoid  fever,  consumption,  pneu- 
monia, and  other  fatal  diseases  have 
carried  off  some  of  the  prisoners  during 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  regime. 
Such  a  state  of  tilings  is  a  scandal  even 
to  the  civilised  rule  of  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  I  say  we  have 
a  right  to  insist  that  in  the  future 
this  House  shall  have  some  assur- 
ance not  only  that  these  evils  shall  be 
remedied,  but  that  there  shall  be 
adequate  shelters  for  the  prisoners  on 
wet  days,  and  that  as  far  as  may  be  no 
more  lives  shall  be  sacrificed  to  the 
ruthless  vengeance  of  the  presimt  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland.  There  is  another 
point  on  which  I  addressed  a  remon- 
strance to  the  Visiting  Justices,  and  that 
was  a  point  on  which  I  succeeded  in 
carrying  my  suggestion.  It  will  be 
remembered  that  questions  were  asked 
in  this  House  lost  year,  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  constant  glare  of  the  white- 
washed walla  on  the  eyesight  of  the 
prisoners ;  but  I  had  no  fear  that  in 
the  comparatively  short  time  of  three 
months  or  so  I  should  myself  naturally 


sufferfromthis  cause;  but  liaving  to  spend 
most  of  my  time  in  reading  in  my  cell, 
my  eyes  did  suffer  great  inconvenience. 
I  will  give  some  proof  of  the  cffeot  of 
the  glare  of  the  whitewashed  walls  on 
the  eyesight.  I  was  exercising  at  half- 
past  9  o'clock  one  morning  when  the 
doctor  came  to  see  me.  It  was  not  Sir 
William  Miller,  but  Sir  William  Miller's 
sou.  I  may  here  say  that  although  I  dii  not 
think  Sir  William  Miller  is  a  competent 
authority  on  hygiene,  I  wus  always 
treated  with  the  greatest  kindness'  and 
consideration  by  that  gentleman,  and 
when  he  was  absent  by  his  son.  Of 
course,  I  was  a  first-class  misdemeanant, ' 
and  perhaps  Sir  William  Miller  may  have 
thought  that  ho  might  allow  more  lati- 
tude in  listening  to  my  chaff  about  Home 
Rule,  and  so  forth,  than  would  be  the 
case  when  he  was  talking  to  John  Kelly. 
At  any  rate,  I  believe  I  may  say  without 
exaggeration  that  whatever  may  have 
been  their  motives  these  gentlemen-  did 
their  best  to  make  my  lines  in  prisoh  as 
comfortable  as  they  reasonably  conld. 
But'  in  speaking  of  my  own  personal 
treatment  it  must  not  be  taken  that  I  ' 
am  excusing  the  treatment  in  the  sheipe 
of  harshness  of  other  prisoners  worse 
circumstanced  than  myself.  Well, 
returning  to  Sir  William  Miller's  son,  we 
were  standing  close  to  a  whitewashed 
wall,  aud  the  doctor  turned  away,  saying, 
"  How  the  glare  of  that  whitewash 
does  affect  my  eyes."  Now  if,  when' the 
glare  of  the  sun  wm  on  that  wall;  the  • 
doctor  found  it  too  strong  for  his  *>yes 
during  a  few  moments,  surely  •  we 
prisoners  had  a  right  to  complain  when 
we  had  to  stand  it  day  after  day  for 
months.  The  hon.  Member  for  Clare, 
who  was  once  incarcerated  for  nine 
months,  found  his  eyesight  naturally 
affected  from  the  same  cause.  Well, 
before  my  time  had  expired  the  order 
Lad  gone  forth  that  the  prisoners'  cells '' 
should  be  blackwashed,  that  is  to  Say, 
they  were  coloured  with  a  sort  of  dusky  ' 
tint,  which  afforded  relief  to  the  eyes, 
although  it  had  the  effect  of  somewhat " 
darkening  tho  cells.  I  now  want  to  say  ' 
a  few  words  about  the  cells  of  the  first-  '■' 
class  misdemeanants.  They  are  in  the  ' 
reception  block,  which  is  situate  in  that 
part  of  the  buildings  immediately  at  the 
back  of  the  gaol  office.  There  is  one  stair- 
casein  the  block,  and  on  the  left-hand  side 
of  the  staircase  is  the  bath-ro<im.  What 
I  want  to  put  before  the  House  is  the 
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fact  that  there  is  no  proper  distinctioB, 
in  regard  to  this  matter,  between  the 
prisoners  of  the  worst  and  dirtiest  class 
and  the  first-class  misdemeanants,  who 
are  in  other  respects  placed  in  a  much 
more  farourable  position  than  the  other 
prisoners.  The  new  prisoners  are  brought 
into  the  waiting-room  on  the  right-liand 
side,  so  that  their  descriptions  may  be 
taken  down,  and  so  forth  ;  but  at  night 
that  room  was  not  in  use,  and  the  block 
in  which  I  was  imprisoned  contained  the 
casual  ward,  into  which  most  of  the 
drunken  and  noisy  prisoners  were  intro- 
duced before  examination,  and  locked  up 
until  they  could  be  seen  to  in  the 
morning.  This  is  a  matter  on  winch,  if 
I  had  been  desirous  of  making  a  com- 
plaint, I  should  have  been  quite  justified 
in  so  doing  ;  because  often,  when  - 1  had 
retired  to  rest,  these  prisoners,  many  of 
whom  were  brought  in  for  being  drunk 
and  disorderly  or  riotous,  gave  the 
warders  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  and 
there  was  so  much  noiso  on  that 
staircase  as  to  completely  disturb 
everybody  in  that  block.  Naturally, 
a  great  many  of  these  prisoners  were 
of  the  lowest  character,  reeking  with 
vermin  of  all  descriptions.  They  were 
taken  into  a  room  called  the  bathing  and 
dressing  room,  and  in  this  same  apart- 
ment— this  very  small  apartment — was 
the  weighing  machine,  in  which  all  the 
prisoners  were  required  to  bo  weighed. 
Week  after  week,  during  the  time  that  I 
was  incarcerated,  I  was  brought  down  to  be 
weighed  on  this  mnchiue,  so  anxious  was 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  show  that  I  was 
improving  in  weight,  I  was  brought  into 
this  disgusting  hole  perliaps  a  few 
moments  after  the  dirtiest  of  the  dirty 
had  been  in  the  scale,  and  I  was  compelled 
to  stand  there  in  my  bare  feet.  After 
this  had  been  going  on  for  some  weeks, 
as  the  House  is  aware,  I  was  attacked  by 
a  loathsome  and  troublesome  complaint, 
which  I  do  not  desire  any  further  to  refer 
to.  It  occasioned  all  these  Reports  on 
which  we  are  basing  this  discussion 
to-night,  and  Dr.  O'Farrell  came  down  to 
discover,  if  he  oould,  what  was  the  origin 
of  this  particularly  noxious  complaint. 
I  believe  he  tried  his  best  to  come  to  a 
conclusion,  and  all  sorts  of  theories  were 
suggested.  It  was  said  that  even  the 
unfortunate  pigeons  who  used  to  feed  in 
my  cell  were  caught  and  examined  to 
see  if  they  could  have  communicated 
this  pestilence  to  me.  But  aft«r 
Jfr.  Conybeare 


I  had  seen  one  of  these  ordinary- 
dirty  prisoners  stripped  naked  ia 
this  waiting  i-oom,  I  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  fact  of  my  being  compelled 
to  go  into  the  scale  barefooted  after  one 
of  these  fellows  had  been  weighed  was 
the  cause  of  my  misfortune,  and  there- 
fure,  when  1  came  to  this  conclusion,  I 
declared  my  refusal  to  go  into  the  scale 
in  that  cell  any  more,  whatever  punish- 
ment they  might  choose  to  inflict  upon 
me  for  such  refusal.  In  this  case,  as,  in 
fact,  in  every  other,  I  got  what  I  wajutod. 
After  a  few  days  they  took  the  scales 
out  of  this  wiiiting  room,  and  weighed 
me  in  the  yard.  To  get  to  the  store- 
room, where  the  private  clothes  of  the 
prisoners  were  kept,  it  was  necessary  to 
pass  through  this  filthy  waiting  and 
bathing  place.  Some  of  my  things 
were  kept  in  this  store-room  with  those 
of  the  ordinary  prisoners.  I  hold  that  it  was 
a  most  improper  thing  to  put  the  clothes 
of  the  first-class  misdemeanants  in  such 
a  place,  where  they  had  to  run  the 
gauntlet  r  f  being  infected  with  al  1  sorts  of 
filth  and  vermin.  To  say  that  in  this 
gaol  there  was  any  accommodttion  for 
first-class  misdemeanants  is  the  most 
ridiculous  statement  ever  ventured  upon, 
and  If  it  is  not  a  mistake  in  these  Re- 
ports it  is  j)Ut  in  for  tlie  purpose  of 
deceiving  the  House.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary may  reply  that  there  were  so  few 
first-class  misdemeanants  that  they  were 
not  worthy  of  consideration  ;  but,  I  say, 
why  not  place  such  first-class  misde- 
meanants as  you  do  get,  however  few  in 
number,  in  a  proper  place?  Mr.  T.  D. 
Sullivan,  when  Lnrd  Mayor  of  Dublin, 
was  incarcerated  in  Kilmainham  Gaol  as 
a  first-class  misdemeanant,  and  he  was 
supplied  with  two  rooms — a  sitting-room 
as  well  as  a  bed-room.  The  rooms  were 
properly  ventilated,  and  he  had  an  open 
fire-place  in  his  sitting-room.  That  was 
accommodation  with  which  one  could  not 
have  found  any  complaint,  and  I  never 
heard  tliat  the  hon.  Member  had  to  run 
the  gauntlet  of  a  cell  through  which  the 
dirtiest  and  most  pestilential  prisoners 
had  t,o  pass.  Mr.  W.  T.  Stead  and  Mr. 
Gent-Davis  were  also  first-class  misde- 
meanants. The  former,  who  was  no 
more  criminal  tliaii  I  was,  was  placed  in 
a  more  or  less  comfortable  apartment  in 
Hulloway  Gaol.  There  was  a  good  deal 
of  difference  between  the  criminality 
of  the  offences  of  Mr.  Stead  and 
myself    oe    compared     with     that     of 
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the  offence  of  Mr.  Gent  -  Davis. 
My  only  offence  wna  giving  a  loaf  of 
bread  to  a  starving  family,  whereas  that 
of  Mr,  Gent-Davis  was  one  of  having 
grossly  defrauded  parties  to  whom  lie 
was  deeply  indebted,  and  yet  his  accom- 
modation, as  hon.  Members  who  remem- 
ber what  was  said  about  it  at  the  time 
will  recollect,  was  palatial  compared  with 
either  that  of  myself  or  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  College  Green  Division  when 
we  were  first-class  misdemeanants.  We 
have  a  right  to  insist  upon  this  point, 
because,  if  there  is  one  argument,  ex- 
cept the  In  qiioqiie  argument,  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  prides  himself  more  than 
another,  it  is — "  You  have  no  right 
to  complain,  as  firet  -  class  misde- 
meanants arc  treated  in  England 
in  the  same  way  as  in  Ireland." 
Anyone  who  knows  the  facts  of  the  case 
knows  tliat  that  is  not  so.  Now,  towards 
the  end  of  my  imprisonment  I  was 
anxious  to  consult  a  solicitor  in  regard  to 
certain  libels  which  had  been  published 
against  me  in  cert-ain  newspapers.  After 
some  difficulty  I  succeeded  in  obtaining 
the  assent  of  the  Prisons  Board  to  an 
interview  with  my  solicitor,  but  when 
that  interview  took  place  a  warder  came 
and  thrust  himself  into  the  little  apart- 
ment in  which  I  was  to  confer  with  my 
legal  adviser.  I  refused  to  hold  any 
conference  with  my  solicitor  under  those 
conditions,  and,  by  reference  to  the 
prison  rules,  I  insisted  on  my  right  to 
have  a  private  interview  with  my  soli- 
citor. I  was  not  even  then  allowed  to 
have  a  private  interview  in  the  proper 
sense  of  the  term.  I  was  compelled  to 
take  my  seat  on  one  side  of  a  table,  with 
my  solicitor  at  the  other ;  the  blinds  of 
the  window  were  drawn  up,  and  a 
warder  waa  posted  outside  to  spy  out 
everything  that  took  place,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, to  listen  to  everything  that  was 
Baid.  That  is  the  way  the  right  hon. 
Gtentlenmn  the  Chief  Secretary  treats  his 
first-class  misdemeanants.  I  do  not  wish 
nnnecessarily  to  dwell  u|>on  the  details 
of  these  particular  inconveniences  and 
annoyances  to  which  I  was  subjected ; 
but  I  mny  say,  while  it  is  in  my  mind, 
that  the  prison  authorities  did  what  they 
could  in  this  mean  and  petty  way,  so 
characterist'L"  of  the  present  Tory  »d- 
ministr.')tion,  to  heap  what  they  thought 
was  indigni^  and  insult  u^ion  me. 
When  I  wae  leaving  the  gaol  to  return 


to  England  on  the  termination  of  my 
sentence  I  asked  for  that  which  I  believe 
I  had  a  perfect  right  to,  namely,  first- 
clnss  railway  fare,  but  this  was  denied 
mo,  ft  second-class  railway  ticket  being 
thrust  into  my  hand  by  a  warder.  This 
is  a  petty  matter,  and  I  merely  mention 
it  to  show  the  miserably  mean  and  vin- 
dictive methods  by  which  it  was  sought 
to  humiliate  me,  my  treatment  in  this 
resjiect  being  different  to  that  of  my 
Friend,  Mr.  Kelly,  under  the  late  Mr. 
Forster.  And  now,  to  show  the  idiotic 
fashion  in  which  the  Prisons  Board  of 
Ireland  conduct  their  affairs,  I  will  refer 
U)  the  question  of  corresjwndence.  I 
WHS  allowed  to  correspond  within  certain 
limits,  and  naturally,  not  feeling  in  the 
least  any  lively  sentiment  of  gratitude 
or  affection  towards  the  Chief  Secretary,  I 
was  not  very  nice  in  my  choice  of  the 
terras  in  which  I  spoke  of  him  in  some 
of  my  letters.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  post- 
card which  I  wrote  to  a  friend  of  mine  a 
few  days  after  my  imprisonment.  It 
contains  the  words — 

"  Htialy  is  goincr  to  try  (or  a  Koit»$  Corpui. 
I  wish  it  wus  Balfour's  oarcau  we  could  have 
in  Court." 

That  was  a  ridicnlons  little  joke.  It  whs 
my  carcass  that  was  going  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Court,  and  I  thought  the  meanest 
intelligence  would  have  seen  that  it  was 
not  intended  as  abuse.  However,  the 
post-card  was  not  allowed  to  pass.  It 
has  never  received  the  sign  manual  of 
the  Governor  of  the  gaol,  and  I  suppose, 
like  a  great  deal  more  of  my  corre- 
spondence, it  was  sent  up  to  the  Prisons 
Board,  to  be  examined  by  that  learned 
body.  Even  if  one  is  a  first-class  mis- 
demeanant, one  is  expected  to  conform 
to  certain  rules,  I  was  expected  to  do 
so,  but  I  did  not.  I  can  nnderstand  that 
there  must  be  a  supervision  over  the 
correspondence  of  prisoners  going  out  of 
prison ;  therefore,  I  took  good  care, 
when  I  wished  to  send  anything  to  the 
newspapers  which  I  did  not  desire  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  see,  not  to  send  it  in 
a  manner  which  was  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  Governor  of  the  gaol. 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"That  the  Question  be  now  put ;"  but 
Mr.  Speaker  withheld  his  assent,  and 
declined  then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  This  is  the  first 
time  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of  deal- 
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ing  with  this  matter,  and  I  think  I 
should  be  allowed  to  conclude  my  ob- 
Bervfttiona  without  interruption.  The 
(point  I  was  endeavouring  to  make  when 
I  was  interrupted  was  this :  I  do  not 
ioomplain  so  much  of  my  own  correspon- 
dence being  intercepted,  but  when  the 
correspondence  of  gentlemen  outaide, 
Bver  whom  I  cj>uld  have  no  control,  was 
stopped,  and  letter  after  letter  was  re- 
■fused  me  simply  because  they  contained 
some  miserable  little  expression,  such  as 
the  name  "  Bomba,"  applied  to  the  Chief 
Secretary,  I  do  think  the  matter  was 
.carried  to  a  ridiculous  extreme.  One 
detter  I  hold  in  my  hand,  sent  to  me  by 
,fl  little  child  six  years  old,  was  sent  all 
Jlhc  way  to  Dublin,  and  placed  before 
.the  Prisons  Board,  because  there  was  at 
the  end  of  it,  in  the  child's  scrawl, 
"  Three  cheers  for  the  Plan  of  Campaign." 
Another  important  question,  that  has  not 
yet  been  settled  is  that  of  the  dis- 
missal of  Father  Doherty,  the  Catholic 
Chaplain,  from  Derry  Gaol  in  September 
last.  When  the  Chief  Secretary  is  again 
in  the  shades  of  the  Opposition,  but  not 
till  then,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  explain 
to  him  how  I  got  my  letters  out  of  prison, 
and  to  initiate  him  into  what  I  may  call 
the  freemasonry  of  criminals.  Although 
it  has  generally  been  supposed  that 
Father  Doherty  was  the  medium  by 
which  I  succeeded  in  communicating  my 
iJetters  to  the  Press  and  to  friends  out- 
Bide,  and  he  was  dismissed  for  that 
reason,  it  was  not  technically  the  case, 
and  I  had  at  least  half-a-dozen  methods 
I  .by  which  I  was  able  at  all  times  to  com- 
imunicate  with  the  outer  world.  So 
elaborate  were  the  arrangements  I  was 
able  to  make  that  letters  of  mine  passed 
through  the  hands  of  the  Governor,  and 
he  was  no  more  aware  of  their  contents 
than  the  Chief  Secretary  himself.  A 
r  fortnight  or  three  weeks  after  the  dis- 
missal of  Father  Doherty  I  succeeded,  in 
one  day,  in  passing  1 2  letters  out  of  the 
prison,  and  they  all  appeared  in  due 
coarse  in  different  newspapers.  This, 
I  think,  will  convince  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  hardly  treated  Father 
Doherty  with  justice  in  dismissing  him 
on  suspicion — for  there  was  no  proof — 
of  carrying  my  lettars.  1  -may  say  also 
I  there  is  not  a  warder  at  this  moment  in 
Derry  Gaol  who  has  any  idea  how  I  suc- 
ceeded in  passing  my  correspondence  out 
of  prison.  I  was  particularly  careful  not 
to  ask  the  gaolers  for  a  single  favour 
Mr.  Conybeare 


which  could,  by  any  possibility,  bring 
them  under  the  l.-ish  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  punishment.  The  only 
warder  who,  unfortunately,  suffered  an]r> 
thing  in  consequence  of  what  I  did,  was 
a  young  fellow  named  Patrick  Barry, 
who  was  fined  28.  6d.  by  the  Governor 
for  replying  to  a  few  casual  remarks  I 
made  about  the  weather,  and  so  forth, 
wliilst  I  was  in  the  exerci.se  ground,  and 
he  was  waiting  for  another  warder  to 
bring  him  the  key  of  a  gate.  Many  un- 
kind things  have  been  said  about  my 
having  sought  the  services  of  a  Catholic 
Chaplain.  When  I  was  first  taken  into 
the  prison  and  searched  I  was  asked 
what  religion  I  was,  I  replied,  "  That  is 
not  a  question  yon  have  a  right  to  ask, 
and  which  I  shall,  under  no  circum- 
stances, reply  to."  I  was  then  asked 
what  service  in  the  chapel  I  propoeed  to 
attend,  and  was  informed  that  there  was 
a  Presbyterian  service,  a  Disestablitthed 
Irish  Church  service,  and  a  Roman 
Catholic  service.  I  said,  "  I  propose  to 
attend  the  Roman  Catholic  service."  I 
wasperfectly  justified  in  doing  so.  I  never 
belonged  to  the  Disestablished  Church 
of  Ireland,  and  if  I  had  belonged 
to  it  I  should  have  objected  to  the  minia- 
trations  of  a  man  who  was,  under  the 
immediate  jurisdiction  of  the  Bishop  of 
Derry,  who  at  the  time  was  the  holder  of 
40  shares  in  the  Smith-Barry  Eviction 
Syndicate — a  criminal  conspiracy  of  a  far 
worse  character  than  any  from  which 
anyone  has  suffered  in  Ireland.  Nor  if 
I  had  been  a  Presbyterian  would  I  have 
accepted  the  services  of  a  minister  who 
was  the  father  of  the  blatant  orator  who 
was  paid  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  to  abuse  me  and  hunt  me  down 
before  the  County  Court  Judge  of  Derry. 
I  cannot  sp«ak  in  too  high  pcaise  of  the 
devotion  of  the  Catholic  clergj-mcTi  to 
every  class  of  prisoners  in  Derry  Gaol, 
and  of  the  incessant  kindness  t<i  the  poor 
people  committed  to  their  care.  When 
several  of  my  letters  written  in  prison 
had  been  published,  the  authorities 
decided  to  hold  a  Star  Chamber  inquiry 
into  the  methods  by  which  I  passed  my 
correspondence  out  of  gaol,  and  they 
sent  down  a  gentleman  named  Joyce.  \ 
was  summoned  before  him  and  que.stioned 
about  a  letter  that  had  appeared  in  the 
Sttir.  I  declined  to  say  anything,  and 
was  sent  liack  to  my  cell.  Father 
Dohertj-  was  also  summoned,  and  was 
DUt  on  his  oath.     Ue  was  then  insulted 


fl87 


Supt^y — 


fJoLT  26, 1890} 


Seport. 


by  being  asked  a  question  wliicb  he  very 
properly  refused  to  reply  to,  and  it  was 
because  he  refused  to  hold  anycommuni- 
fation  with  this  ofHcial,  and  not  because 
,he  had  been  proved  to  have  done  any- 
thing wrong,  that  he  was  discharged  from 
his  chaplaisoy.  That  was  a  monstrous 
injustice.  Father  Doherty  refused  to 
bold  any  communication  with  this  man 
for  one  special  reason,  namely,  that  On 
a  previous  occaBiou  Joyce  had  been  sent 
down  to  the  gaol  and  had  ordered  the 
warders  to  act  as  spies  upon  the  chaplains 
in  their  communications  with  the 
prisoners.  Father  Doherty  very  properly 
refused  to  have  anything  to  say  to  a  man 
.who  had  acted  in  this  way.  Father 
Doherty  might  have  gone  further  and 
said :  "  I  am  placed  here  in  oonfidential 
communication  with  the  prisoners,  and  it 
would  be  almost  a  crime  on  my  part  if  I 
were  to  reveal  what  has  passed  in  con- 
fidence between  me  and  these  poor 
criminals  whom,  it  is  my  duty  to  solace 
with  the  ministrations  of  their  religion." 
I  hold  that  you  liavo  no.  right  to  deprive 
prisoners  not  only  of  the  ministrations  of 
their  priest,  but  of  the  power  of  wor- 
shipping God  one  day  in  the  week.  There 
were,  J  think,  150  of  these  prisoners  in 
the  gaol  at  the  time  of  Father  Doherty's 
dismissal,  and,  to  my  knowledge,  they 
have  had  no  power  since  of  conferring  with 
a  minister  of  religion,  or  of  worshipping 
in  their  own  religion  on  Sundays.  I 
want  to  know  from  the  Chief  Secretary 
whether  he  has  taken  any  steps  whatever 
to  replace  Fatlier  Doherty  by  some  other 
chaplain.  Every  man  who  calls  himself 
a  Roman  Catholic  has  a  right  to  the 
ministrations  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
olei^yman.  Just  at  the  time  Father 
DoheH^was  dismissed,  the  Bishop  of  the 
Diocese  died.  It  is  well  understood 
that  the  Bishop  of  tho  Diocese 
has  the  right  to  nominate  a  fwrson 
to  fill  the  office  of  chaplain.  A  dead- 
lock arises.  The  Chief  Secretary  or 
the  Prisons  Botird  would  not  reinstate 
Father  Doherty,  and  they  had  no  power 
to  apjx)int  anylxxly  else,  because,  as  far 
as  the  new  Bishop  was  concerned,  they 
were  not  able  to  bring  sufficient  influence 
from  Rome  to  bear  n|)on  him  to  induce 
ium  to  nominate  one  who  would  have 
been  acceptable  to  the  Prisons  Board. 
On  this  point  I  may  be  permitted  to 
quote  one  or  two  sentences  from  a  letter 
I   addressed  to  the    Chairman    of    the 


Prisons  Board  on  the  Ist  of  October,  1889. 
I  wrote — 

"  Sir,—  Now  that  I  am  on  the  point  nf  being 
released,  I  beg  to  offer  for  yoar  conaideration 
the  following  infoTinatioa,  which  may  intereit 
you,  oven  if  it  fails  to  convince  you  that  yoiir 
arbitrary  dismisaal  of  the  Catholic  Chaplain  vat, 
to  nay  the  least,  over-hoaty  :  and  is  in  any  caso 
(^ssly  nnjusi  to  the  Catholic  prisoners,  who, 
for  no  offence  of  their  own,  hrve  been  deprived 
now  lor  more  than  three  weeks  both  of  the 
viaitB  of  their  chaplain  and  of  the  consolations 
of  their  religion  in  Divine  Service  on  .Snndays — 

1.  The  Tod  ground  of  Father  Dohort}''B  dis- 
missal (whatever  the  nominal  reason)  wns  no 
doubt  that  you  believed  him  to  hare  oo-operated 
with  me  in  the  publication  in  the  Star  news- 
paper of  a  certain  letter  alleged  to  have  been 
written  by  me.  That  letter  was  written  by  me ; 
but  I  can  assure  you  that  Father  IXiherty  knew 
no  more  about  it  until  it  was  published  than 
you  did.  flow  I  procured  its  publication  is  my 
affair,  not  yours." 

This  letter  must  have  come  under  the 
Chief  Secretary's  cognisance,  and  yet, 
after  my  distinct  assurance  that  Father 
Doherty  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
letter,  he  has  thought  fit  to  continue  the 
punishment  in  the  shape  of  the  dismissal 
of  Father  Doherty. 

"  3.  During  the  last  three  weeks  since  Father 
Doherty's  dismissal  I  have  continued  to  publish 
in  the  Press  and  otherwise  whatever  letters  I 
desired.  1  have  written  and  despatched, 
through  the  Uovernor's  office,  and  subject  to 
cfHciiu  cenniirahip,  moru  than  one  letter  to  the 
editors  of  differcut  newspapers,  and  scarcely 
a  day  has  passed  during  the  last  week  that  the 
newspapers  have  not  pubLi«hed  some  com- 
munication written  by  me,  and  bearing  ray 
signature,  which  undoubtedly  had  never 
Tfceived  the  imprimatur  either  of  Dublin 
Castle  or  of  the  Authorities  here,  so  absolutely 
impotent  are  you  to  stop  my  writing  and  pub- 
lishing what  I  jilcaae.  I  laugh  to  scorn  oU 
your  attempts  to  muzzle  me,  and  treat  with 
contempt    your    decrees    wliich    assume     to 

fnnish  me  for  breach  of  prison  discipline, 
'or  instance— I  asked  you  the  other  day, 
when  I  was  deprived  of  writing  matvriuls, 
to  forward  for  mo  a  prepaid  toleprtiphic 
message,  which  a  friend  in  London  was 
waiting  for.  But  courtesy  is  not  caltivated 
in  Dublin  Castle ;  and  you  returned  my 
telegram  to  mo.  I  at  pnce  dispatched  it  my- 
self, without  further  troubling  myself  obout 
yon. 

3.  Let  me  at  once  say  that  with  all  the  in- 
creased rigor  of  the  vigilance  exercised  over  me 
since  Father  Doherty's  dismissal,  there  in  no 
single  oflicial  here  who  knows  anything  of  th» 
means  by  which  I  am  able  to  evade  their 
watchfulness,  I  have  all  along  mndo  it  a 
point  of  honour  never  to  nsk  ihem  to  do  for 
me  anything  which  could  bring  their  conduct 
into  question,  and  I  cannot  too  hiRhly  commend 
the  fidelity  with  which  my  gai'lers  have  fnl- 
fillod  their  duty  to  your  Board  in  exercising  the 
strictest  watch  over  all  mv  actions. 
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4.  Oonndering  the  impunity  with  which  I 
have  continuod  to  defy  your  authority  and 
«v8do  your  prison  regulations— all  the  more 
•  ainoe  your  ditiiniHsal  of  the  chaplain  by  which 
you  thought  you  had  seized  my  '  secret  dsa- 
patch  hoat ' — I  would  venture  to  suggest  that 
it  is  about  time  for  you  to  send  Inspector  Joyce 
to  hold  another  8tar-Chambor  Inquisition. 
But  I  can  promise  you  that  the  results 
will  not  bo  such  as  to  justify  his 
travelling  expenses. 

b.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  would  it  not 
be  more  dignified  on  your  part  to  frankly 
acknowledge  your  error  and  at  once  reinstate 
Fatlier  Doherty  as  chaplain,  instead  of  sulking 
like  an  ill-cvnditionrd  school  boy,  who  '  won't 

Elay  any  more  '  because  he  has  received  a  baek- 
andcr  ?  Vou  have  chosen  to  try  a  fall  with 
the  Catholic  Priesthood  on  an  issue  in  which 
you  cannot  possibly  win.  No  clergyman  will 
oacrifice  the  principle  of  the  sacred  secrecy 
which  should  veil  the  confidential  rela- 
tions  between  himself  as  a  priest  and  the 
prisoners  who  look  to  him  for  spiritual 
guidance  and  consolation.  Your  claim  that 
the  chaplain  should  submit  to  the  examina- 
tion of  your  Inspector  means  simply  this,  that 
that  relationship  shall  be  laid  bare  to  the  cold- 
blooded di(  section  of  the  sneering  and  cynical 
'  philosopher,'  who  at  present  controls  the 
destinies  of  this  unfortunate  country. 

By  the  information  I  have  now  given  you,  I 
offer  you  a  la«t  chance  of  escape  from  the  false 
position  you  have  csaumed.  If  you  accept  it, 
you  may  escape  further  contempt,  though  you 
cannot  avoid  the  ridicule  you  have  alread/ 
incurred." 

That  was  the  letter  I  wrote  to  the 
Prisons  Board,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  probably  not  be  Burprised  to 
hear  that  a  peremptory  order  was  sent 
down  that  no  more  of  my  letters  were  to 
be  forwarded  to  the  Prisons  Board.  One, 
however,  did  pass  to  the  Prisons  Board 
after  that.  I  wrote  that  letter  simply  in 
order  to  clinch  what  I  had  already  said 
to  prove  that  the  pretexts  on  which 
Father  Doherty  was  dismissed,  and  the 
supposition  that  he  had  infringed  the 
Prison  Rules,  were  wholly  without  founda- 
tion, and  that  a  gross  act  of  injustice  had 
been  done  the  rev.  gentleman  and  the 
prisoners  who  were  entitled  to  a  con- 
tinuance of  his  religious  ministrations. 
I  will  not  add  anything  else.  I  will  be 
content  on  this  occasion  with  having  done 
something  I  hope  to  throw  a  little  light 
upon  a  portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's administration  in  Ireland,  which, 
but  for  the  happy  incident  of  my  imprison- 
ment, it  miglit  have  been  exceedingly 
difficult  to  drag  into  the  light  of  day. 
There  are  plenty  of  other  matters  con- 
nected with  my  imprisonment,  and  what 
was  called  my  trial,  which  call  for 
remark,  but  I  will  take  my  own  time  in 
referring  to  them.  I  will  spare  the  right 
Jfr.  Conybeare 


hon.  Gentleman  any  further  humiliation 
by  dwelling  more  at  length  upon  the 
absurdities  of  his  administration,  and 
shall  conclude  by  expressing  my  obliga^ 
tion  to  the  House  for  having  listened  to 
me. 

(1.52.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
FOB  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bauoue, 
Manchester,  E.)  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  amply  indemnified  him- 
self to-night  for  the  enforced  silence  he 
was  put  to  during  the  rest  of  the  Irish 
Estimates.  Ho  has  given  us  a  long  and 
elaborate  account  of  his  imprisonment  in 
Derry  Gaol,  but  he  must  choose  between 
the  characters  in  which  he  evidently 
wishes  to  appear  before  the  House — a 
martyr  or  a  rebel.  He  has  spoken  of 
his  sufferings  in  gaol,  and  has  exulted 
at  his  evasion  of  the  Prison  Rules.  I 
think  he  has  exaggerated  the  interest 
taken  in  the  affair.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  complained  bitterly  of 
the  action  the  Government  have 
taken  in  regard  to  the  Catholic 
chaplain  of  Derry  Gaol.  That  action 
was  very  simple,  and  was  in  accordance 
with  every  rule  of  prison  discipline. 
Father  Doherty  was  asked  to  state, 
amongst  other  things,  whether  he  was 
responsible  for  breaches  of  discipline. 
He  refused  to  give  the  information,  and 
if  the  result  has  been  that  prisoners  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  faith  have  been 
deprived  of  the  ministrations  of  a  Roman 
Catholic  chaplain,  the  fault  lies  with  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bishop  in  declining  to 
appoint  a  successor  to  Father  Doherty. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  then  complained 
that  he  did  not  receive  the  treatment  of 
a  first-class  misdemeanant 

Me.  CONYBEARE:  I  did  not 
complain.     I  merely  mentioned  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  He  complained 
that  he  suffered  from  mildew  in  the 
prison.  I  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
I  have  carefully  examined  into  the 
matter,  and  my  investigations  do  not  bear 
out  his  statement  as  to  the  state  of  the 
prison  in  this  respect.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  ns  that  his  eyes  suffered  from 
the  whitewash  on  the  walls,  and  that  his 
health  may  have  suffered  from  the  fact 
that  there  were  no  sheds  provided  in  the 
prison  yard  under  which  prisoners  might 
exercise. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE :  I  did  not  com- 
plain in  regard  to  myself,  but  complained 
that  ordinary  prisoners  had  to  exercise  in 
torrents  of  rain,  and  then  had  to  sit  in 
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theii  cells,  their  clothes  haying  to  dry  on 
them. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  it  is  the  universal  rule  to  white- 
wash the  walls  of  English  prisons,  and 
that  opthalmia  does  not  result.  With 
regard  to  sheds,  I  have  only  to  say  that 
sheds  do  not  exist,  as  far  as  I  know,  in 
English  or  Irish  prisons  ;  it  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  and  unhealthy 
to  construct  them  in  most  prisons. 

Mr.  mac  NBILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  WUl 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pardon  me  for  a 
moment  ?  Some  time  ago  I  asked  him  a 
question  with  reference  to  the  sheds  in 
Derry  Prison.  That  question  was 
suggested  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Camborne,  who  wrote  me  a  letter 
on  the  subject.  He  complained  that 
the  prisoners  were  exposed  not  only 
to  rain,  but  in  the  summer  time  to 
the  heat  of  the  sun.  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  within  five  days  of  my  ques- 
tion being  put  a  prisoner  in  Derry  Gaol 
was  struck  dead  while  at  exercise  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  the  particular  cajse  the 
hon.  Gentleman  alludes  to,  but  I  have  no 
doubt  I  gave  him  an  answer  at  the  time. 
On  the  general  question  of  sheds  for 
exercise  in  Irish  prisons,  I  may  say  that 
such  structures  would  be  in  many  cases 
exceedingly  inconvenient,  and  I  do  not 
know  why  they  should  be  provided  for 
one  special  class  of  prisoners  who  make 
themselves  amenable  to  the  laws  of  their 
country.  I  do  not  quite  know  what  is 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  complaint  of  the 
room  in  which  he  was  confined — he  did 
not  like  the  proportions,  I  think — but,  by 
his  own  account,  the  room  was  a  large 
one,  about  twice  as  large  as  in  first-class 
prisons.  As  to  the  general  condition  of 
Derry  Gaol,  it  is  one  of  those  which, 
when  they  came  under  the  management 
of  the  Prisons  Board  in  1878,  were  by  no 
means  up  to  modern  requirements.  But 
an  immense  deal  has  been  done  since 
that  time.  Derry  Gkiol  is  not  of  a 
modern  type,  and  is  now  used  for 
prisoners  sentenced  to  short  terms  of 
imprisonment.  It  would  be  a  great 
mistake  to  suppose  it  is  unhealthy.  The 
statistics  of  health  are  good  ;  the  drainage 
is  reported  good  ;  the  watersupply  is  good ; 
and  as  to  the  apprehensions  of  ^motic 
disease,  I  am  assured  they  are  altogether 
delusions.  The  Prisons  Board  are  hasten- 
ing on  the  work  of  re-modelling  prisons 

VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [third  seeies] 


in  Ireland  to  meet  modem  requirementB, 
and  there  is  no  reason  to  complain  of 
their  action  in  this  or  any  Other  respect. 
(2.2.)  Mb.  HARRISON  (Tipperaty, 
Mid)  :  It  has  been  found  necessary  once 
more  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  condition  of  Derry  Gaol, 
and  I  cannot,  I  confess,  accept  the 
remarks  with  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  favoured  us  as  at  all  satisfactory.  I 
wish  to  press  upon  his  attention  again 
the  points  I  ventured  to  raise  in  Com- 
mittee. I  referred  then  to  ventilation, 
the  size  of  the  cells,  the  arrangements 
which,  I  still  maintain,  are  not  such  as 
to  ensure  cleanliness,  and  the  defective 
sewerage.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  last  occasion  referred  to  one 
point  only  upon  which  his  assurance  was 
not  unsatisfactory,  and  if  he  had  referred 
to  other  matters  his  assurances  might 
have  been  such  that  it  would  not  have 
been  necessary  for  me  to  press  these 
points  upon  him  again.  Perhaps  it  was 
due  to  inadvertence  ;  perhaps  I  did  not 
make  myself  clear,  and  I  will  endeavour 
to  make  those  points  clear  now.  I 
referred  to  the  size  of  the  cells  and  the 
insu£Bciency  of  ventilation,  and  the 
assurance  the  right'  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  was  that  the  cells,  being  unhealthy, 
should  no  longer  be  used  for  the  confine- 
ment of  prisoners  whose  sentences 
exceeded  three  months.  I  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  what  ground 
he  thought  it  right  that  prisoners  whose 
offences  were  presumably  small  should 
be  subject  to  unhealthy  conditions  from 
which  greater  criminals,  sentenced  to 
longer  terms  of  imprisonment,  were 
exempt,  and  it  seemed  to  me  that  it 
could  only  be  on  the  principle  of  taking 
as  much  out  of  the  health  of  a  prisoner 
as  was  consistent  with  turning  him  out 
alive  at  the  end  of  his  term  of  imprison- 
ment. What  I  wish  to  press  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  is  that  ho 
will  give  an  undertaking  beyond  that  he 
has  g^ven,  that,  pending  reconstruction, 
Derry  Gaol  shall  be  closed.  I  touched 
upon  Major  Beamish's  Report,  and  I 
made  reference  to  the  statement  we  had 
12  months  ago,  on  his  personal  experience, 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Armagh 
(Mr.  Blaue),  and  which  was  never 
answered,  and  I  can  now  refer  to  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Camborne  (Mr.  Conybeare),  to  which  I 
am  bound  to  say  we  have  had  no  satis- 
2  M 
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factory  answer.  In  addition  there  is  a 
serious  question  of  discipline,  arising  in 
this  way.  A  warder  in  the  prison,  sus- 
pected of  sympathy  with  the  popular 
cause,  went  into  the  prison  store,  and  the 
head  warder,  with  whom  he  was  in  ill 
favour,  happened  to  be  there,  together 
with  other  warders  and  prisoners. 
It  appears  a  few  stores  were  missing, 
and  the  hetid  warder,  turning  to  the 
Nationalist  warder,  as  he  was  supposed 
to  be,  said,  "  Wait  here  while  I  go  and 
see  if  I  can  find  the  missing  stores  in 
your  quarters."  The  warder,  who  bears 
a  high  character,  refused  to  patiently 
bear  this  imputation,  and  said  he  would 
accompany  the  chief  warder  if  he  wished 
to  make  a  search ;  and  for  this  breach 
of  discipline,  pardonable  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  dismissed.  It  was  a 
frivolous  pretext ;  the  real  cause  was  he 
was  suspected  of  having  espoused  the 
National  cause,  and  so  was  considered  ob- 
jectionable. The  question  of  the  sanitary 
condition  of  the  prison  has,  I  think, 
been  sufficiently  dealt  with.  The  Chief 
Secretary  says  that  the  health  statistics 
are  good ;  but  1  need  scarcely  say  we 
have  a  deeply-rooted  distrust  of  these 
official  iteports.  By  keeping  prisoners 
out  of  the  hospital  the  health  record 
may  be  kept  up,  and  my  hon.  Friend 
has  given  sufficient  proof  of  the  culpable 
negligence  of  the  medical  officer.  I 
presume  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
read  the  Report  of  Major  Beamish,  and 
■  that  he  has  some  knowledge,  however 
superficial,  of  sanitary  science.  Any- 
body who  reads  between  the  lines  of 
that  Report  must  see  that  the  sanitary 
conditions  of  Derry  Gaol  are  in  a  dis- 
tinctly dangerous  state. 

(2.14  )  Mr.  Brooke  Robinson  rose  in 
his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put ; "  but  Mr. 
Speaker  withheld  his  assent,  and  declined 
then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  HARRISON :  I  quite  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  interrupt  me 
that  this  is  not  a  fitting  time  of  night  to 
be  dealing  with  an  important  question 
of  this  kind,  and  to  mark  my  sense  of 
this,  and  my  sympathy  with  hon. 
Members,  I  beg  to  move  that  this  Debate 
be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  Speaker  being  of  opinion  that  the 
Motion  was  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the 
Mr.  Harrison 


House,  declined  to  propose  the  Question 
thereupon  to  the  House. 

(2.14.)  Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  rose 
in  his  place  and  claimed  to  move  that 
the  Question  be  now  put. 

Various  exclamations,  among  which 
Dr.  Tanner  was  heard  to  say  "Scan- 
dalous." 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  has  made 
use  of  an  expression  which  he  is  not 
entitled  to  use. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  did  make  use  of  an 
expression,  Sir,  in  immediate  reference 
to  the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  but  it  was  addressed  to  an 
hon.  Friend  near  me,  and  not  to  the 
Chair. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  did  not  suppose 
the  hon.  Member  addressed  the  remark 
to  the  Chair,  or  I  should  have  ordered 
him  out  of  the  House  immediately.  The 
expression  is  one  that  ought  not  to  have 
been  used.  I  take  no  further  note  of  it 
now. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

(^2.15.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
113  ;  Noes  45.— (Div.  List,  No.  202.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That 
'£97,499  '  stand  part  of  the  Resolution." 

(2.25.)  The  House  divided: — Ayes 
112;  Noes  46.— (Di v.  List,  No.  203.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  this 
House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in 
the  said  Resolution." 

Mr.  Arthur  Baltour  claimed  "That 
the  Maiu  Questiou  be  now  put." 

Question  pat  accordingly,  "  That  this 
House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee 
in  the  said  Resolution. 

(2.35.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
111  J  Noes  45.— (Div.  List,  No.  204.) 

CITY  OF  PARIS. 
Message   to  the   Lords   requesting  a 
Report  of  the  inquiry  into  f.he  causes  of 
the  accident  which  recently  happened  to 
the  passenger  ship  City  of  Parts. 

It  being  after  One  o'clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 

House  ndjourned   at  a   quarter   befoie 
'Ihrtie  o'clock  till  MuDduy  next. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  28th  July,  1S90. 


cm  OF  PARIS. 
Message  from  the  Commons  for  Report 
of  the  Inquiry  into  the  causes   of  the 
accident  which  recently  happened  to  the 
passenger  ship  City  of  Paris. 

Ordered  to  be  communicated  accord- 
ingly. 

BOILER  EXPLOSIONS  AOT,  1882, 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  164.) 

INFECTIOUS    DISEASE   (PREVENTION) 

BILL.-(No.  117  ) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

METROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUILDING  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
—(No.  168.) 

Petition  of  the  Duke  of  Westminster, 
praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against 
the  Bill,  presented  on  Friday  last,  re- 
ferred to  tho  Select  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  with  leave  to  the  Committee  to 
hear  the  petitioner,  if  they  think  fit,  by 
his  counsel,  agents,  and  witnesses. 

ARMY-  NON-COMMISSIONED 

OFFICERS. 

The  Earl  or  DUNDONALD :  My 
Lords,  in  asking  for  the  Return  which  I 
have  placed  on  the  Notice  Paper  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  I  do  not  wish  to 
occupy  many  minutes  of  your  time  in 
explaining  the  desirability  of  that  Return 
being  granted.  First  of  all,  the  informa- 
tion I  seek  is  not  in  the  preliminary 
Annual  Returns  for  the  British  Army  ; 
and  I  think  it  is  desirable  to  know  tho 
age  and  services  of  the  non-commissioned 
officei-8  who  are  brought  into  direct  con- 
tact with  the  men,  excluding  those  non- 
commissioned oflSeers  who  arc  generally 
of  mature  age  and  of  longer  service,  and 
who  are  specially  employed  in  staff  ap- 
pointments in  their  various  regiments. 
I  think,  if  this  Return  is  granted,  it  will 
be  seen  that  the  non-commissioned 
officers  are,  as  a  rule,  of  such  a  youthful 
age,  and  of  such  short  service,  that  they 
cannot  exercise  that  authority  over  the 
men,  nor  imbue  the  men  with  the 
respect   which   is,  as    a  rule,    ncoorJed 
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by  young  men  to  those  older  than  them- 
selves, and  which  ia  so  necessary  in  the 
interests  and  the  well-being  of  the 
Army.  Roughly  speaking,  the  condi- 
tions of  service  of  the  non-commissioned 
officers  are  as  follows  :  tho  non-commis- 
sioned officer  after  a  year's  probation  can 
engage  on  for  12  years,  and  after  9  years 
he  can  re-engage  for  21  and  a  pension. 
These  conditions  are  subject  to  certain 
restrictions  affecting  various  corps,  or, 
roughly  speaking,  the  conditions  affect- 
ing the  non-commissioned  officers  of  the 
corps.  So  that,  practically  speaking, 
any  man  who  has  good  health  and  a  good 
character  as  a  non-commissioned  officer, 
can  servo  for  21  years.  But  the  point 
is  that  non-commissioned  officers  do  not 
serve  for  21  years,  ns  a  rule.  Now,  why 
is  this  1  The  causes  are  various.  First 
of  all  I  should  put  the  question  of' 
the  defeired  pay  among  the  principal 
reasons  which  induce  the  non-commiB- 
sioned  officers  to  leave  the  Service. 
Tliey  find  coming  to  them  at  the  expira- 
tion of  a  certain  number  of  years'  ser- 
vice a  considerable  sum  of  monej-,  and 
they  are  desirous  of  obtaining  this  sum 
of  money  into  their  possession  ;  but,  as  a 
rule,  unfortunately  no  sooner  do  they 
obtain  this  money  than  they  spend  it, 
tho  result  being  that  the  countiy  loses 
the  services  of  good  non-commissioned 
officers,  and  the  non-commissioned  officers 
lose  their  money,  so  that  neither  the 
country  nor  the  non-commissioned  officers- 
are  in  the  end  benefited.  Then,  again, 
we  must  remember  that  the  conditions 
in  civil  life  of  the  class  from  whom 
these  non-commissioned  officers  are 
drawn,  liave  very  much  improved  of  late 
years.  They  receive,  as  a  rule,  greater 
pay,  and  they  work  shorter  hours ;  they 
have  fur  more  leisure,  and  are  in  posses- 
sion of  greater  advantages  than  they 
had  in  former  years.  This,  also,  is  an 
attraction  to  non-commissioned  officerB- 
to  leave  the  Service  and  join  their 
brothers  in  civil  life.  Of  course,  there 
are  many  other  causes  which  induce 
non-commissioned  officers  to  leave  the 
Service.  I  will  not  go  into  them,  but 
the  fact  is,  that  non-commissioned  officers 
do  leave  the  Sonrice,  and  they  leave 
it  too  young  for  the  good  of  the  Army, 
more  especially  now  since  the  introduc- 
tion of  short  service,  when  there  are  so 
very  few  older  soldiers  in  the  ranks  to 
imbue  the  younger  soldiers  with  ideas  of 
2  N 
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discipline,  and  to  teach  them    what  is, 
perhaps,  more  important  than  anything 
else,  reverence  for  the  traditioug  of  tlie 
regiment  in  -which  they  serve.     I  should 
like   to  quote  to  yonr  Lordships  a  fevv 
statistics    as    to   these    young   soldiers. 
There  were  serving  at  home  with  the 
colours     in      1SS9,      99,647     men,     of 
whom    36,977    were    under    '1\     years 
of  age,  and  70,380  wore  under  25  years 
of  age.    Tlie  question  may  now  1)0  asked, 
in  view  of  what  I  have  said,  how  does 
this  extreme  j-outli  of  so  many  men  in 
the  Army  affect   discipline.      Again,  I 
vrill  quote  a   few  figures.      I  find  that 
Courts    Martial    have    decreased    from 
16,523    in  1S81    to    12,188    in    1888; 
but  the  cases  of  violence  and  disobedience 
to  superiors  tried  by  Courts  Martial  have 
increased  from   1,650  cases  in   1881   to 
2,198  C4ises  in  1888,  and  coses  of  minor 
insulwrdinntion,  neglect  of  ordere,  have 
increased    from    1,472    coses    in    1881 
to   2,106   cases  in  the  year  1888.      So 
that  it  will  be  seen  though  Court  Martial 
cases   have   largely  decreased   in  bulk, 
offences  in  relation  to  discipline   have 
considerably  increased.      There   is  also 
another  joint   in   connection    with    the 
discipline  of  the  Army  and  noncommis- 
sioncd    ofRcrrs    which    is,    perhaps,    of 
importance   to  mention,  and  that   is   in 
regard  to  the  territorial  system.     Now, 
the   territorial    system    is   taken   more 
advantage   of    than    it   used   to   be   by 
private  soldiers.   There  are  more  soldiers 
now   enlistinij    from    any   one    district 
or  village  than  there  used  to  be.     The 
consequence  is  that  a  non-commissioned 
officer  jiromoted  in  any  of  these  territorial 
regiments  has  a  considerable  number  of 
men   serving  under  him  in  the    r.mks 
who  will  leave   the  regiment  probably 
about  the  same  time  as  himself,  and  it  is 
not   in   human    nature    that   in    those 
circumstances  a  non-commissioned  officer 
will  not  think  rather  of  the  goml  opinion 
of  those  whom  he  will  bo  with  at  home 
in  the  village  so  long  in  civil  life  than 
of  the  discipline  of  the  Army.     When 
at   homo   in  tho   Reserve  there  would, 
of  course,   be    many    chances   for   tho 
private     to     repay     any     grudge     he 
might    owe    his    former     non-commis- 
sioned   officer.       Of    course,    there    are 
exceptional  cases,   and  there    are  num- 
bers of  good   non-commissioned  officers 
who  would  bo   a  credit  to  any  Army 
ia      tho      world  ;      but     still,      mkiug 
T/te  Earl  of  Dundonald 


them  in  the  bulk,  they  are  liable  to  be 
influenced  by  those  considerations.  Now, 
undoubtedly,  a  non-commissioned  officer 
should  be  of  mature  age,  tjict,  and  ex- 
perience, and   should   be  able  to  imbno 
the  men  under  him  with  respect,  and  to 
administer  discipline  without  partiality 
or  favour.  I  would  like  to  quote  to  your 
Lordships  some  stjitistics  as  to  the  con- 
duct  of    non-commissioned   officers.      I 
find      by     the      Preliminary     Annual 
Return  for  the  British   Army  for  1890 
that,  during  tho  year  1889,  in  tho  Homo 
Army  only,  there  were  673  non-commis- 
sioned    officers    sentenced     by     Court 
Martial  to  be  reduced  to  a  lower  grade 
or  to  the  ranks ;  and,  in  addition,  55  more 
suffered  imjirisunment  as  well  as  reduc- 
tion.   Those  figures  indicate  a  percentage 
of  offences  among  the  non-commissioned 
officei-s  which  is  certainly  far  more  than 
is  desirable.     I  think  a  considerable  step 
towards  impixsving  the  position  of  non- 
commissioned officers  in  the  Army  might 
be  taken  by  eliminating  fram  tho  ranks  all 
those  men  who  are  of  really  bad  charac- 
ter, and  by  those  means  inducing  a  better 
class  of  men  to  enlLst,  as  many  men  of 
good  character  will  not  enlist  to  serve 
along  with  men  of  bad  cliamctor.     I  will 
not   weary    your    Lordshijis    with    any 
words  or  ideas  of  mine  as  to  the  pay  or 
advantages   which  should  he  ollVred  to 
non-commissioned  officers,  to  induce   a 
really  g(X)d   body  of   non-commissioned 
officers   to   serve   in    the   Army.      Any 
such   ideas  from  far  more  experienced 
heads  than  my  own  would  be  at  the  dis- 
posal  of  any   statesman   who    chose   to 
grapple  with  this  question  ;  but  1  would 
say    that  when   this   country   jmys    an 
immense    sum    for    procuring    men    to 
fight  for  it,  and  when  it  arms  those  men 
with    the    most    improved    and   deadly 
weapons   of   modern  science,    it   should 
not  gi'udge  the  money  necessai-y  to  place 
those  men  who  compose  its  Army  on  a 
sound  footing.      Now,  stability  may  be 
obtained  by  making  it  to  the  self-interest 
of  a  body  of  men  to  serve  the  country, 
and  to  give  the  best  years  of  their  life  in 
the  Service;  but  if  tho  country  will  not 
pay  those  men  enough  to  induce  them  to 
give  tho  best  years  of  their  life  to  the 
Service,  then  I  see  nothing  for  it  but 
that  we  must  have  some  modified  form 
of  conscription,  and  by  those  means — by 
the    introduction    to   the   ranks    of    alt 
classes    of    the    community — we    shall 
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parochial,  charitable,  "  or  other  purposes,' 
may,  in  effect,  grant,  sell,  or  exchange  it 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Public  Libraries 
Act.     It  then  says  that  where  land  is 
held    for    ecclesiastical     purposes     the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  shall  assent; 
that  where  it  is  held  for  parochial  pur- 
poses,  the    Guardians    and    Poor    Law 
Board  shall  assent,  and  in  the  case  of 
other  charitable  property,   the  Charity 
Commissioners   shall    assent.     Then    it 
provides  that  the  money  shall  be  applied 
as    the    Charity     Commissioners    shall 
decide.     But  just  sec   what    the  effect 
of  this  clause  would  be.     It  enables,  in 
effect,   the  Trustees  of  any  charity  to 
alter  altogether  the  disposition  of  their 
trust    by    applying    land    or    property 
which  they  hold,  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Public  Libraries  Act.     Now,  I  shall  not 
be  suspected  of  having  too  strong  a  bias 
in    favour    of    pious    founders,  and,   I 
believe  that,   after  a  certain  time,  all 
charities  ought  to  be  considered  j  but  I 
think  to  put  a  clause  of  this  kind  in  the 
Act,  enabling  persons  who  may  hold,  as 
the  noble  Earl  (Lord  Meath)  will  pre- 
sently show,  land  for  maintaining  open 
spaces,     to    allow    that    land    to     be 
built  upon  for  the  purpos3   of  forming 
a  public  library,  is   a  precedent  which 
may      create      difficulty       in      future 
legislation.     If  this  provision   is  passed 
in    regard    to    public    libraries  it  may 
be    passed    for     any    other     charitable 
object  which  people  may  think  desirable, 
for  example,  for  the  purpose  of  building 
a  chapel,  or  public  wash-houses,  or  baths, 
and  no  charity  will  be  safe  for  a  moment. 
To  show  the  carelessness,  as  it  appears  to 
mc,  with   which  the   measure  has  been 
drawn,  I  wish  to  draw  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  fact  that  it  does  not  even 
provide   that    the   money   arising   from 
the  sale  of  land  shall  bo  applied  for  the 
purposes   of  the  original  Trust ;    on  the 
contrary,  it  is  to  be  disposed  of  as  the 
Commissioners  think   fit.      Then  it    is 
perfectly  clear  that  the    word   "  gift " 
must  be  struck  out,  for  I  cannot  imagine 
that  your  Lordships  are  going  to  allow 
the  Charity  Trustees  to  give  away  their 
land    as  they  like.      There   is  another 
point.     I  have  said  nothing  as  to  the 
effect  in  reference   to   private   persons, 
but  I  do  think  it  is  rather  a  strong  order 
to  allow  any  owner  of  land  to  do  what  is 
here  authorised.      I  only  wish  to  draw 
your  Lordships'  attention  to  this  clause. 
2  N  2 


obtain  that  stability  which  is  obtained  in 
foreign  armies.  We  have  in  our  Army 
a  short  service  system,  with  only  one 
class  of  men  in  the  Service,  while  in 
foreign  armies  it  is  a  short  service 
system  for  all  classes.  I  cannot  help 
quoting  to  your  Lordships  a  saying 
which  has  been  attributed  to  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  :  he  said  that,  "  The  non- 
commissioned officers  of  the  Army  are 
the  backbone  of  the  Service."  If  this 
was  true  in  the  days  when  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  said  it,  at  a  time  when  there 
were  many  old  soldiers  in  the  ranks, 
how  much  more  true  must  it  be  now, 
when  we  have  the  short  service  system 
of  obtaining  men  for  the  Service  from  a 
f9ingle  class  of  the  community.  I  hope 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  grant 
the  Return  I  ask  for,  and  I  trust  it  may 
be  found  useful. 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this 
House, 

"Return  of  the  average  ai;e  and  service  of 
privates  in  the  regular  army  at  the  time  of 
their  promotion  to  bo  non-commissioned 
officers  during  the  year  1889 ;  and  for  a  Ketum 
of  the  average  age  and  service  of  the  non-com- 
missioned officers  of  each  rank  at  present 
serving  with  the  colours,  excluding  those  who 
are  specially  employed  and  not  doing  ordinary 
duty  with  their  respective  batteries,  troops,  or 
companies." — ( TAe  Earl  <•/ Dundonald.) 

The  UN  DER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOE  WAR  (Earl  Brownlow)  :  My  Lords, 
there  is  no  objection  whatever  to  granting 
the  Return  asked  for  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite.  I  would,  however,  point  out 
to  him  that  it  will  involve  some  delay 
to  give  the  particulars  required  with 
regard  to  everj-  unit  of  the  British 
Army  serving  both  at  home  and  abroad. 

Agreed  to. 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL.— (No.  205.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  8. 

Lord  THRING  :  I  dare  say  that  what 
is  the  obvious  meaning  of  this  clause  is 
not  intended  to  be  its  meaning,  and  I 
wish  to  draw  your  Lordships'  attention 
particularly  to  this  clause.  It  certainly 
would,  I  think,  form  a  difficult  precedent 
at  a  future  time.  Your  Lordships  will 
observe  it  provides  that  any  person 
holding  land  for  public,   ecclesiastical, 
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I  snbmit  that  it  certainly  ought,  in  any 
case,  to  be  n  mended,  and  I  doubt  whether 
any  part  of  it  ought  to  bo  proposed. 

The  Eahl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
to  tell  us  what  is  the  meaning  of  the 
words  "  any  persons  holding  land  for 
charitable,  parochial,  or  other  purposes." 
I  should  like  to  know  what  the  words 
"other  purposes  "  mean. 

•Lord  HOUGHTON  :  I  am  sorry,  as  it 
has  turned  out,  tlmt  this  Bill  was 
referred  to  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  and  not  to  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee, but  that  was  not  entirely  my 
fault.  I  was  not  aware  of  any  objec- 
tion being  t\ken  to  the  clause  at  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  by  noble 
Lords  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  do 
not  make  any  observation  upon  it  what- 
ever, but  perhaps  the  noble  Lord  will 
allow  this  matter  to  bo  considered  at  a 
later  stage  of  the  Bill.  With  regard  to 
the  Amendment  which  the  noble  Earl 
will  move,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  deal 
with  that,  but  perhaps  any  question  of 
construction  your  Lordships  would  be 
■willing  should  be  considered  afterwards. 

The  LORD  CHAA'CELLOR:  I  am 
bound  to  Bay  I  think  the  point  a  some- 
what serious  one.  My  attention  wm 
not  called  to  it,  but  it  seems  to  me 
rather  a  question  of  principle  than  a 
mere  drafting.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a 
question  of  drafting  at  all. 

LoRDHERSCnELL:  It  is  really  both.  I 
do  not  quite  nuderstaud  the  object  of  put- 
ting in  "other  purposes."  Ordinarily,  you 
read  those  words  ejnsdeni  generis,  but 
when  you  si)ecify  wliat  some  of  the 
purposes  are — public  puriroses,  or  chari- 
table and  parochial  purposes,  the  words 
may  have  a  very  wide  siguification.  It 
is  difficult  to  understand  from  the 
language  what  the  "  other  purpose* " 
can  mean,  unless  they  are  private  pur- 
poses. Then  there  is  the  other  point. 
In  addition,  the  assent  of  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  is  required  to  the 
alienation  of  land  held  for  ecclesi- 
astical purposes,  and  the  assent  of 
the  Local  Giivernment  Board  in  regard 
to  land  for  parochial  purposes,  but 
it  requires  no  assent  in  reference 
to  these  "  other  purposes,"  whatever 
they  may  be.  1  cannot  help  thinking 
those  words  must  have  got  in  trnin- 
tsntionally. 

Zord  Thring 


The    Earl    or    KLMBERLEY :      I 

understand  the  noble  Lord  would  h» 
willing  to  strike  ont  the  word  "other," 
and  in  that  case  that  the  difficnlty  would 
be  removed. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  axp  SE- 
CRliTARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury): 
How  would  this  proviso  affect  land 
held  by  Universities  or  Colleges?  It 
seems  to  me  that  is  a  rather  BeriooB 
question, 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  think  myself 
such  purposes  as  those  would  come 
within  the  word  "charitable." 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  No, 
I  think  not ;  they  are  excepted  under 
the  Statute  of  Elizabeth, 

LoBii  HERSCHELL:  I  am  not  sure 
that  that  would  not  be  so.  However,  I 
should  certainly  think  the  best  course 
would  be  to  take  the  course  first 
suggested  of  putting  in  "  or "  before 
"charitible,"  and  leaving  out  the  words 
"  or  other." 

•Lord  HOUGHTON  :  I  should  be  quite 
prepared  to  accept  that. 

Tjie  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
must  reserve  to  myself  liberty  to  mover 
tliat  the  word  "  public"  be  left  out  also. 
I  am  more  afraid  of  that  word  than  of 
the  others. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  1  am  a  Uttle 
doubtful,  I  confess,  about  the  whole 
clause.  It  s?ems  to  me,  unless  there  is 
some  precedent  for  it,  it  is  rather  an 
innovation  to  allow  property  held  in. 
trust  for  a  charity  of  one  kind,  to  be 
apphed  for  a  charity  of  a  different  kind, 
even  with  the  consent  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  :  That  is 
exactly  what  I  meant. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
think,  at  all  events,  there  ought  to  he 
reciprocity,  and  that  the  Public  Libraries 
Trustees  ought  to  be  allowed  to  alienate 
their  land  for  the  benefit  of  other 
charities. 
•The  Earl  of  MEATH:  I  had  given 
notice  of  an  Amendment  to  this  clause, 
but  I  do  not  quite  undei-stand  whether 
the  Motion  before  the  House  is  to  strike 
ont  the  whole  clause  or  not.  My  point 
is  with  regard  to  the  preservation  of  open 
spaces. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  T),  to 
insert  the  word  "  or  "  before  "  parochial," 


^ 


granted  or  ooaveyed  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act." 

'  •Lord  HOUGHTON  :  I  should  have 
been  very  glad  if  I  could  have  accepted 
the  noble  Karl's  Amendment,  sympathis- 
ing as  I  do  with  hia  object 

I      Tee  Eakl  or  AIOULEY  :  I  would  point 
I  out   that   the    Amendment    before   the 
House  is  the  insertion  of  "or"'   before 
"  charitable." 
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and   to   omit  the   words   "or  other." — 
{Th«  Lord  Her^cMl.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR;  As  at 
present  advised,  I  do  not  propose  to  take 
•any  part  in  the  discussion  upon  this 
portion  of  the  clause,  because  I  shall  be  j 
Tery  much  dispHised,  when  the  Question 
is  put  by  the  Ciiairman  "  That  this  clause 
Stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  to  meet  it  with 
a  negative. 

Lord  HER.SCHELL:  I  do  not  know 
that  there  would  be  any  harm  in  allow- 
ing Trustees  to  do  it  by  way  of  sale  or 
exchange,  because  then  they  would  get 
the  full  value  of  the  land.  I  should 
content  myaulf  with  taking  out  the  word 
"gift." 

•The  Earl  or  MEATH  :  I  cannot  agree 
to  the  point  a.s  to  sale.  It  appears  to  mo 
that  is  a  very  important  matter.  How 
this  clause  got  in  is  difficult  to  under- 
stand. It  was  not  in  the  original  Bill, 
•and  was  only  put  in  at  the  last  moment 
•on  Third  Heading.  I  do  not  know 
who  is  the  author  of  this  clause.  It 
is  in  this  connection  a  somewhat  pe- 
culiar circumstance  that  in  this  Metro- 
polis one  very  populous  district,  Bcthnal 
Green,  hns  been  for  the  Inst  12  months 
in  the  throes  of  an  agitation  for  this 
very  purjxise  —  that  is,  to  get  land 
which  was  conveyed  200  years  ago  for 
charitible  purposes,  and  in  regard  to 
which  there  is  a  Tnist  to  keep  it  as  an 
open  sp'icc,  built  over.  There  is  an 
agitation  going  on  as  to  whether  some 
of  the  land  could  not  be  used  for  other 
purposes  than  that  of  an  open  space,  and 
there  are  three  distinct  purposes  put 
iorward,  one  to  erect  a  library  upon  it, 
another  to  erect  a  vestry  hall,  and  another 
to  build  an  infirmary.  There  has  been  a 
division  of  opinion  on  the  subject,  and 
there  have  beeu  about  70  public  meetings 
held  in  tlie  district.  Public  opinion  is 
greatly  divided  upon  it.  There  are  a 
certain  u\imljer  of  ratepayers  who  are 
anxiou:i  to  utilise  the  ground  for  these 
purjxjses.  It  is  a  terrible  temptation  to 
them  to  save  money  by  building  upon 
{jublic  land.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
iire  a  large  number  of  ratepayers  who 
wish  the  Trust  to  be  maintained.  I 
must  adhere,  I  think,  to  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  moved,  which  is — - 

"Provided  aUo  that  land  held  on  trust  to 
be  preserved  as  an  open  apace,  or  on  l>ust 
which  prohibit  building  thereoo,  shall  not  bfi 


Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
noble  Friend  behind  me  has  requested 
me  to  move  an  Amendment  in  the 
18th  line.  Yon  will  there  find  the 
words — 

"And  the  said  Board  and  Commissioners 
respectively  muy  provide  for  the  application 
of  the  moneys  which  miiy  be  derived  from  the 
sale  of  any  land." 

It  seems  to  me  the  money  ought  to  be 
hold  for  the  purpo.sea  of  the  charity.  I 
think,  as  suggestcfd,  the  words  should 
be — 

"The  moneys  arising  from  any  mie  or 
exchange  of  such  hind  shall  be  applied  for 
the  same  purposes  its  the  land  exchanged  or 
sold." 

Lord  HOUGHTON  :  I  think  I  have 
Some  right  to  complain  that  a  consider- 
able number  of  Amendments  should 
have  been  brought  forward  upon  this 
clause,  of  which  I  have  received  no 
notice.  However,  as  they  all  come  from 
this  side  of  the  House  I  suppose  I  cannot 
say  very  much  about  them.  I  think  it 
is  quite  obvious  that  the  sense  of  the 
House  is  with  the  noble  Earl  who  has 
just  sat  down,  and  I,  therefore,  do  not 
know  that  there  would  be  any  great 
object  in  my  attemjiting  to  evade  the 
proposjil.  Still  I  was  anxious  on  other 
grounds  that  the  Bill  might  linve  passed 
without  any  Amendment  at  all. 

The  MARgt'Ess  of  SALISBURY  ;  Upon 
that  appeal  for  some  luldition  in  the  way 
of  amendment  frum  this  side  of  the 
House  I  rise  to  gi-alify  the  noble  Lord, 
and  I  think  the  best  amendment  is  that 
we  should  say  "  No "  to  the  question 
that  this  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  It 
really  requires  very  careful  looking  into. 
I  want  to  know  who  "  any  person  hold- 
ing land  for  public  purposes"  is? 
Docs  that  m.'ftn  Miuistors  of  the  Crownl 
Docs  it  niL'iin  every  pci-sou  who  has 
a  fiduciary  interest  of  a  limited  and 
temporary  character  in  land  applied  for 
public  purpjaes?     I   think,   considering 
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the  enormous  importance  of  the  interests 
involved,  these  words  need  to  be  very 
fully  considered. 

The  Earl  oi-  KIMBERLEY:  The 
nnfortutiati-  thing:  is  thjit  this  was  not 
observed  when  the  Bill  was  under  ctsn- 
sideration  before.  This  is  eminently  a 
matter  whicli  .sliould  have  been  con- 
sidered in  StiiuJing-  Committee. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Quite  so. 

•Lord  HOUGHTON:  I  will  accept 
the  suggestion  of  the  nublo  Marriuess.  I 
need  not  say  I  am  hardly,  at  this  moment, 
prepared  to  arc'ue  intricate  questions  of 
the  kind  niised,  and  I  reserve  to  myself 
liberty  to  brinir  the  matter  forward  at 
a  later  stji^je  of  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  MEATH:  I  withdraw 
my  Amendment. 

Clause  8  omitt:'d. 

Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
on  Friday  next. 

SUPREME    COURT    OF   JUDICATDRE 

(rUUCEUDRE)  BILL 

noic 

SUPREME  COURT  01'  JUDICATURE 

BILL.-(No.  216.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

Lord  HERSCHliLL :  I  have  to  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  at  the  end  of  the 
Ist  clause,  which  tr.insfers  the  hearing 
of  Motions  for  new  trials  from  the 
Divisional  Court  to  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
My  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
tluit  when  tiiis  Bill  comes  into  operation 
there  will  be  a  cerfciin  number  of  cases 
standing  for  hearing  in  tlie  Divisional 
Court,  and  that  those  ought  to  be 
transferred  for  hearing  to  tbe  Court  of 
Appeal.  The  Muster  of  the  Rolls  has 
calleii  my  attention  to  that  circumstance, 
and  I  think  it  is  desirable  it  should  be 
provided  for.  Therefore,  I  propose  to 
add— 

"  This  icction  shall  extend  to  everj-  Motion 
of  which  notice  mwy  Imve  been  given,  whether 
before  or  after  ihu  punsiug  uf  this  Act,  but 
which  has  not  boon  IicurJ  before  the  commcnce- 
mect  of  this  Aol." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made ;  Bill  to  be 
read  3«  to-mnrrow  ;  and  to  bo  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  'I'AX.) 

The  AInr<jneas  of  Salisbury 


SHERIFFS  (ASSIZES   EXPENSES)  BILL. 

(No.  218.) 

THIRD   RE.VDISG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
3»." 

•The  Earl  of  POVVLS  i  Your  Lordships 
may  rementber  a  day  or  two  ago  when 
I  brought  forward  the  question  wliether 
provision  should  be  made  as  to  whether 
the  Sheriffs  should  apfiear  in  uniform  or 
not,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  considered  it  was  too  trifling 
a  question  for  legislation.  I  am  well 
aware  that  there  is  a  leeal  maxim  de 
minimis  non  c\i,rat  le.c,  but  I  have  again 
to  urge  that  I  hop*  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  will  not  think  this  too 
small  a  matter  to  take  notice  of,  because 
I  then  mentioned  that,  on  that  account, 
a  Judge  had  actually  threatened  to 
heavily  hue  a  Sheriff  for  not  appearing 
in  uniform,  and  since  that  Debate,  I 
have  received  a  copy  of  a  letter  in  which 
a  learned  Judge,  in  1S73,  distinctly 
ordered  all  the  Sheriffs  on  the  Oxford 
Circuit  to  appear  in  uniform.  I  men- 
tioned that  in  fornv-r  3-ears  no  such 
custom  bail  prevailetl  in  Shropshire  or 
Montgomeryshire.  This  custom  was  not 
introduced  into  Shropshii-e  until  1873, 
when  the  Judge  of  Assizj  directed  the 
Clerk  of  Assize  to  write  to  all  the 
Under  SherifiEs  on  the  Oxford  Circuit  in. 
thesa  words — 

"  I  nm  directed  by  Mr.  Justice  Quain  to  in- 
form the  i<herifr  throui;h  you  thnt  the  Judge 
will  expect  that  high  i/llicial  to  appear  either  in 
full  dress  or  in  uniform,  tha  proper  custume  of 
a  High  Shiriffin  nltenduntp  imi  llcr  Miijeaty's 
Judges,  l)eing,  in  hjj  lordship  a  opinion,  Buoh 
as  would  be  juatiliable  and  iidmiaaible  only  at 
one  of  Her  Mujesty'a  levees.'' 

Now,  that  is  a  very  distinct  order,  upon 
the  subject,  although  it  is  a  subject  upon 
which  the  Committee  over  which  my 
hou.  and  learned  Friend  presided,  and 
the  two  noble  and  learned  Lords  who 
spoke  the  other  day,  agreed  that  it  was 
nut  within  the  province  of  the  Judge  to 
give  such  an  order.  I  think  this  letter 
shows  there  was  quite  suttleient  justifi- 
cation for  me  in  bringing  the  matter 
forward,  and  in  the  circumstances  I  do 
not  suppose  your  Lordships,  or  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  will  now  think  the 
matter  too  small  to  be  considered. 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR ;  I  will 
only  say  a  few  words  further  uj)on  this 
point.  I  do  not  bliuno  tho  noble  Lord 
in  tho  least  for  bringing  it  forward.  I 
only  protested  against  this  House  being 
engaged  in  legislation  na  to  the  particular 
form  of  garment  to  be  worn  by  an 
official  in  tho  position  of  a  High  Sheriff. 
I  think  the  House  will  still  consider 
there  is  scarcely  a  necessity  for  an  Act 
of  Parliament  to  be  passed  in  regard  to 
the  kind  of  coat  the  Sheriff  should  wear. 
I  said  80  on  the  last  occasion,  and  I  am 
still  of  that  opinion.  I  would  merely 
now  observe  that  the  only  case  brought 
forward  by  the  noble  Lfjrd  ia  as  old  as 
1873,  and  l,am  not  quite  certain  that  I 
do  not  take  the  same  view  of  the  orders 
issued  on  that  occasion  as  the  noble  Lord. 
There  may  have  been  requests  at  one 
time  relating  to  matters  of  etiquette 
issued  by  learned  Judges  which  were 
certainly  not  conformable  to  the  law, 
But  that  learned  Judge  only  stated  what 
he  expected  as  to  the  form  of  dress  as  a 
matter  of  etiquette  ;  the  learned  Judge 
may  have  been  right  or  ^vrong  in  his 
opinion,  but  he  certainly  did  not  threaten 
to  fine  tho  Sheriff  £500  on  that  account, 
as  was  stated  tho  other  uight.  T  then 
said  that,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  have 
been  exceeding  his  power  for  him  to  do 
80,  and  I  Ventured  then  to  express  my 
incredulity  as  to  such  an  occurrence  ever 
having  taken  place.  I  cannot  find  that 
the  noble  Lord  ha.s  now  obtained,  as  he 
supposes,  the  particulars  of  that  circum- 
stance, and  I  can  only  call  his  attention 
to  the  fact  that  I  have  received  a 
letter  referring  to  that  particular  case. 
As  I  pointed  out  the  other  night,  no  such 
rule  as  my  noble  Friend  imagines  was 
laid  down,  but  the  matter  to  which  the 
threat  to  fine  the  Sheriff  £500  applied  was 
one  of  gros.s  contempt'of  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Judges,  an  intentional  deliljerate 
act  of  contempt,  and  it  was  punished  ac- 
cordingly. The  matter  had  no  reference 
whatever  to  tiie  question  of  the  dress  of 
the  High  Sheriff.  I  still  entertain  the 
view  that,  whatever  may  be  done  in  this 
matter,  it  would  be  unrlignified  for 
Parliament,  and  I  hope  Parliament  will 
not  be  asked,  to  prescribe  what  particular 
kind  of  dress  any  public  official  shall 
wear. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  Lords,  at  the 
previous  stage  of  this  Bill,  I  alluded  to 
one    of    its    provisions,    and   intimated 


that  on  the  present  occasion  I  should 
propose  an  Amendment,  namely,  to  sub- 
stitute the  Homo  Secretary  for  the 
County  Councils  acting  with  the  con- 
currence of  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the 
purpose  of  framing  regulations  in  rela- 
tion to  the  accommodation  of  and 
reception  of  Her  Mnjesty's  Judges. 
Since  I  made  that  statement,  I  have  con- 
sidei'od  the  matter,  and  I  have  come  to 
tho  conclusion  that  ii\  reality  my 
objection  goes  deeper,  and  would  not  bo 
met  completely  hy  the  altei'ation  of  that 
proviso  ;  that,  in  truth,  my  objection  is  to 
this  Bill  altogether,  and,  therefore,  I 
.shall  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill ;  bnfc 
inasmuch  as  I  have  given  no  notice  of 
my  intention  to  do  so,  I  shall,  of  course, 
not  press  it  to  a  Division,  but  merely 
make  that  Motion  for  the  purpose  of 
explaining  the  position  which  1  take  in 
regard  to  it.  The  object  of  this  Bill  ia 
simply  to  relievo  the  gentleman  who 
will  hereafter  be  called  upon  to  fill  tho 
office  of  High  Sheriff  from  expenses  to 
which  the  High  Sheriffs  have  hitherto 
been  put.  To  that  I  have  no  kind  of 
objection  whatever,  But  that  is  tho 
only  object  which  will  be  attained  by  tho 
Bill.  It  is  only  a  public  object  in  the 
sense  that  it  is  a  right  thing  to  enact 
that  public  officials  shall  not  be  put  to 
expense  which  ought  not  properly  to  fall 
upon  them.  As  regards  the  public,  the 
only  effect  of  the  Bill  will  he  to  transfer 
certain  expenses  from  the  shoulders  of 
the  Sheriffs  hereafter  to  the  County 
Ciiuncils,  and  thus  to  put  upon  the  rates 
the  expenses  which  have  hitherto  been 
borne  by  those  individuals.  I  think  this 
is  really  a  stop  in  tho  right  direction,  but 
that  evil  ought  to  be  met  in  another  way. 
I  will  shortly  tell  your  Lordships  the 
way  in  which  I  think  it  ought  to 
ho  met.  Let  me  say  at  once  that 
I  am  not  desirous  of  putting  any 
obstacle  in  tho  way  of  removing  this 
burden  from  individual  shoulders.  I 
certainly  do  not  intend  to  cast  any 
reflections  upon  tho  County  Councils  in 
the  observations  which  I  make.  I  have 
no  doubt,  and  I  thoroughly  believe,  they 
are  admmible  bodies,  doing  good  work. 
At  tho  same  time,  like  some  of  my 
noble  Friends,  not  beingmyself  a  County 
Councillor,  it  is  not  a  necessary  part  of 
my  creed  to  believe  that  all  County  Coun- 
cils,  nnder  all  circumstances,  and  at  all 
times,  will  act  with  unimpeachable  wis- 
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dom,  and  I  caunot  think  it  an  expedient 
thing  to  initiate  in  every  County  Council 
in  England  nnd  Wales,  as  this  m«isure 
would  do,  a  discussion  as  to  the  proper 
mode  in  which  Her  Majesty's  Judges 
should  be  received  and  iiccommodatod, 
nnd  to  make  regulations  differing, 
perhaps,  in  all  the  counties  in  that 
respect.  Now,  this  is  really  only  part 
of  a  far  la)'ger  subject.  The  view  which 
I  take  ia  this,  that  the  Sheriff's  expenses 
are  part  of  the  expenses  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  Justice,  which  is  not  really  a 
local  matter  at  all,  and  ought  not  to  be 
treated  as  a  local  matter.  The  truth  is, 
that  a  large  portion  of  these  charges  is 
now  met  by  the  Treasury.  Another 
large  portion  of  the  expenses  is  met  by 
fees.  If  you  add  together  the  fees  and 
the  proportion  paid  by  the  Treasury  it 
will  be  found  that  the  larger  portion  of 
the  expenses  of  this  department  of  the 
administration  of  justice  is  met  now,  and 
will  in  future  be  met  without  any  call 
upon  the  rates.  The  view  which  I  ven- 
ture to  submit  to  your  Lordships  is  this, 
that  the  whole  of  those  expenses  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  as  part  of  the  expenses 
of  the  administration  of  justice,  in  the 
same  way  as  the  greater  portion  of  them 
are  now  met,  and  that  the  provision  made 
with  regard  to  this  matter  should  not 
be  dependent  upon  the  view  taken  in 
this  oounty  or  in  tbat  county,  but  that 
it  should  be  a  uniform  system  applicable 
to  the  whole  country  which,  therefore, 
should  be  provided  for  by  the  same 
Central  Authority.  I  quite  feel  that  if 
you  put  the  burden  of  this  upon  the 
several  counties,  it  is  only  natural  they 
should  desire  to  have  a  voice  in  the 
matter;  this  Bill  gives  them  the  exclu- 
sive voice,  although  the  burden  only  faita 
partially  upon  them.  That  is  natural 
enough,  and  it  is,  in  my  view,  extremely 
nndesinible  that  the  matter  should  be 
thus  dealt  with  piecemeal  in  the  different 
counties  tliroughout  the  country.  What 
appears  to  me  to  have  been  lost  sight  of  is 
this,  that  at  the  present  time  the  great 
part  of  the  expense  of  enforcing  judg- 
ments and  the  other  duties  of  the 
Sheriffs  is  covered  by  fees,  and  the 
practice  has  been  for  each  Sheriff  to 
agree  with  his  Under-Sheriff  to  receive 
the  fees,  and  out  of  the  fees  to  bear 
what  I  maj'  call  the  ordinary  expenses  of 
this  part  of  the  administration  of  justice, 
leaving  to  the  Sheriff  himself  certain  of 
Zerd  Herschell 


the  expenses  connected  with  his  attend- 
ance upon  the  Judges.  The  agreements 
thus  made  vary,  even  as  between  county 
and  county ;  that  is  to  say,  in  some 
counties  it  has  been  the  practice  for  the 
Sheriff  to  receive  in  relief  of  the  expenses, 
or  as  a  portion  of  the  expenditure,  some 
of  the  money  coming  from  the  Treasury 
which  is  not  received  in  other  counties. 
My  belief  is  this,  that  if  you  had  the 
whole  of  this  matter  placed  in  the  hands  of 
a  central  authority,  so  that  you  had  a  per- 
manent official  in  each  county  appointed 
by  the  Crown,  and  if  you  had  the  whole 
of  the  fees  which  are  now  received  by  the 
Under-Sheriff,  received  by  the  Crown, 
it  would  be  found  that  all  the  legitimate 
and  proper  expenses  of  the  Shrievalty, 
including  those  proposed  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Council,  might  be 
met  without  any  demand  being  made 
either  upon  the  County  Rates  or  any 
further  demand  than  that  which  is  now 
made  upon  the  Treasury.  If  that  were 
done,  and  I  may  say  that  1  have  gone  to 
a  considerable  extent  into  the  matter,  my 
strong  conviction  is  that  that  would  be 
the  result  The  expenses  are  now  larger 
than  they  would  be  if  a  permanent 
official  had  been  appointed  to  act. 
For  instance,  in  the  county  of  Durham, 
the  total  average  of  the  Sheriff's  cx- 
][>ense8  is  now  about  £400.  I  have 
made  some  little  investigation  into  the 
question  of  what  it  would  bo  likely  to  be 
if  the  thing  were  put  on  a  jiermanont 
basis,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  exceed 
a  half — I  doubt  if  it  would  be  much 
more  than  £200.  I  might  illustrate  the 
matter  in  the  same  way  as  regards 
other  counties  in  England.  My  belief  is 
that,  if  the  whole  matter  were  gone  into 
throughout  the  counties  of  England,  it 
would  be  possible  to  initiate  a  new 
systeni  by  which,  without  any  additional 
burden  being  cost  upon  either  the 
Treasury  or  the  rates,  you  might  have 
the  wliole  matter  put  on  a  satisfactory 
basis,  and  uniformly  dealt  with  through- 
out England  and  Wales.  I  do  not  think 
anybody  can  doubt  that  that  would  be  a 
much  more  satisfactory-  system  than  the 
scheme  which  is  proposed  by  the  present 
Bill.  My  Lords,  it  is  not  likely  that 
this  Bill  will  pass  the  other  House  in 
the  present  Session.  I  do  not  understand 
that  even  its  promoters  anticipate  tliat, 
but  I  would  urge  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government   should  in  the   Recess   in- 
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qaire  iuto  this  matter,  with  the  view 
of  ascertaiuing  the  facts — wliich  cer- 
tainly were  not  fully  ascertained  by 
the  Committee  of  this  House  which 
inquired  iuto  the  subject  —  as  to  i 
the  fees  which  are  received  in  the 
different  counties,  and  the  surplus 
over  expenditure  which  remains  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  now  receive  the 
fees.  I  think  if  that  were  done  it  would 
be  found  that,  very  likely,  without  any 
additional  payment  by  the  Treasury,  or, 
at  alJ  events,  with  a  very  trifling  addi- 
tion, you  would  be  able  to  deal  with  this 
important  dejxirtment  of  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  throughout  the  country 
on  a  uniform  and  satisfactory  footing. 
If  that  is  true  it  certainly  wnuld  be  in- 
expedient to  commence  by  throwing  this 
burden  upon  the  rates  in  the  way  pro- 
posed by  the  present  Bill.  It  is  because, 
I  so  believe  that  I  have  felt  it  nece.-sary 
to  exjilniu  my  views,  and  I,  therefore, 
fonn.'illy  move  that  the  Bill  bo  read  a 
second  timj  this  day  three  months. 

Amendment  moved.  To  leave  out 
("  now  "j  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ( •'  this  day  three  months"). — {The 
Lord  Hcrachdl .) 

•LOED  BRA.MWELL:  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  hel[>  e.xpressing  my  regret  at 
what  I  supjiose  1  must  call  the  necessity 
for  this  Bill.  I  do  not  agree  with  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend.  I  think  the 
system  in  this  country  is,  that  public  j 
duties  are  to  be  performed  gratuitously  | 
by  those  who  are  fit  for  them.  No  , 
Member  of  either  House  of  Parliamiut  | 
is  paid  as  such  ;  Magistrates  are  not  paid  ; 
jurymen  are  not  paid ;  they  perform 
their  duties  gratuitously,  as  also  do 
Guardians  of  the  Poor,  Churchwardens, 
and  Constables,  who  are  all  unpaid.  But 
I  am  afraid  it  is  a  necessity  that  these 
gentlemen  upon  whom  the  duty  of  filling 
the  office  of  High  Sheriff  ordinarily  falls 
should  be  relieved  from  the  expense  of  it. 
I  do  object  to  the  clause  which  m.^kes  a 
special  provision  fur  t  he  arrangement  being 
made  by  the  County  Councils,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  as 
to  the  way  in  which  the  Judges  shall  bo 
received.  I  believe  the  proceedings  at 
County  Councils  are  attended  by  re- 
porters, and  a  very  pretty  discussion  will 
occasionally  take  plnce  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  his  Lordship  shall  Ije  received.  I 
cannot  think  that  it  will  contribute  very 


much  to  the  respect  which  is  at  present 
paid  to  the  learned  Judges  when  people 
read  the  uncivil  remarks  which  many 
people  will,  undoubtedly,  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making.  Tiio  majority  of  the 
County  Councils  may  think  otherwise, 
but  those  who  are  for  cutting  down  the 
observances  which  have  always  been 
shown  to  the  Judges  will  be  sure  to 
give  expression  to  their  opinions,  and  to 
express  their  reasons  in  a  very  unsatis- 
factory way.  I  would  infinitely  prefer 
that  there  should  bo  no  provision  in  the 
Bill  as  to  the  County  Councils  making 
any  arrangements,  either  with  or  without 
the  concurrence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
for  the  time  being,  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  Judges  shall  be  received,  or 
that  it  should  be  simply  left  in  the  con- 
dition in  which  it  is  now,  because  I  pro- 
test again,  as  I  told  your  Lordships  on 
the  last  occasion,  that  there  is  no  power 
for  any  Judge  to  do  what  it  has  been 
stated  was  done  by  the  learned  Judge 
whom  the  noble  Lord  referred  to.  He  was 
a  popular  man  among  his  brother  Judges, 
but  he  had  a  peculiar  mbriquet  among 
us  on  account  of  his  liability  to  do  just 
such  a  singular  thing  as  he  did  on 
this  occasion.  When  you  come  to  con- 
sider it,  the  very  fact  of  his  issuing 
this  general  notice  is  a  proof  that  it  was 
an  entirely  original  proceeding  on  his 
part,  because,  if  it  had  not  been  the 
practice  to  do  otherwise,  why  should  he 
have  given  this  special  notice  on  the 
Oxford  Circuit?  For  my  own  part,  I 
most  heartily  wish  that  any  High  Sheriff 
who  should  be  treated  in  this  very 
erroneous  way  would  try  the  question, 
for  I  am  sure  he  would  get  the  best  of 
it.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  very 
much  better,  indeed,  if  there  were  not 
this  provision,  which  would  give  rise  to 
discussions  of  a  most  uupleasaut  cha- 
racter, as  I  have  had  an  intimation  from 
one  who  is  not  at  all  hostile  to  the  Bill, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  friendly  to  it,  would 
bo  the  case.  There  is  just  one  clause  in 
the  Bill  to  which  I  should  like  to  call 
your  Lordships'  attention.     It  is  that 

"  The  expenses  of  the  Uifjh  Sheriff  of  a 
county  in  receiving  and  protecting  the  Judges 
and  so  forth,  and  in  keeping  order  within  the 
precincts  of  the  Court  of  Assize  shall  so  far  as 
they  are  not  expenses  which  had  before  the 
passing  of  this  Act  been  customarily  defrayed 
by  the  Treuaury   or  out  of  the  County  Rato." 

Well,  it  may  possibly  be  said  that  by 
implication    what    was    formerly    paid 
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out  of  the  County  Rats  shall  not  in 
fature  be  so  paid.  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
sees  the  jroint ;  but  I  have  no  doubt  how 
the  Judges  would  construe  it,  because 
when  Judges  have  to  construe  nn  Act  of 
Parliament  they  make  sense  of  it,  and 
they  make  sense  of  it  by  interpreting 
it  to  say  what  it  ought  to  say, 
and  very  often  they  have  no 
other  reason  for  their  construction. 
I  have  no  doubt  they  would  hold  that 
what  was  furmerly  paid  out  of  the 
County  Rate  should  continue  to  be  so 
paid,  and  that  it  should  not  bo  other- 
wise paid ;  although,  of  course,  a 
question  might  hi  raised  about  it  under 
this  clause.  A.s  I  have  often  said  in  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law  that  when 
we  have  to  construe  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, "  Wo  must  do  our  best  with  it  as 
it  stands  ;  but  in  making  one,  we  should 
take  care  there  is  no  ambiguity  about  it." 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  noblo  Lord 
who  has  charge  of  this  Bill  thinks  that 
worth  his  attention  in  any  way,  but  I 
can  assure  him  it  is  not  a  captious  objec- 
tion on  my  part  at  all. 
'•The  Eakl  ok  CAMPERDOWN  :  My 
Lords,  with  regard  to  the  objection 
which  has  been  tjikon  to  the  words  in 
the  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill,  I  think  the 
noblo  Lord  will  see,  at  all  events  I  think 
myself,  there  is  not  really  any  force  in 
his  objection.     The  words  are  that — 

"  The  expenses  so  far  as  they  have  hitherto 
heon  defrayed  by  the  'J'rn.i»iiry  or  out  of  the 
Oounty  Kftto  ahall  be  defrayed  out  of  the 
County  B«te." 

Of  course,  the  meaning  of  that  is,  that 
the  Treasury  will  continue  to  pay  any 
portion  that  it  has  hitherto  paid,  and  the 
County  R4ite  will  continue  to  piy  any 
portion  that  it  has  hitherto  paid,  and  the 
surplus,  if  any,  shall  be  provided  out  of 
the  County  Rate.  I  think  that  seems 
pretty  clear  ;  nt  all  events,  it  is  so  to  me. 
1  am  very  glad,  at  thesam?  time,  to  hear 
that  whether  that  be  accurately  expi-essed 
in  the  Bill  or  not  there  is  no  possibility 
of  the  Act  going  wrong,  because,  when 
it  is  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Judges, 
they  will  interpret  it  in  the  way  it  should 
be  interpreted.  As  this  Motion,  which 
is  nominally  hostile  to  the  Bill,  is  not 
going  to  be  pressed,  I  do  not  think  I 
need  detain  j'our  Lordships  by  making 
any  lentrthened  remarks  upon  the 
Bill  itself.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
jLord  Bramwdl 


the  Bill  is  a  small  Bill,  and  deals  with  a 
small    portion  of  the  question  only.     I 
mentioned  that  to  your  Lordships  when 
I  introduced  the  Bill.     The  reason  why 
it    is  a   partial   measure    is    because   it 
would  have  been  impossible  for  me,  a 
private     Member    of     your     Lordships' 
House,  to  deal  with  the  whole  question  ; 
and,  as  the  Government  have  not  found 
themselves  able  to  introduce  a  measure 
dealing  with  the  whole  subject,  I  thought 
it  was  better,  at  all  events,   to  treat  a 
portion  of  the  question  than  not  to  do 
anything  with  it  at  all.    For  this  reason  : 
because  the  Committee  upon  this  subject 
sat   two   years  ago,  and  I   have  myself 
received    a    great    many    letters    with 
regard  to  the  matter,   which   is  felt  to 
be  a  very  great  hardship  in  many  parts 
of    the    countiy.      I  have   been   asked 
frequently     whether     Parliament     was 
going   to   do  anything  with   regard    to 
the  Report  of  this  Committee.   It  is  quite 
possible,  as  has  been  said,  I  have  begun 
at  the  wrong  end.     Perhaps  I  did  ;  but 
it  is  better  to  begin  at  the  wrong  end 
than  not  to  tegin  at  all,  and  I  think  your 
Lordships  will  soo  that  if  this  Bill  passes 
into  law,  on  which   point   I  am  a  little 
more    sanguine     than     the    noble   and 
learned  Lord  on  the    Front  Opposition 
Bench,  it  will,  at  all  events,  relieve  the 
persons,  who  are  in    future    to  be  ap- 
pointed as  High  Sheriffs,  to  a  not  incon- 
siderable degree.     If  in  a  future  Session 
of  Parliament  it  may  be  found  possible 
to  go   a  great   deal   further  I  shall  be 
glad.     The  proposal  made  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  is  a  proposal  which  1 
think    deserves    serious    consideration. 
The  piTtposal,  as  I  understand  it,  is  this  : 
that  in  future  the  fees  received  by  the 
Under  Sheriffs  shall  be  received  by  the 
Treasury;  that  the  whole  legal  business 
for  which   the  High  Sheriff  is  at  present 
nominally  responsible,  but  of  which  he 
knows  nothing,  and  can  know  nothing, 
and  with   regard  to  the  cnixying  out  of 
which  he  is  perfectly  unalMo  himself  to 
act,  shall  be  dealt  with  by  the  Treasury 
alsL     Of  course,  the  Sheriff  has  to  leave 
everything  to  his  Under  Sheriff.   Now,  in 
future,  the  proposal    is   that  those   fees 
shall  bj  transferred  to  the  Treasury,  and 
that  the  whole  of  this  large  legal  busi- 
ness shall  be  carried  on  as  a  matter  of 
national  concern,  and  thi-ough  the  agency 
!  of  the  Treasurj- ;  and  then  that  all  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Shrievalty  shall   be  borne 
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by  the  Treasury.  No  doubt  the  noble 
and  learned  Jjord  is  quite  right  in  saying 
that  if  the  fees  received  by  tlie  Under 
SherifE  at  present  were  received  by 
the  Treiisury,  and  if  thej"^  were  ciilcnlated 
on  a  proper  sciilo,  the  whole  expenses  of 
the  Shrievalty  could  bo  Ijorne  by  the 
county,  without  any  cost  to  the  High 
Sheriff  or  charge  upon  the  County  Rate. 
If  any  proposal  is  brought  forward  here- 
after, 1  shall  give  it  tiic  best  support  I 
can,  and  I  think,  in  all  probability,  it  is 
the  very  b^jst  way  of  dealinif  with  this 
question.  But  up  to  the  jiresent  time 
we  have  found  that  the  Tre;isnry  has 
not  shown  any  particular  desire  to  move 
in  this  direction,  and  of  couree  in 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament  it 
■would  have  been  quite  impossible 
to  carry  out  such  a  piMposal.  However, 
I  hope  the  Government  will  bear  in 
mind  what  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  said,  and  will  give  it  their  best  con- 
sideration. 

On  Question,  whethei  ("now")  shall 
stand  i>art  of  the  Motion,  resolved  in  the 
affirmative ;  Bill  read  3«  accordingly : 
Amendments  rumie  :  Bill  passed,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons. 

THE  OFFICES  OF  THE  PRIME  MINIS- 
TER AND  FOREIGN  SKCRETARy. 
•Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL, in  rising  to  call  attention  to 
results  which  have  followed  the  con- 
nection of  the  duties  belonging  to  the 
First  Minister  with  those  belonging  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affaii-s,  and  move  for  precedents  upon 
it,  said  :  My  Lords,  the  notice  has  been 
put  upon  the  Paper  only  to  repeat  or 
follow  up  what  I  have  urged  before 
upon  the  snbjeetboth  in  Parliament  and 
elsewhere.  The  List  time  I  addressed 
your  Lordships  I  alluded  to  it  briefly. 
Recent  circumstances  have,  however, 
given  a  fresh  importjince  to  the  topic. 
Embarrassments  have  happened  attribut- 
able fairly  to  the  union  uf  two  functions 
I  have  indicated,  but  which,  unless 
their  origin  is  traced,  may  lead  to  violent 
conclusions.  In  the  few  remarks  I  have 
to  make  nothing  will  fall  from  me — at 
least  intentionally — which  is  opposed  to 
the  general  idea  of  Lord  Hartington 
and  his  supporters,  in  whom  alone  I 
recognise  a  guarantee  of  national  security. 
So  far  am  I  from    being  alone   among 


men  friendly  to  the  Government  that 
only  on  tlie  Thursday  before  last,  the 
17th  of  July,  one  of  their  organs  antici- 
pated nearly  all  that  has  occurred  to  me. 
On  that  account,  I  am  more  inclined  to 
abridge  or  hurry  over  what  I  wish  to 
bring  before  your  Lordships.  To  specify 
that  organ  might  produce  mis-apprehen- 
sion, or  be  against  the  usages  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  showed,  however,  clearly  that 
the  regular  supporters  of  the  Government 
are  far  from  easy  at  the  situation  which 
exists.  The  journal  went  even  beyond 
the  view  I  have  arrived  nt.  I  hold  that 
in  two  cases  the  union  cf  the  functions 
is  desirable  ;  one  when  a  particular 
emergency  requires  unusual  concentra- 
tion ;  the  other  when,  at  the  beginning  of 
a  Government,  the  First  Minister  has 
never  been  conversant  with  the  Foreign 
Office  and  feels  the  want  of  being  con- 
versant with  it.  Such  a  rule  would 
have  applied  to  Lord  Melbourne,  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  Lord  Derby,  Mr.  Disraeli, 
and  others.  But  it  is  obvious  to  the 
House  that  neither  of  these  cases  is 
before  us.  There  is  no  great  inter- 
natiiinal  emergency  to  traverse  at  this 
moment.  The  noble  Marquess  opposite 
was  enabled  to  leam  the  business  of  the 
Foreign  Office  between  1878  and  1880. 
My  Lords,  it  may  appear  presumptuous 
in  anyone  Ut  enter  on  a  problem  of  this 
nature  unless  he  has  a  long  experience 
at  Downiug  Street  to  liack  him  or  instrnct 
him.  But  during  the  past  autumn  much 
light  has  been  thrown  on  the  mechanism 
of  government,  and  distribution  of  em- 
ployment by  the  Papers  of  Loi-d  Mel- 
bourne, by  the  life  of  Lord  John 
Russell,  by  the  correspondence  of 
the  late  Earl  Grey  with  I'riiicess  Lieven, 
which  are  accessible  to  ever)'one.  The 
first  result  of  the  connection — as  it  now 
subsists,  at  least — is  that  the  Treasury 
is  violently  dislocated  or  divided  from 
the  power  which  for  many  generations 
has  supported  it.  The  experience  of 
two  centuries  has  led  to  the  convention, 
or  one  might  say,  the  conviction  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  ought  to  be 
identified.  Since  the  time  of  Lord 
Chatham,  who  fonned  a  Government  in 
170G  and  took  the  post  of  Privy  Seal, 
the  practice  I  refer  to  seems  to  have 
been  constant.  However  scattered  in 
the  House,  there  may  he  noble  Lorda 
who  know  that  kind  of   history   mucli 
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better  than  I  do.  The  Bystom,  so  long' 
matured  and  suddenly  renounced,  had 
grounds  wliich  are  intelligible.  The 
Treasury  is  constantly  refusing  money. 
To-night  nn  instauoa  was  alluded  to. 
Refusal  to  be  tolerable  must  be  based  on 
policy,  and  no  one  but  the  head  of  the 
Government  can  urge  with  prudence 
and  authority  that  such  and  such 
demands  ousfht  not  to  bo  complied  with. 
The  Trt'asur}'  is  also  like  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  enabled  from 
time  to  time  to  keep  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment suspended  by  withholding  funds, 
without  which  they  are  unexecuted. 
There  is  a  late  example  in  the  Public 
Offices  Site  Act.  Now,  such  a  power  of 
revising  Acts  of  Parliament  can  hardly 
be  entrusted  to  an  ordinary  Member  uf 
the  Cabinet,  although  it  may  bo  to  the 
Leadei',  who  reflects  its  general  .saga- 
city. But  I  attach  no  great  degree 
of  weight  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Treasury.  It  is  far  more  serious 
to  recollect  that  the  First  Minister, 
according  to  all  antecedent  prolmbility, 
must  be  over^^urdened,  when  ho  unites 
the  general  direction  of  affairs  with  the 
minute,  far-reaciiing,  and  inexorable 
labours  of  the  Foreign  Office.  I  will 
not  dwell  on  antecedent  probability, 
although  the  topic  is  a  fertile  one.  But 
what  has  been,  my  Lords,  the  recent  ob- 
serviition  of  the  country?  Departments 
have  appeared  to  reach  a  perilous 
autonomy.  Bills  have  been  improvised 
which  might  have  been  retarded  with 
advantage.  Things  urgent  and  re- 
quired have  seemed  to  be  obstructed  or 
blocked  up  hy  things  uncalled  for  and 
superfluous.  Schemes  based  on  prudence 
and  necessity  have  been  thought  to  yield 
to  schemes  whoso  parentage  is  doubtful, 
bat  which  have  Ijeen  often  traced  to 
fanciful  ambition  and  to  impetuous 
philanthro))y.  Confusion  must  arise  in 
Parliament  when  the  First  Minister,  ab- 
sorbed by  diplomatic  correspondence, 
has  neither  time  nor  energy  to  obviate  it. 
The  country  has  next  observed  the  foun- 
dations of  sixiiety  impaired ;  the  Con- 
stabulary and  the  military  power  slmken 
in  allegiance.  No  doubt  tho  danger  is 
exaggerated,  and  must  be  till  its  latent 
oanse  is  properly  appreciated.  But  it 
might  be  tliought  at  first  that  while  the 
First  Minister  is  decidedly  a  loser,  the 
Secretary  of  State  may  be  a  gainer  in 
jjrqportion ;  that  while  at  home  there  is 
Zord  Stratheden  and  CamjAell 


a  semblance  of  anarchy,  there  may  be 
abroad  a  growth  in  energy  or  in  efficiency. 
It  is  against  all  reason  that  it  should  be 
BO.  Foreign  policy  demands  a  great  deal 
more,  but  yet  I  venture  to  submit  that  it 
demands  in  I iinine&nd  as  an  indispensable 
preliminary  strength  in  the  Executive. 
It  cannot  flourish  when  all  the  world 
remark  that  the  Executive  is  crumbling  or 
weakened.  Foreign  policy,  when  ably 
conducted,  is  no  doubt  a  bar  to  war,  but 
the  ability  to  go  to  war  must  yet  be  its 
foundation.  No  country  is  prepared  for 
war  whin  its  police  is  undermined,  and 
when  tho  garrison  of  its  metrof)olis,  even 
to  a  limited  extent,  partakes  of  the 
infection.  But  on  a  general  position  of 
this  kind  men  often  differ  in  opinion.  I 
am  more  inclined  to  look  to  circum- 
stances which  surround  us.  When 
there  is  a  controversy  with  the  United 
States  as  to  the  Be  h  ring  Sea,  with 
France  as  to  Newfoundland,  each  tend- 
ing to  the  chance  of  possible  hostilities ; 
when  it  is  necessary  to  give  np  Heligo 
land,  which  could  not  but  enhance  our 
negotiating  influence  (it  Berlin;  when 
nothing  has  been  done  to  remove  the 
danger  long  inherent  in  Bulgaria,  or  to 
revive  the  Ottoman  nssembliea,  or  to 
repair  the  Treaties  of  18.56,  so  vital  to  the 
Kiistern  Question,  although  we  may 
acquit  the  Foreign  Office  of  any  strong 
reproach,  although  deficiency,  much 
more  than  error,  is  imputable,  although 
these  difficulties  may  all  have  a  happy 
settlement,  it  is  im()ossible  to  urge  that 
the  union  of  the  functions  has  led  in 
that  Department  to  any  visible  advan- 
tages. But  if  my  estimate  or  survey  is 
disputed,  I  retire  from  a  strong  to  an 
impregnable  position.  The  present 
union  has  one  inevitable  consequence, 
which,  duly  weighed,  at  least  suffices  as 
a  reason  for  avoiding  it  as  |)friuanent  or 
final.  If  anyone  has  meditated  long 
enough  on  foreign  policy  ho  will  arrive 
at  the  conclusion  that  two  spheres  of 
operation  are  related  to  it.  One  evi- 
dently is  that  of  arrangement  and 
adjustment  in  order  to  compose 
the  differences,  minute  or  large, 
which  have  sprang  np  between  Great 
Bntivin  and  other  inde|M?ndont  Powers, 
such  as  a  question  on  an  Afghan  frontier, 
or  a  parallel  of  latitude  in  Africa,  or 
how  far  lobsters  f^^ll  under  the  provisions 
of  a  celebiiited  Treaty.  In  that  sphere 
— if   I   could  judge   at   all — the   noble 
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Marquess  is  a  considerable  maater.  But 
even  there  he  cannot  do  so  much  aa  if 
the  general  direction  of  affairs  was  not 
absorbing  and  distracting  hira.  Tlie 
other  sphere  appears  to  be  that  of  pro- 
secuting, after  deep  reflection,  changes, 
combinations  which  ore  good  both  for 
the  honour  of  Great  Britain  and  the 
tranquillity  of  Europe.  Such  was  the 
Quadruple  Alliance  of  Lord  Palmerston, 
which  required  originating  faculty  to 
plan  and  to  effect  it.  It  would  be  easy, 
although  it  would  not  be  desirable,  to 
point  out  a  series  of  measures  not 
entirely  dissimilar  which  merit  grave 
consideration  at  this  moment.  In  that 
higher  sphere  a  Secretary  of  State,  who, 
as  First  Minister,  is  responsible  for 
every  Department,  every  proposal,  every 
appciintmont,  it  might,  indeed,  be  said 
for  every  event,  must  be,  no  matter 
what  his  talent,  helpless  and  incapable. 
It  would  be  folly — with  a  mind  so 
harassed  and  divided — to  approach  it. 
The  utmost  he  can  aim  at  is  to  put  an 
end  to  compliaitions  of  to-day,  and  to 
prepare  for  comjilications  of  to-morrow. 
He  may  be  a  plasterer,  but  he  can  never 
be  an  architect  in  Europe.  However, 
granting,  for  a  time,  that  arrangement 
and  adjustment  are  the  onl_v  business  of 
the  Foreign  Office,  that  it  ought 
not  to  aim  at  any  objects  more 
enduring,  there  is  a  practical  objection 
to  the  pi-esont  union  which  seems  to  me 
to  lie  unanswerable.  In  these  days  it  is 
essential  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
bhould  be  at  liberty,  when  an  occasion 
calls  for  it,  to  visit  capitals  in  which  his 
influence  is  wanted.  Since  1870,  the 
Government  would  probably  admit  it. 
foreign  policy  has  been  to  a  great  extent 
a  struggle  at  Berlin  between  the  counsels 
of  St.  Petersburg  on  one  side,  the  in- 
fluence of  London  on  the  other.  Al- 
though to  carry  on  that  struggle  we 
have  had,  in  Lord  Ampthill  and  Sir 
Edward  Malet,  two  invaluable  agenfc?,  it 
is  important  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  throw  his  weight  sometimes 
into  the  balance.  M.  do  Gier.s,  on  the 
part  of  Russia,  often  does  so.  But  it  i.s 
not  only  at  Berlin  that  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  rare  conjunctures,  might  exert 
a  critical  authority.  Now,  if  he  is  first 
Minister,  his  duty  to  the  Sovereign,  the 
Cabinet,  and  public  must  retain  him  in 
this  country,  except  when  need  for  rest 
induces  him  to  quit  it.     He  cannot  ever 


do  so  for  exertion  and  activity.  On  thff 
whole,  therefore,  it  seems  to  be  appirent 
that  either  function  suffers  by  the  union, 
when  it  is  protracted.  It  is  quite  con- 
sistent with  our  general  experience  of 
human  effort  that  it  should  be  so.  The 
sound  direction  of  the  whole,  and  the 
exact  manipulation  of  a  part,  are  seldom 
found  together.  The  man  who  guides  a 
helm  can  hardly  labour  as  a  stoker 
in  the  engine  room.  A  general,  di- 
recting armies,  can  seldom  lead  a  charge 
of  cavalry  with  profit.  The  bandmaster, 
who  by  the  movement  of  a  wand 
gives  harmony  to  an  orchestra  would 
not  succeed  in  doing  so  if  he  per- 
formed himself  upon  the  kettledrum  or 
trombone.  At  the  same  time  I  readily 
admit  that  the  first  Minister  is  bound  to 
exercise  a  great  control  over  the  Foreign 
OflBce,  although  not  technically  leading 
it.  We  know  from  Mr.  Lecky,  the 
historian,  who  has  investigated  records, 
that  Mr.  Pitt  composed  a  number  of 
Despatches  for  the  Foreign  Office  when 
his  Ministry  began.  We  know  from  the 
private  secretary  of  Afr.  C&uning — and 
the  fact  is  most  impressive — that  the 
last  production  of  his  mind  was  a  State 
Paper  upon  Portugal,  which  he  drew  up 
while  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Unless  I 
have  been  much  deceived  by  statements 
current  in  political  society.  Lord  Pal- 
merston was  ready  as  First  Minister  at 
given  times  to  labour  for  the  Foreign 
Office  as  he  had  done  when  connected 
with  it.  The  noble  Marquess  has,  indeed, 
sometimes,  in  a  few  words,  defended  the 
new  system  by  pointing  to  inconveni- 
encies  which  showed  themselves  under 
the  normal  one.  I  readily  admit  them. 
They  are  patent  to  all  who  have  been 
ever  versed  in  the  career  and  corres- 
pondence of  the  verj'  statesmen  1  have 
mentioned.  Bat  it  does  not  follow  that 
because  one  method  is  imperfect,  another 
may  not  be  attended  with  hazards  less  to 
be  endured.  It  might  also  be  pointed 
out  that  the  deficiencies  of  the  estab- 
lished form  admit  of  mitigation  by  safe- 
ganrds  easy  to  advert  to.  If  the  first 
Minister  and  Secretary  of  State 
approximate  in  views  to  one  another ; 
if  they  deliberately  settle  how  to 
act  in  every  probable  contingency ; 
if  the  First  Minister  is  accessible 
at  all  times  to  any  difficulties  which  the 
Foreign  Office  may  present   to  him  ;    if 


1031  Tlte  OJiMs  oj  Uie 


{LORDS}  Prime  MininUr,  etc.       1032 


the  Fcireigu  Offioc  never  enter  upnii  nny 
new  dcpartui-e  until  the  Sovereij^n  and 
first  Minister  have  previously  endorsed 
it,  the  former  system  may  do  well — as  it 
has  under  many  Governments — down  to 
the  ])eriod  wlien  some  transition  in  the 
oountry  lends  us  t.i  improve  upnu  it.  (Dn 
the  other  hand,  it  would  be  difficult  to 
ineutiou  any  safeyuards  or  cunditioiis 
by  which  itlic  [lusting  union  of  the  oflices 
■would  not  continue,  as  it  is  at  profieut, 
weakening  to  both  of  them.  I  have 
proposed  to  move  for  precedents,  but 
doubt  much  whether  any  can  he  found 
since  1G88  for  such  a  combination. 
When  Mr.  Pitt  came  back  to  power  in 
180-1  ho  may  be  thought  to  have  united 
the  two  functions  down  to  1806,  under 
the  pressure  of  the  war,  although 
nomiunlly  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  With 
•what  deplorable  results  and  tragic  fate 
he  did  so,  the  pages  of  Lord  .Stanhope 
have  explained,  and  it  would  well 
become  the  friends  or  colleagues  of  the 
noble  Marquess  to  remember.  Xothtng 
which  comes  from  me,  nothing  which 
transpires  in  the  House,  is  likely  to  have 
much  influence  upon  the  Government. 
It]ought  not  to  be  assumed  that,  because 
the  present  union  has  worked  badly,  a 
prompt  or  a  precipitate  correction  of  it 
would  be  useful.  The  good  which  I 
may  partially  effect,  or  have  been  led  at 
least  to  contemplate,  is  that  of  drawing 
some  attention,  either  liere  or  out 
of  doors,  to  the  real  oriiriu  of 
much  which  causes  general  dis- 
quietude. If  men  perceive  that  what 
has  lately  happened  may  bo  traced 
to  a  political  experiment  which  outrht 
not  to  b^  deeply  blamed,  however 
unsuccessful,  they  may  recover  equani- 
mity and  firmness,  instead  of  looking  to 
subversive  remedies  and  revolutionary 
antidotes.  The  illustrious  Duke,  wlio 
often  sits  on  tlic  cmss  Benches,  has 
frequently  explained,  in  reference  to 
military  projects  tlint  "everything  is 
tentative."  We  are  familiar  with  the 
maxim.  The  noble  Marquess  may  have 
been  fally  justified  in  initiating  such  a 
change  as  ho  has  hazarded,  although  it  has 
not  borne  the  fruit  which  he  anticipated. 
An  eminent  authority,  while  leading  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliameut,  once 
stated — 

"The    misfortuneB    of   individuals    and  of 
kingdoms  that  are   liiid  open   and  examiaed 
Iiord  Slrathedttn  and  Campbell 


with  true  wUdom  are  more  than  half  rcdrewed, 
and  to  this  gn  at  point  should  Iib  directed  all 
the  virtue  and  nil  the  talent  of  the  Uouse." 

Although  the  phrase  may  go  tfw  far, 
altliough  the  task  it  recAjmraends  may 
be  too  difficult,  or  little  suited  to  the 
lassitude  which  marks  the  Session  as  it 
closes,  we  ought,  I  think,  in  some  degi-ee, 
to  act  upon  the  lesson  it  convoys  to  us. 
I,  therefore,  move  according  to  the  notice 
on  the  Paper. 

Moved — 

"  That  thpro  ho  laid  before  the  Uouse  any 
preocdenla  that  there  may  have  been  for  the 
connection  of  the  duties  belonginf;  to  the  Firat 
Minister  with  those  belonginc  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Afl'airs." — {Tht  Lord 
StTttthedeit  and  Campbill.) 

*TuE  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  I  think  the  noble  Lord  has  under- 
taken a  task  which  in  itself  is  rather 
difficult.  He  obviously  does  not  approve 
of  the  course  wliieh  the  Government  has 
followed,  and  he  has  little  confidence  in 
us.  That  is  a  very  proper  and  constitu- 
tional position,  and  I  have  no  wish  to 
complain  C'f  it.  He  thinks  that  I  am 
guilty  of  many  things  :  I  am  guLlty  of 
the  mutiny  of  the  Grenadier  Guards  or 
their  iiisiil)ordiuation  ;  I  am  guilty  of 
tlie  fact  that  lobsters  are  not  recognised 
as  fish  under  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht ;  aud 
I  am  also  guilty  of  not  going  circuit 
among  the  capitals  of  Europe  in  order  to 
inttuenco  the  various  statesmen  at  the 
head  of  nSairs  in  those  countries.  I  do 
not  think  that  the  noble  Ix)rd  opposite, 
my  predcces.sor,  did  any  letter  in  that 
respect ;  but  tiie  noble  Lord,  while 
blaming  me  for  those  faults — and  I  have 
not  enumerated  one-tenth  part  of  those 
■which  he  has  detailed — was  kind  enough 
to  provide  an  excuse,  and  said  that  if 
only  1  had  been  Prime  Minister  without 
being  Foreign  Minister,  or  Foreign 
Minister  without  being  Prime  Minister, 
1  should  have  committed  none  of  these 
blunders.  Well,  it  is  very  difhcult  for 
him  to  prove  that.  It  is  very  difficult 
for  him  to  prove  that  my  blunders  are 
not  the  result  of  my  own  innate  in- 
capacity and  folly.  And  especially  will 
ho  find  it  difficult  when  he  finds  that  I 
am  on  the  other  side,  and  when  I  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that,  however  difficult  I 
find  the  two  olBces,  if  the  two  offices  had 
been  sepanited  I  should  have  done  just 
as  badly  as  I  have  done.  That  is  the 
result  of  my  own   introspection,  and  I 
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muat  eptreat  the  noble  Lord  to  abandon 
that  kind  efiort  to  cloak  my  shortcomings 
■which  1}C  has  been  good  enough  to 
inveij$.  The  cousequcnce  I  quite  admit, 
though  I  entirely  demur  to  his  mode  of 
proving  it.  I  say  it  is  quite  impossible 
jEor  the  noble  Lord  to  indicate  how  much 
of  my  failings  come  from  one  cause,  and 
how  imich  from  another.  Still  the 
qniestion  raised  by  the  noble  Lord  is  one 
of  considei-able  constitutional  interest, 
and  I  observed  that  it  was  raised  in  the 
pfJuer  House  by  no  less  n  person  than 
the  leiider  of  the  Opposition.  I  think 
,Mr.  Glndst<5ue  was  equally  in  error.  He 
stated  that  it  was  impossible  for  any- 
Ixidy  to  do  the  duties  of  the  two  offices 
unless  he  was  possessed  of  almost  super- 
human energy  and  skill.  I  think  ho 
did  what  is  very  natund  to  do ;  ho 
contemplated  the  situation  from  the 
position  which  he  himself  occupied. 
If  he  had  said  that  it  was  impossible  for 
any  man  to  be  Prime  fMinister,  leader  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  Foreign 
Minister  as  well,  I  should  have  abso- 
lutely agreed  with  him.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  it  would  be  too  much  for  any 
man  ;  it  would  crush  even  a  Napoleon  or 
an  Oliver  Cromwell.  But  the  matter  is 
very  different  when  the  Minister  sits  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  I  am  not  pre- 
scribing the  arrangement  as  one  for 
uuivei'sal  adoption,  bat  it  seems  to 
me  a  ver^-  fair  thing  to  do  when 
it  is  convenient  to  do  it.  But  the 
noble  Lord  appeals  for  precedents  in  the 
matter.  It  is  not  for  me  to  decry 
Conservatism  wherever  1  find  it ;  but  I 
confess  that,  while  I  have  a  deep  respect 
for  Conservatism  in  matters  of  substance, 
my  respect  f(ir  Conservatism  in  matters 
of  form  is  verj-  small  indeed  ;  and  if  a 
thing  is  more  convenient  now  it  does 
not  matter  two  straws  Avhether  or  not  it 
was  found  more  convenient  to  Prime 
Ministei-s  20,  30,  or  40  years  ago.  In 
considering  it  I  think  a  mistake  is  made 
in  talking  of  the  offices  of  Prime 
Minister  and  Foreign  Secretary  being 
united  as  though  tliat  was  an  extraor- 
dinary combination  of  offices.  The  office 
of  Prime  Minister  is  never  held  alone; 
it  is  always  united  with  some  additional 
office  or  another.  The  question  is,  what 
office  should  be  united  with  it ;  whether 
it  is  more  convenient  to  unite  with  it  the 
office  of  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  or 
some  other  offics  ?    My  Lords,  that  seems 


to  me  to  depend  very  much  upon  the 
question  whether  the  Prime  Minister  is 
in  this  House  or  the  other.  I  am  not 
disputing  that  there  are  many  reasons 
why  it  is  more  convenient  that  the  Prime 
Ministership  should  be  held  by  a  Member 
of  the  Uouss  of  Commons ;  but,  on  the 
other  liand,  the  labour  of  that  House  is 
increasing  so  enormouslj'  that  I  have  my 
doubts  whether,  unless  some  change 
which  we  cannot  forecast  takes  place,  it 
will  be  always  easy  to  find  a  man  of 
that  surprising  vigour  of  body  and  in- 
tellect, combined  the  great  knowledge 
of  which  ilr.  Gladstone  sfieaks  and 
of  whidi  he  has  been  an  example.  For 
an  ordinary  man  I  think  the  labour 
of  leading  the  House  of  Commons  and 
being  Prime  Minister  at  the  same  time 
is  a  very  overwhelming  task.  But  if 
you  pass  by  that  question,  and  assume 
that  it  is  .settled  by  events  whether  the 
Prime  Minister  ia  to  be  in  this  House  or 
the  other,  I  should  SEiy  that, on  the  whole,  it 
is  less  05nvenient  that  he  should  hold  hero 
the  office  of  First  Loi-d  of  the  Treasury. 
If  he  takes  no  j)art  in  the  duties  of  the 
Trea.sury,  then  he  has  really  very  little  as 
First  Lord  to  do  ;  if  he  does  take  part  in 
them,  he  divides  the  Treasur}'  into  two 
halves,  and  is  prolxibly  a  serious  impedi- 
ment to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
In  fact,  so  much  has  it  been  found  a 
matter  of  difficulty  to  work  those  two 
offices  separately,  if  the  holders  of  them 
both  take  jiart  in  Treasury  business,  tliat 
it  has  constantly  been  the  practice,  as 
noble  Lords  will  recollect,  to  unite  the  two 
offices  of  First  Lord  of  the  Trea.sury 
and  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I 
confess  from  the  little  insight  I  had  into 
the  work  that  I  do  not  think  the  tenure 
of  the  office  of  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
by  a  Member  of  your  Lonlships'  House  ia 
very  convenient  ;  it  is  much  better  that 
tlie  office  should  bo  held  by  a  Member  of 
that  House  in  which  Treasury  questions 
constantly  come  np  for  discussion  and 
are  princijMkUy  dealt  with.  Then  as  to 
the  question,  what  advantage  is  derived 
with  resjieet  to  foreign  affairs  from  the 
Prime  ilinister  not  being  Foreign 
Minister,  I  had  the  honour  to  serve 
under  Lord  Beacousfield  as  Foreign 
Minister,  and  I  occupied  the  inverse 
position  towards  my  lamented  Friend 
Lord  Iddesleigh  when  he  was  Foreign 
Minister.  My  experience  of  that  relation 
is,  having  been  at  both  ends  of  it,  that 
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the  Primo  Minister  interferes  extremely 
little  in  the  conduct  of  foreigpi  affairs. 
Of  course,  he  Las  to  deal  with  those 
great  questions  which  come  before 
the  Cabinet  and  aro  decided  by  it ; 
but  outeidc  the  class  of  Cabinet  questions 
he  has  not  that  daily  familiarity  with 
what  is  said  and  done  which  enables  him 
to  interfere  with  advantage  in  the  con- 
duct of  foreign  affairs.  I  can  imagine  a 
Prime  Minister —  I  have  heard  rumours 
of  such — interfering  a  great  deal  in  the 
conduct  of  foreign  affairs,  but,  if  it  has 
ever  been  so,  I  am  quite  sure  that  what- 
ever the  ability  of  that  Prime  Minister 
Tan.y  have  been,  he  could  have  done 
nothing  but  harm,  because  no  good  can 
be  done  in  the  management  of  com- 
plicated affairs  when  the  same  string  is 
pulled  by  two  people  who  are  differently 
qualified  for  the  duty  of  pulling  it  by  the 
amount  of  experience,  knowledge,  and 
daily  information  which  they  possess. 
I  ctin  quite  imagine  that  if  a  Prime 
Minister  thought  it  his  duty  to  interfere 
too  much  with  foreign  affairs,  it  would 
cause  confusion  rather  than  advantage. 
These  things  must  be  matters  of  estimate 
rather  than  of  judgment.  My  impression 
is,  that  the  shortcomings  which  the  noble 
Lord  finds,  and  which  I  do  not  wish  to 
deny,  are  shortcomings  personal  to  my- 
self and  in  no  degree  arising  from  the 
combination  of  the  two  offices;  and  that 
if  it  is  otherwise  convenient  for  the 
Government,  it  is  a  combination  which 
may  be  wisely  permitted,  and  which 
affects  injuriously  neither  the  general 
conduct  of  the  business  of  the  Govern- 
ment nor  the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs 
in  particular. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  L.»ds,  I 
Lave  grave  doubts  whether  any  practical 
advantage  would  result  from  continuing 
this  discu.ssion,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
T  am  the  last  person  who  would  have  the 
right  to  complain  of  the  noble  Lord's 
bringing  it  forward,  because  some  years 
ago  I  dwelt  upon  the  subject  at  consider- 
able length,  and  gave  a  good  many 
reasons, and  went  into  considerable  detail. 
My  complaint  at  that  time,  I  am  bound 
to  8iy,  fell  al»olutely  flat,  but  that  com- 
plaint has  now  become  more  general  ;  it 
is  not  confined  to  the  noble  Lord,  but 
has  taken  a  considerable  hold  of  the 
public  mind.  There  was  one  thing  in 
which  I  was  perfectly  wrong,  though  I 
deemed  it  very  likely  at  the  time ;  my 
The  ilarquesi  o/ Salisbury 


own  conviction  was  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  noble  Marquess's  ])hyBic»l 
strength  to  stand  the  great  strain  which 
filling  the  two  offices  would  entail  upon 
him.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  I  yraa 
completely  wrong  in  that  conviction,  and 
nobody  is  more  pleased  that  it  is  so  than 
I  am  myself.  With  regard  to  the 
answer  of  the  noble  Marquess  as  to  pre- 
cedents, he  said  that  he  was  not  mnch 
of  a  Conservative  as  regards  matter  of 
form.  Now,  I  must  confess  that,  although 
I  think  that  he  is  in  some  ways  a  strong 
Conservative,  I  have  always  thought 
there  was  a  slight  flavour  of  Radicalism 
about  him.  I  have  never  concealed  that 
from  myself,  and  I  rather  think  there  is 
a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  present 
Government  to  throw  aside,  as  nmtters 
of  form,  matters  which  have  very  often 
a  great  deal  of  substance  in  them.  But 
when  the  noble  Marquess  says  he  doubts 
the  usefulness,  as  a  rule,  of  Prime 
Ministers  taking  a  very  great  pirt  in 
foreign  policy,  I  am  obliged  to  say. 
partly  from  my  own  experience  and 
partly  from  what  I  have  read,  that  Mr. 
Canning,  Lord  John  Russell,  LordPalmer- 
ston,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  Mr.  Gladstone, 
all  took  the  deepest  and  most  constant 
interest  in  the  supervision  of  foreign 
affairs  when  they  were  Prime  Ministers, 
so  that  my  experience  and  what 
I  have  heard  is  entirely  opposed 
to  that  of  the  noble  Marquess.  I 
really  cannot  see  the  strength  of  the 
argument  of  the  noble  Marquess  with 
regard  to  the  position  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  when  he  talks  of  the 
inconveniences  of  uniting  the  two 
offices  of  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  Prime  Minister,  because  really  the 
work  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
is  very  little  more  than  a  sinecure.  He 
is  the  head  of  the  hierarchy  with  regard 
to  the  national  expenditure  ;  he  is  in  a 
position  in  which  appeals  aro  necessarily 
made  to  him.  But  as  to  the  daily 
working  of  it  really  the  office  of  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  one  which 
would  not  interfere  in  the  sligheat 
degree  either  with  the  other  duties  of 
the  Prime  Minister  or  with  the  duties  of 
leading  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  quite  admit  that  there  is  a 
great  distinction  between  the  offices 
being  held  by  the  Prime  Minister  in  this 
House  and  being  held  by  one  who,  at 
the  same  time,  is  leading  in  the  House  of 
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Commons.  I  do  not  mean  in  the 
slightest  degree  to  dimiaish  the  euor- 
mous  diffeienoe ;  but  I  think  there  is  so 
mnch  that  requires  constant  attention, 
and  that  the  drudgery  of  the  Foreign 
•OfBce  is  80  great,  that  there  are  great 
objections  to  this  uniou  of  offices. 
Quite  Ijeyond  the  important  questions  to 
bo  settled,  there  are  many  things  in 
■which  tlie  Foreign  Minister  must  take 
part,  and  with  which  he  must  show 
acquaintance  when  addressing  Ambas- 
sadors and  Ministers  of  Foreign  Powers. 
He  must  be  able  to  talk  on  the  subjects 
of  which  they  talk,  though  they  may 
not  be  of  vital  importance,  and  the 
numbers  of  liours  constantly  occupied 
ty  any  Foreign  Minister  in  his  work  is 
enough  to  incapacitate  him  from  under- 
taking the  heav-y  duties  of  another 
office,  too.  I  am  unwilling  to  prolong 
this  discussion,  because,  as  I  have  said,  I 
think  it  can  lead  to  no  practical  result ; 
but  I  do  differ  from  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  I  adhere  to  my  former  opinion,  not 
only  with  regiird  to  the  strength  and 
powers  of  the  individual  who  holds  both 
offices,  but  I  believe  there  is  a  very 
grave  objection  to  having  the  two  offices 
in  one,  because  there  is  no  longer  the 
advantage  of  having  a  certain  amount 
of  check  from  one  to  the  other. 

•Lord  STRATH  EDEN'  and  CAMP- 
BEUi :  I  liave  no  wish,  my  Lords,  to 
prolong  discussion  by  an  answer,  but  am 
contented  to  leave  to  the  general  arbitra- 
ment what  has  fallen  from  myself,  the 
noble  Marquess,  and  the  noble  Earl  who 
has  just  spoken.  As  the  Government 
'appear  to  be  unable  to  furnish  any  pre- 
-cedents  such  as  the  Motiou  would 
require,  I  feel  entitled  to  withdraw  it. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

STATCrXE  LAW  REVISION  BILL. 
(No,  203.) 

Commous  Amendments  considered 
(according  to  order.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  Perliaps, 
with  regard  to  these  Amendments,  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  that  I  see  no  very  great 
difference  exhibited  between  those  pro- 
posed in  the  other  House  and  those  to 
which  I  ask  j'our  Lordships  to  agree  to. 
Mainly,  the  question  has  been  with  regard 
to  the  omission  of  Preambles  of  certain 
Acta  of  Parliament,  and  wherever  it  has 
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been  considered  undesirable  to  omit  the 
Preambles  from  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
by  reason  of  showing  their  purpose 
and  object,  I  must  advise  your 
Lordships'  House  to  disagree  with 
the  Commons  Amendments;  but  in 
the  greater  proportion  of  the  cases,  I 
think  we  may  safely  agree  to  the 
Commons  Amendments  as  made.  One 
great  distinction  has  been  made,  and  I 
think  wisely,  by  those  who  have  had  the 
consideration  of  these  matters,  that 
instead  of  an  actual  repeal  of  those 
portions  of  the  Acts  of  Parliament  con- 
sisting of  Preambles  and  so  on,  there  has 
been  a  reference  made  to  them  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  authorised  version  of  the 
Statutes.  The  effect  will  be  that,  should 
any  question  arise  as  to  the  existence  or 
non-existence  of  those  Preambles,  or 
should  any  question  arise  as  to  the  real 
meaning  of  those  Acts  of  Parliament, 
they  will  still  remain  for  purposes  of 
reference,  and  they  need  not  be  printed 
again  in  the  Revised  Statutes.  With 
that  short  explanation,  I  think  it  will 
uot  be  necessary  to  do  more  than  take 
the  Amendments  seriatim. 

Lord  THRING  :  It  is  a  very  great 
satisfaction  to  the  Committee,  of  which 
I  happened  to  be  Chairman,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  have  taken  up  the 
question  of  the  revision  of  the  Statutes 
as  they  have  done.  That  Committee  re- 
commended that  the  Statute  LawRevision 
Bill  should  go  further  than  my  Com- 
mittee ventured  to  propose  without  the 
authority  of  the  other  House.  They 
have  gone  even  further :  they  have 
made  omissions  of  some  very  valuable 
Preambles.  They  have  also,  as  stated  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
st^ek,  recommended  the  course  of  cutting 
out  the  Preambles  ;  not  that  they  should 
bo  repealed,  but  that  a  provision  should 
be  inserted  in  the  Bill  stating  that  in 
future  editions  those  parts  might  be 
excised.  A  Committee  consisting  of 
Lord  Herschell,  the  Solicitor  General, 
Mr.  Price,  and  several  Members  of  my 
own  old  Committee,  including  myself, 
have  gone  carefully  through  the  Com- 
mons Amendments,  and  we  have 
acceded  to  all  of  them,  as  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsjick  has  stated. 
If  your  Lordshijis  will  accept  that  state- 
ment on  my  authority,  I  believe  the 
preparation  of  the  revised  edition  will 
progress  very  quickly. 
2  0 


m 


1039      BoUer  Exjitotiotu  Act        {COMMONS) 

Some  of  tho  Commons  Amendments 
agreed  to  ;  some  agreed  to  witli  Amend- 
ments ;  and  consequential  Amendments 
made  to  the  Bill ;  some  disagreed  to ; 
and  a  Committee  appointed  to  prepare 
reasons  to  Ite  offered  to  the  Commons  for 
the  Lords  disagreeincr  to  some  of  the  said 
Amendments  :  Tho  Committte  to  meet 
forthwith. 


REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
188C  AMENDMENT    BILL.— (No.  206.) 
House  in  Committee  (on   Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order)  :  Bill  reported 
without  further  Amendment ;  and  to  be 
read  3"  to-morrow. 

ELECTIONS  SCOTLAND  (CORRUPT  AND 
ILLEGAL  PRACTICES)  BILU— (No.  158  ) 
Read  3«  (according  to  order)  with  the 
Amendments,  and  jiassed,  and  returni'd 
to  the  Commons. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION  TOR 

STANDING  CO.MMITTEES. 
Report  from.  That  tho  Committee 
hare  added  to  tho  Standing  Committee 
for  Genenil  Bills  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  the  Marquess  of  .Salisbury  for  the 
considemtion  of  the  Marriages  in  British 
Embassies,  &c.,  Bill,  and  to  the  Standing 
Committee  for  Bill  relating  to  Law,  ttc., 
the  Lord  Ashford  ( V.  Jiiiry)  for  the 
considenition  of  the  Directors'  Liability 
Bill,  and  the  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
burj-  for  the  Housing  cf  tliu  Working 
Classes  Bill,  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
tho  Table. 

STATUTE  LAWHEVISION  DILL 
[No.  203.] 
Report  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Teasons  to  be  offered  to  the  Com- 
mons for  the  Lords  disngrceing  to 
certain  of  the  Amendments  made  by  the 
Commons  to  the  Bill  ;  rend,  and  agreed 
to  ;  and  a  message  sent  to  the  Commons 
to  return  tlio  said  Bill,  with  Amend- 
ments and  reasons. 

STATUTE  LAW  RRVISION  (No.  2) 

BILL. 
A  Bill  for  fiirlhcr  promolinR  tho  rerision  of 
the  Statulo  Law  Jiy  rcpenling  ennctoiPctA  which 
have  ccRsed  to  tio  in  force  or  hiivo  become 
■iinneceBSHry— Wiu  jinBenlfd  hy  the  Lord 
Cliaccellor:  read  1'  ;  to  he  printed  ;  and  to  be 
l«ad  2"  to-morrow. — [J»o.  2,'iO.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six  o'clock, 

till   to-morrow,   u   qiuirter 

jjast  Ten  o'clock, 
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BOILER   EXPLOSIONS  ACT  (1882) 
AMENDMENT  BILL,— (No.  339.) 

•Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH  (Man. 
Chester,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  move  that  th« 
Lords'  Amendments  to  this  Bill  be  con' 
sidored  forthivith. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
I  have  no  desire  to  prevent  an  agreement 
with  the  Lords  in  these  Amendments  jj 
but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  they  arc 
taken    without    notice,    and   that   hon 
Members  know  nothing  of  them. 

•Mk.  SPEAKER  :  I  fi  It.  that  objection 
myself,  and  it  is  only  ii»  consequence 
of  the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  th« 
Bill  having  given  public  notice  that  th« 
Amendments  would  l)e  considered  to-daj 
at  this  time  that  I  have  allowed  them  t< 
be  brought  on. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Lords'  Amendments  be  coik 
sidered  forthwith." 

•Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  My  difficulty  i 
this,  that  I  do  not  know  what  th« 
Amendments  are. 

•Sift  W.  HOULDSWORTH:  Th« 
object  of  tho  Bill  is  to  transfer  investi 
gations  into  explosions  of  boilers  con- 
nected  with  mines  from  the  Home  0ffic« 
to  the  Bc)ard  of  Trade.  The  A  mendmenti 
are  of  a  most  formal  and  technica 
character. 

•Ml!.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  will  not  stop 
the  Bill  as  I  have  nally  no  knowledga 
of  the  subject ;  but  I  think  it  ought  tc 
bo  on  record  that  tho  taking  ol 
Amendments  without  notice  did  not  pasi 
unchallenged.  l^^'--- 

•Mii.  SPEAKER  :  I  only  allowed  th( 
Bill  to  l)e  brought  forward  without 
notice  when  I  found  that  the  Amend-, 
ments  were  not  such  as  to  call  for  the 
attention  of  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered,  anc 
agreed  to. 
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OPEN  AIR  PREACHING  IN  CALCUTTA. 
Mb.  SAMUEL  SiUTH  (Flintshire) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  vrliether  he  is  aware  that 
a  bye-law  has  been  just  passed  by  the 
Calcutta  Municipality,  at  the  instigation 
of  its  Chairman,  Sir  Henry  Harrison, 
prohibiting  preaching  in  ihe  open  squares 
of  Calcutta  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
similar  attempt  was  made  nine  years  ago 
and  failed,  being  then  declared  a  viola- 
tion of  Common  Law ;  that  Hindoos, 
Brahmists,  as  well  as  Christians,  have 
long  been  in  the  habit  of  preaching  in 
the  open  air,  without  let  or  hin- 
drance ;  and  that  perfect  quiet  and  order 
has  prevailed  at  their  assemblies ; 
whether  this  prohibition,  if  not  repealed, 
may  be  extended  all  over  India,  and 
would  virtually  pruhibit  the  preaching  of 
Christianity  over  a  great  imrt  of  the 
country,  as  much  of  the  work  is  done  in 
the  open  air;  and  whether  he  will  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  of 
India  to  the  subject  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gor.st,  Chat- 
ham) :  The  Secretary  of  State  has  no 
official  information  on  this  subject,  which 
is  one  of  Local  Government,  but  he 
understands  that  the  bye-law  in  question 
is  now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  Bengal,  with 
■whom  the  allowance  or  dis-allowanco 
in  the  first  instance  rests. 

EMPLOTMENT  OF  LABOUR  IN  INDIA. 
Mr.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  if  the  Government  of 
India  accepts,  and  will  enforce  in  rcsjiect 
to  the  employment  of  labour  in  mines 
and  in  factories,  the  humane  decisions  to 
which  Her  Majesty's  Governjnent  agreed 
at  the  International  Conference  recently 
held  in  Berlin  1 

*SiR  J.  GORST  :  The  Report  and  pro- 
^oeodings  of  the  Berlin  International  Con- 
ference have  been  sent  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  for  consideration  with 
the  Factory  Bill  now  before  the  Indian 
Legislature.  The  Secretary  of  State 
cannot  say  how  far  the  detailed  recom- 
mendations will  be  applied  to  India, 
until  the  Government  of  India  report 
their  views. 


Mr.  HOYLE:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expect  an  answer  soon  ? 
•Sib  J.  GORST:  No,  Sir;  from  my 
experience  of  the  Government  of  India 
some  time  will  elapse  before  an  answer 
is  received. 

THE  INDI.4N  BUDGET. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
As  we  are  now  arriving  at  the  close  of 
the  Session,  may  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  when  we  are  to  have  the 
Indian  Budget  t 

•The  first  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  am  unable  to  say.  I  wish 
it  was  in  my  power  to  say  when  the 
close  of  the  Session  would  arrive. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  SOUTH  SEAS. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Government  has  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment recently  made  by  the  Reverend 
John  G.  Paton,  Missionary,  regarding 
slavery  in  the  South  Seas,  wherein  he 
states  that  the  Presbyterian  Mission 
Synod  at  Kwamora,  Tanno,  New  Heb- 
rides, unanimously  resolved  that  the 
Kanaka  labour  traffic  has 

"To  a  large  extent  depopulated  the  New 
Holiridoa  and  adjoiniog  islands,  upset  family 
relations  amnag  the  natives,  and  has  been,  and 
is.  the  cause  of  much  sorrow,  tutforing,  and 
bloodshed  among  them  on  the  islands  ;  " 

that  he  has  himself  seen  white  men  in 
their  boats  taking  Kanakas  to  a  labour 
vessel,  and  by  force  lifting  them  on 
board,  and  when  they  tried  to  leap  over- 
board to  swim  ashore,  they  were  knocked 
down  again  and  again  on  deck  until  they 
lay  stupefied,  and  were  so  taken  out  to 
sea ;  and  that  he  had  been  on  board  a 
labour  vessel  which  had  all  tlio  stout 
Kanakas  that  were  likely  to  escape  or 
give  any  trouble  fastened  under  irons, 
and  that  the  crew  of  the  vessel  had  shot 
an  Errumangan  Chief  dead  while  binding 
and  taking  his  daughter  away  by  force, 
they  also  shot  one  of  his  men  who 
attempted  to  protect  her,  after  which 
they  took  her  on  board  the  ship,  and 
afterwards  they  shot  dead  one  of  the 
native  Christian  teachers ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  this  labour  traffic,  which 
was  for  a  time  suspended,  has  now  been 
resumed,  with  a  probability  of  the 
recurrence  of  similar  treatment ;  and 
2  0  2 
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whether,  under  the  circnmstances,  the 
Government  will  endeavour  to  put  an 
entire  stop  to  this  labour  tra£Sc,  in  the 
interests  of  humanity  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxtoth) : 
I  have  been  furnished  by  the  hen. 
Member  with  a  copj  of  the  newspajjer 
containing  Mr.  Paton's  statement,  but  it 
is  not  [wssible  to  take  action  upon  it  unless 
Her  Majesty's  Government  can  be  fur- 
nished with  the  names  of  the  vessels,  and 
the  colony  from  which  they  came  (if 
they  were  British  sbips),  together  with 
the  dates  of  these  occurrences.  If  these 
particulars  can  be  supplied,  the  fullest 
inquiry  shall  be  made,  with  the  view  of 
bringing  the  perpetrators  to  justice  if 
possible.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
traffic  had  been  suspended,  but  by  a  law 
of  1885  it  is  provided  that  Polynesian 
labourers  shall  not  be  introduced  into 
Queensland  after  the  end  of  this  year. 
As  regards  Fiji,  which  is  understood  to 
be  the  only  other  colony  where  this  kind 
of  labour  is  employed,  no  complaints  of 
ill-treatment  have  reached  the  Colonial 
Office,  and  I  do  not  see  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  called  upon 
to  interfere. 

WIRE-FENCING. 
Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  finding 
of  the  Coroner's  Court  in  an  inquest  on 
the  body  of  Mr.  John  Button,  of  Daven- 
ham,  Cheshire,  to  the  effect  that  the 
cause  of  death  was  "  blood-jwsoning, 
the  result  of  severe  injuries  to  his  arm 
caused  by  being  dragged  against  a 
barbed  wire  fencing  by  a  pony,"  and  to 
the  observations  of  the  Medical  Officer 
of  Health  at  the  meeting  of  the  Rural 
Sanitary  Authority  of  the  district  on  the 
danger  of  wounds  caused  by  barbed  wire 
fencing ;  and  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  amend  the  law  so  as  to  render  illegal 
this  description  of  fencing  at  tho  side  of 
a  footpath  or  a  public  highway  ? 
♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RiTcniE, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  newspaper  re- 
port of  the  proceedings  at  the  Coroner's 
Inquest  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Datton,  of 
Davenham,  and  .'also  to  the  proceedings 
Jfr.  Samuel  Smith 


at  the  meeting  of  the  Rural  Sanitary- 
Authority  with  regard  to  the  case.  Am 
I  understand,  the  injury  which  led  to 
the  blood-poisoning,  which  waa  the 
cause  of  the  death,  was  the  result  of  an 
accident  Mr.  Button  was  leading  a 
pony  and  the  animal  made  a  spring  and 
knocked  him  into  the  hedge,  and,  in  con- 
sequence of  his  finger  being  fixed  in  the 
halter,  he  was  dragged  along  the  wire  of 
the  fence.  It  appears  from  the  evidence 
that  the  barbed  wire  was  not  imme- 
diately adjoining  the  foot-path,  but  there 
was  a  sort  of  gutter  between  the  foot- 
path and  the  hedge.  I  cannot  give  any 
promise  to  propose  legisltition  with  re- 
gard to  fencing  of  tho  character  referred, 
to. 

INCOME  TAX  ON  LODGING  HOUSE 
OWNERS. 

Lord  HENRY  BRUCE  (Wilts,  Chip- 
penham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  houses  which  were 
not  originally  erected  for  letting  as  tene- 
ment dwellinga,  but  which  are  now 
arranged  and  let  as  such,  are  held  to  bo 
within  tho  definition  given  by  tha  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  as  being — 

"  Conatruotcd  for  the  sole  purpose  of  providing 
gepanite  dwellings  at  rents  not  exceeding 
Ta.  6d.  a  week  and  approved  hy  the  Medical 
Officer  of  Health;" 

whether  houses  let  in  apartments  and 
boarding  houses  are  to  be  treated  as 
places  of  business  in  the  same  way  as 
lodging  houses ;  and  what  is  the  proper 
definition  of  lodging  houses,  and  the 
correct  method  to  be  pursued  to  obtain 
registration  or  otherwise  in  order  to 
obtain  the  benefits  conceded  to  them 
in  tho  present  Session  1 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  The 
answer  to  the  first  question  of  the  noble 
Lord  is,  Yes.  The  proper  definition  of 
a  lodging  house  is  a  house  used  for  the 
main  purpose  of  letting  furnished  lodg- 
ings as  a  means  of  livelihood,  and  tho 
actual  name  employed  to  describe  suoh 
houses  is  immaterial.  In  order  to 
Becure  the  benefits  of  tho  recent  conces- 
sion notice  should  be  given  to  the  clerk 
to  the  Income  Tax  Commissioners  for 
the  division  in  which  the  house  issituated, 
and  in  case  the  application  is  disallowed 
there  lies  an  appeal  to  the  District  Com- 
missioners. 
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SALMON  FISHINGS  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire): I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  -what  are  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  in  regard  to  the  Report 
and  Recommendations  of  the  Ciommittee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  tho  Crown 
rights  in  salmon  fishings  in  Scotland  ! 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  RoBEBT.soN,  Bute)  :  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  postpone  the 
question. 

CENTRAL  FOREIGN  PARCELS  POST 

DEPOT. 
Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  Geneml  whether 
parcels  reaching  the  Central  BVireign 
Parcels  Post  Depot  at  Clerkenwell, 
for  transmission  to  foreign  countries  and 
the  colonies,  are  acknowledged  by  a 
sorter  held  responsible  for  their  future 
safe  custody,  although  his  duty  is  fulfilled 
by  placing  the  parcels  in  an  open  rack  or 
basket,  accessible  to  every  person  enter- 
ing the  department;  whether  such 
parcels,  though  in  many  instances  of  a 
valuable  character,  nevertheless  remain 
for  hours,  and  in  some  discs  days,  in 
such  rack  or  basket,  until  actually  re- 
quired by  the  despatching  officer  when 
making  up  the  foreign  mails  ;  and 
whether  this  officer  has  any  check  upon 
the  number  of  parcels  which  should  be 
in  such  rack  or  basket  when  making  up 
his  despatch? 

•The  POSTxMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  Universitj')  :  Foreign 
and  colonial  parceb  are  transferred  from 
one  part  of  the  office  at  Mount  Pleasant 
to  another  in  sealed  baskets,  and  whilst 
awaiting  despatch  are  packed  in  sealed 
boxes  or  baskets,  or  locked  cupboards. 
Only  such  persons  as  are  employed  in  the 
foreign  and  colouial  branch  have  access 
to  them.  Unless  a  system  of  registra- 
tion were  introduced  it  would  be  contrary 
to  practice  to  keep  a  numerical  check  on 
foreign  or  colonial  parcels. 

DEBATES  IN  THE  JERSEY  STATES. 

Me.  F.  W.  MACLEAN  (Oxford, 
Woodstock)  :  I  beg  ti>  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  of  Jersey  claims  a  right 
to  interfere  with  the  freedom  of  debate 


in  the  "  States,"  or  Parliament,  of  that 
island ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  has  any  such  right  1 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  iob  thb 
HOME  DEPARTiMENT  (Mr.  Maithews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have  referred  this 
question  to  the  Governor,  and  he  informs 
me  that  he  has  had  no  intention  to  claim, 
and  does  not  consider  liiniKelf  entitled  to 
claim,  the  right  to  interfere  with  the 
freedom  of  debate  in  the  States  of  Jersey. 
The  Governor  has  a  negative  voice  or 
veto  in  the  making  of  ordinances,  but 
he  has  no  right  to  interfere  with  the 
freedom  of  debate. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  DOCKYARDS. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.):  1  beg 
to  ask  tho  First  Lord  of  the  Admimity 
whether,  as  skilled  workmen  are  unable 
to  ascertain  on  what  principle  they  ore 
paid,  he  would  permit  the  }K)sting  of  a 
scale  of  pay  per  week  in  Government 
dockyards  1 

•The  first  LORD  of  thk  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  The  rates  of  pay  per  week  are 
generally  known  to  the  workmen  in  the 
dockyards,  and  if  there  is  anything  with 
regard  to  his  pay  which  a  workman 
does  not  understand,  he  has  only  to  ask 
his  foreman  or  leading  man.  In  the 
case  of  job  and  task  or  tonnage  work  the 
sehemes  of  prices  are  not  open  to  the  in- 
spection of  the  workmen,  but  any  of  the 
leading  men  or  workmen,  with  the 
sanction  of  tho  principal  officer  of  the 
department  to  which  they  belong,  and 
in  the  presence  of  the  measurer,  are  per- 
mitted to  examine  the  measurer's  account 
of  their  work,  in  order  to  satisfy  them- 
selves that  such  work  has  been  accu- 
rately brought  to  account. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  WooDAU,  (Hanley), 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  said  :  The  diffi- 
culty of  laying  down  a  stereotyped 
schedule  as  regards  piecework  in  the 
dockyards  is  that  it  cannot  be  applicable 
unless  all  the  ships  are  also  stereotyped 
as  regards  classification  and  internal 
aiTangement.  Therefore,  as  tho  intro- 
I  duction  of  piecework  is  not  on  a  great 
BCile,  it  has  not  been  possible  iu  advance 
to  publish  a  schedule  of  the  price.  I 
will  do  all  in  my  power  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  men. 
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NIGHT  MAILS  BETWEEN  LOKDON  AND 
PLYMOUTH.  ■        • 

Mb.  WILLIAM  M' ARTHUR  (Corn- 
wall, Mid,  St.  Austell)  :  I  l»g  toa«k  the 
ChancoUor  of  the  Exchequer. vrlieth«r  he 
will  re-coasider  the  facts  and  arguments 
repeatedly  laid  before  him  by  influ^nUallj'- 
supported  Memorials  from  upwards  <A 
200  Public  Bodies  under  seal  or  resolu- 
tion, in  favour  of  contributing  towards 
the  establislimeut  of  additional  Tti^ht 
mail  trains  between  London  and  Ply- 
moutli ;  whether  the  propwsed  traitaB 
would  very  materially  improve  the 
postal  inter-communication  betweeti 
almost  every  town  west  of  Basingstoke 
as  far  as  Penzance  and  the  Scilly  Isles, 
as  well  as  to  and  from  London,  and 
especially  between  the  Naval  Establiiili- 
ments  of  Portsmouth  and  Dovodport ; 
whether  he  will  consider  tke  'lad- 
▼isability  of  improving  tbe  existing 
postal  arrangements  between  many  of 
the  towns  in  tlie  five  south-western 
counties  by  utilising  the  railways  now 
traversing  them,  the.  mails  now  bpiag 
conveyed  by  mail  carts  during  the, night 
for  many  miles  ;  whether  the  proposad 
improved  service  has  been  approved  by 
Her  Majesty's  Postmaster  General;  and 
whether  the  expenditure  asked,  is  small 
for  the  services  to  bo  rendered  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  In  the  absence  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  {lerhaps  tbe  lion. 
Gentleman  will  bo  good  enough  to  yioat- 
pono  the  question  until  to-morrow  or 
next  day. 

BERMUDA. 
Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Financial  Secretary  for  War 
whether  his  attention  lias  be«u  called  t« 
a  letter  of  Mr.  Clarke,  late  of  the  ^ledical 
Staff  Corps,  in  the  Daily  J/'euv,  of  25th 
July,  as  to  the  military  stations  in 
Bermuda,  stating. 

"  Last  year  we  hud  >  very  bad  epidemic  of 
enteric  (typhoid)  fever,  there  being  1 39  cases  and 
22  deathii  amongst  tho  young  aoliJiers  of  the 
Leicestershire  liegiment,  I  sincerely  hope  the 
Guards  will  bo  more  fortunate;" 

and  what  is  the  present  information  as 
to  the  sanitary  conditiou  of  tliese 
stations  1 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  Bf.ODBick,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  It  is  true  that  thera  was  an 
epidemic  of  fever  in  BL-nnuda  from 
October,  1888,  to  February,  1689.    Since 


then  the  health  of  tho  troops  has  been 
very  good,  the  annual  ratios  of  admissions 
to  hospital  and  of  deaths  comparing  very 
fayo\irably  with  those  of  other  stations. 
But  I  regret  to  say  that  a  telegram  has 
beeii  received  this  morning  stating  that 
six  men  have  been  admitted  into  hospital 
suffering  from  enteric  fever.  The  sani- 
tary condition  of  the  barracks  is  stated 
tb  be  satisfactory,  and  every  precaution 
will  be  taken  as  to  the  health  of  the 
troops. 

LOCAL    TAXATION    BILL-POLICE 
BUUGHS. 

Mr.  HUGH  ELLIOT  (Ayrshire.  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  police 
burghs  do  not  fall  under  the  administra- 
tion of  County  Councils,  it  is  intended 
to  give  thera  a  share  of  the  residue  grant 
provided  by  tlie  Local  Taxation  (Customs 
and  Excise)  Duties  Bill ;  and,  if  so,  in 
whnt  manner  it  is  proposed  to  allocate 
the  grant  1 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  My  hon. 
Friend  was  good  enough  to  direct  jny 
attention  to  the  position  of  police  burghs 
in  regard  to  this  grant,  and  he  will  see 
from  the  Notice  Paper  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  altered 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  give  effect  to  his 
representation. 

NAVAL  ORDNANCE  ADMINISTHATION. 

Mr.  DDFF  (Banffshire)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
tho  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Honse 
the  Report  of  the  Inter-Departmental 
Committee  on  Naval  Ordnance  Adminis- 
tration which  he  recently  referred  tot 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  Report 
hns  not  been  received  by  the  Admiralty, 
and  when  received  will  require  careful 
investigation  us  to  the  ultimate  effect  of 
its  proposals.  I  cannot  at  present  state 
when  the  Report  will  be  made  public. 

MISSION  STATION.S  IN  AFRICA. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  what  are  the 
two  British  Mission  Stations  within  the 
German  sphere  of  intluence  in  Africa ; 
and  whether,  in  the  final  delimitation  of 
tho  boundaiy  between  the  British  and 
German  spheres  between  Lakes  Nyassa 
and  Tanganyika,  he  will  endeavour  by 
friendly  arrangement  with  the  German 


remlories. 


* 


Government  to  Imve  included  within 
the  British  boundary  the  Nyassa  Mission 
Sanatorium  at  Kaiixramuka  1 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  TOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Febodssos,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  The 
two  stations  referred  to  are  the  Free 
Church  Station  of  Ukukwe,  to  the  west 
of  the  Songwe  River,  and  the  sanatorium 
mentioned,  which  is  iu  the  Livingstone 
Mountains,  on  the  north-east  of  Lake 
Njassa.  The  final  deliminationis  nothing 
more  than  a  rectification  in  accordance 
with  local  requirements,  and  could  not 
be  made  to  include  a  transfer  of  the 
sanatorium  to  the  British  sphere  ;  but 
its  position  in  the  Gei-man  sphere  will 
not  in  any  way  interfere  with  its  useful- 
ness. Some  of  us  hope  to  visit  German 
sanatoria  shortly,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  we  shall  benefit  by  them  the  less 
on  account  of  their  uot  being  under  the 
British  flag.  ' 

HORSE  BREEDING. 

Mr.  ALFRED  PEASE  (York) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  can  announce  the  intention 
of  the  Goveruineiit  to  give  effect  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Horse  Breeding  in  their  Tiiird  Report, 
advising  that  the  amount  disposable  for 
Queen's  Premiums  should  be  raised 
from  £5,000  to  £10,000  J 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  No,  Sir ;  it  is  not 
our  intention  to  give  effect  to  this 
recommendation. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COPYISTS. 
Mr.TDITE  :  I  heir  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether,  in  the  interests 
•of  the  Public  Service,  theGovernment  will 
consent  to  heads  of  Departments  grant- 
ing the  writers  a  half-holiday  on  every 
Saturday  in  those  Departments  where 
snch  privilege  is  allowed  to  the  Upper 
and  Lower  Division  clerks;  and  whether 
in  those  Dejmrtments  where  the  half- 
holiday  is  allowed  on  every  Saturday  to 
Upper  and  Lower  Division  clerks,  it  is 
the  wish  of  the  Government  that  the 
writers  engaged  iu  such  Department 
shall  have  th?  half-holiday  grunted  to 
them  only  on  alternate  Saturdays, 
although  in  most  eases  the  writers  have 
rendered  longer  service  than  the  Lower 
Division  clorka,  and  were  for  14  or  15 
years  in  some  Department-s  allowed  such 
iialf-holiday  on  every  Saturday  ? 


Mb.  JACKSON:  The  Order  in 
Council  of  March  21,  1890,  only 
authorises  heads  of  Departments  to  allow 
Second  Division  clerks  of  half-holidays 
on  alternate  Saturdays  provided  that 
public  business  will  permit;  and  heads 
of  Departments  have,  as  far  as  I  know, 
no  authority  to  go  out  outside  the  Order 
in  Council.  In  these  circumstances,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  unable 
to  make  any  further  concession  to 
copyists  in  respect  of  Saturday  half- 
holidays. 

OWYLWYR  SETT  QUARRY. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
ifcc.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  the  name  of  the  person  with 
whom  negotiations  are  pending  for  a 
lease  of  the  GwyhvjT  Sett  Quarry, 
Pistyll,  Carnarvonshire,  when  those 
negotiations  commenced,  and  why  they 
have  uot  been  brought  to  a  termination  ; 
what  are  the  terms  demanded  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Wood  and  Forests 
as  to  dead  rent  and  royalties,  and  what 
is  the  minimum  with  regard  to  time  and 
number  of  mea  which  tliey  insist  upon 
including  in  the  proviso  for  re-entry ; 
whether  the  Commissioners  have 
received  applications  from  more  than 
one  person  or  party  for  a  lease  ;  and,  if 
so,  iu  what  ortler  of  date  they  received 
such  applications  ;  and  when  the  last  lease 
expired? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  not  able  to 
answer  the  question,  liecaiuse  the  negotia- 
tions are  not  complete  ;  and  it  would  be 
unusual  tj  make  a  statement  until  they 
lire  complete. 

NIGER  TERRITORIES. 
Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy, 
ifec):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tjiry  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if 
he  can  yet  state  the  purport  of  Major 
Macdouald's  Report  regarding  the  Niger 
territories,  and  whether  it  has  or  ha<» 
not  justified  what  has  been  done ;  and 
whether  the  Report,  or  the  substance  of 
it,  will  be  communicated  to  the  House 
before  they  are  asked  to  pass  the  Votes 
in  Supply  for  the  offices  dealing  with  this 
subject  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  Major  Mac- 
donald's  Report  was  intended  to  be 
confidential.  It  is  of  a  very  detailed 
character,  and  cannot  be  communicated. 
Indeed,  it  will  receive  further  aud  more 
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particular  consitlcration.  A  principal 
object  of  his  work  was  to  furaish  Her 
Majesty's  Goveriimeiit  with  materials 
for  considering  the  question  of  extending 
the  chartTover  adjacent  districts.  He 
was  further  to  inquire  into  certain  points 
under  discussion  with  Germany,  with 
the  result  that  satisfactory  exjilanations 
have  been  exehnnged  during  the  recent 
negotiations  at  B'rlin.  In  addition,  he 
was  to  examine  the  administration  of 
the  Royal  Niger  Company,  with  regard 
to  which,  while  pointing  out  certain 
imperfections,  he  describes  it  as  in  the 
main  highly  satisfactory  as  to  progress, 
system,  and  observance  of  tho  charter. 

HANSARD'S    PAnLIAilEKTART 
DEB  A  TES. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  will  endeavour,  before 
the  Vote  for  the  Stationery  Office  is  taken, 
to  procure  from  the  Hantard  contractors 
particulars  of  the  cost  of  furnishing  re- 
ports of  the  proceedings  of  the  Standing 
Committees,  similar  to  tho  report  con- 
tained in  the  experimental  number  of 
Havtard  of  the  8th  instant  1 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossorj')  :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman answer.s  the  question,  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  he  will  ascertain  at  the  same 
time  wiiat  would  be  the  cost  of  extend- 
ing the  reports  of  the  proceedings  of 
this  House  and  of  supplying  a  copy  of 
Hansard  to  each  Member  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  question  asked 
by  the  hon.  Member  opposite  was  care- 
fully considered  by  the  Committee  before 
the  recent  arrangement  was  made,  and 
the  Committee  were  practically  unani- 
mous upon  the  subject.  There  was  one 
Member  who  took  a  different  view  ;  but 
with  that  exception,  the  Committee  were 
unanimously  against  the  proposal.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  (Mr.  Maclean),  it  relates 
to  a  subject  which  has  not  been  brought 
under  my  notice  ;  but  I  need  not  say  that 
it  is  a  matter  that  would  require  very 
careful  consideration. 

ABINOEK  GLEBE. 
Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether,  now 
that  Abinger  Glebe  has  been  sold,  he 
will  lay  ujjon  tho  Table  the  Correspou- 
mir  J.  FergiiMon 


dence  with  tho  Land  Commission  on  the 
subject,  and  especially  the  letters  of  Sir 
T.  H.  Fai-rer  1 

The  PRESIDENT  or  the  BOARD  or 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chai'UV,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford)  :  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
grounds  on  which  it  wouM  be  desirable, 
in  the  public  interest,  that  the  Corre- 
spondence with  the  Board  of  Agriculture- 
on  this  subject  should  be  laid  upon  the 
Table.  1  am  afraid  it  would  tend  to  de- 
stroy that  free  communication  with  the 
Boird  which  it  is  desirable  to  maintain 
in  these  cases. 

Mk.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  lay  on  the  Table  a 
copy  of  the  letters  in  question  1 

ilB.  CHAPLIN  :  I  am  not  sure  what 
letters  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers 
to.  Some  of  Sir  T.  Farrer's  letters  are 
marked  private  I  know,  but  there  is 
nothing  in  the  correspondence  which  I 
should  desire  to  withhold,  and,  subject 
to  his  consent,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
show  the  letters  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman if  he  desires  it. 

CHURCH  ;0F  ENGLAND  REVENUES. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  Stare  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  the  Return  of  the 
revennea  of  the  Church  of  England, 
which  was  expected  in  June,  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  tho  House  before  the 
end  of  the  Session  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  Tho  hon.  Member 
is  aware  that  this  Return  was  formally 
presented  to  Parliament  at  the  end  of 
last  month.  The  proofs  are  still  with  the 
printers,  and  the  Ecclesiastical  Conb- 
missioners  inform  me  that  it  will  take  a 
week  at  least  to  check  the  proofs,  owing 
to  the  great  mass  of  figures  that  have 
to  bo  corrected.  I  hope,  however,  that 
it  will  be  found  possible  to  place  the 
Return  in  the  hands  of  Members  before 
the  end  of  the  Session. 

NEWFOUNDLAND. 
Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  will  now 
state  under  what  Law  nf  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  or  the  Newfoundland  Legis- 
hkture,  ur  in  virtue  of  what  prerogatiye 
of  the  Crown,  the  instructions  to  Naval 
Officers  on  the  Newfoundland  Coast  have 
baen  framed ;  and   whether  a  copy   o£ 
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these  instructions  •will  bo  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  1 

•SiK  J.  FERGUSSON  :  As  it  is  believed 
that  the  legality  of  the  action  taken 
under  inBtructious  will  be  brought 
before  a  Court  of  Law  it  is  undesirable 
to  re])ly  to  this  question.  Tbe  tenor  of 
the  instructions  to  the  Naval  Officers 
will  be  found  at  page  3S4  of  the  corre- 
Bpondence  respecting  the  Newfoundland 
FJaheries  lately  issued. 

COMPOUNDING  FOR  RATES. 
Mb.  ESSLExMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  will  inquire  if  it  is  the  fact  that 
towns  in  Scotland  which  are  counties 
in  themselves  do  by  special  Acts  com- 
pound with  landlords  for  rates  on  rentals 
of  £4  and  under  ? 

•AfB.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  None  of 
the  Scotch  towns  are  counties  in  them- 
selves, except  in  so  far  as  Edinburgh  is 
styled  the  County  of  the  City  of  Edin- 
burgh. In  several  of  the  burghs  there 
are  special  Act.s  having  clauses  to  the 
effect  stated. 

COURT  OF  SESSION. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advoaito  if  ho  will  state  the 
effect  of  the  recent  Act  of  Sederunt  in 
reducing  the  arrears  of  cases  in  the  Court 
of  Session ;  and  whether  counsel  and 
agents  have  given  the  assistance  that 
might  be  expected  in  attending  when 
cases  have  been  called  ? 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  am 
glad  to  be  in  a  position  to  inform  the 
hon.  Memlier  that  the  business  of  the 
Court  of  Ses.sion  as  regards  tiie  amount 
of  arrears  is  in  a  satisfactory  state,  due 
no  doubt  to  the  effect  of  the  recent  Act 
of  Sederunt  and  general  assistance  given 
by  counsel  and  agents. 

PERPETUAL  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  BRADLA.UGH  :  I  Iwg  t.-.  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  tlie  Treasury  on  what  date 
he  will,  in  fulfilment  of  the  undertaking 
given  on  16th  May  last,  afford  the  House 
the  opportunity  of  passing  its  opinion 
upon  the  Motion,  of  which  notice  haa 
been  placed  ou  the  Paper,  disapproving 
the  Treasury  Minute  of  l.'jtliJuly  re- 
lating to  perpetual  pensions? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  hold  to  the 
undertaking  given  on  this  subject 


THE  INDIAN  BUDGET. 

•Mr.   BRADLAUGH:  We  are  getting 

on  close  to  the  end  of  the  Session,  and  no 

date  has  yet  been  fixed  for  the  Indian 

Budget. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  aware  of 
that ;  I  wish  we  were  closer. 

TITHES  IN  WALES. 
Mk.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  renewal  of 
organised  resistance  to  the  payment  of 
tithe  rent-charge  in  Montgomeryshire, 
and  to  the  riot  which  occurred  on  the 
12th  of  July  at  Llanfihangel,  in  that 
county,  in  which  Major  Gtidfrey,  the 
Chief  Constable,  was  struck,  and  Mr. 
Craft,  the  auctioneer,  repeatedly  kicked 
by  the  mob;  and  whether  the  Goverur 
ment  wUI  take  steps  to  ensure  the 
punishment  of  those  who  enter  into 
illegal  ciimbinations  to  defeat  the  lawl 

•Mr.  W.  H,  smith  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  received  a  Report  from  the 
Chief  Constable,  who  stiites  that  there 
was  no  organised  resistance  to  the  pay- 
ment of  tithe  on  the  occasion  in  qaestion, 
nor  has  there  been  in  that  county  for  the 
last  three  years.  It  is  not  the  fact  that 
the  Chief  Constable  was  struck.  The 
auctioneer  was  once  kicked,  but  not 
seriously.  In  each  case  the  amount 
distrained  for  was  recovered,  and  the 
Chief  Constable  attributes  what  slight 
disturbance  there  was  to  the  fact  that 
insufficient  notice  was  given  to  him  of 
the  levying  of  distmint,  and  time  did 
not  allow  of  the  ado])tion  of  those  con- 
ciliatory measures  which  have  hitherto 
been  successful  in  securing  the  due 
enforcement  of  the  law  without  disturb- 
ance. The  Chief  Constable  states  that 
there  is  no  evidence  whatever  of  any 
illegal  combinations  to  defeat  the  law. 
Were  such  evidence  forthcoming  in  this 
or  in  any  other  count}',  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  take  steps  to  bring  to 
punishment  any  such  offenders  against 
the  law. 

CONSTABLE  OF  CARNARVON  CA8TLR 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  upon  whose  recommenda- 
tion the  senior  Member  for  Devonport 
(Sir  J.   Puleston)  has  been  appointed  to 
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the  constablesliip  of  Carnarvon  Csistle, 
as  sacccssor  to  the  late  Lord  Canarvon  ; 
and  wliether  Le  is  in  a  position  to  state 
the  grounds  which  led  to  a  disregard  of 
the  expressed  wish  of  the  Carnarvon 
Town  Council  in  the  matter  ?  I  would 
also  ask  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
hon.  Member  (Sir  J.  Puleston)  has 
appointed  the  Conservative  agent  as 
Deputy  Constable  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SiHTH:  The  appoint- 
ment of  the  senior  Member  for  Devon- 
port  as  Constable  of  Carnarvon  Castlo 
was  made  by  the  Crown  on  the  reconi- 
meudatiim  of  the  Prime  Minister,  to 
whom  questions  of  this  nature  should 
be  addressed  in  another  place. 

Sir  J.  PL'LESTON  (Devonport) : 
There  is  no  foundation  for  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has 
made  me  the  subject  of  a  question 
without  precedent  in  this  House. 

TRE.\SUnER  OF  MIDDLESEX. 
Mr.  KIMBKR  (Wandsworth)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Treasury  have  decided  that 
the  lute  Treasurer  of  the  County  of 
Middlesex,  who  had  held  that  appoint- 
ment for  18  years  until  the  office  be- 
came abolished  on  the  London  County 
Council  cominpf  into  existence,  is  not 
entitled  to  any  compensation,  uotwith- 
fltanding  that  he  was,  in  the  words 
of  the  Local  Government  Act,  Section 
120— 

"An  exUtingp  officer  who  by  virtue  of  this 
Act,  or  anythiug  donu  in  pursuance  of  or  ia 
■conBequence  of  ihisAct,  suffura  direct  pecuoiarj" 
loss  by  iibolitiun  of  olhca  or  by  diminu'.ioa  or 
loss  of  fees  ur  saliiry  ;  " 
if  so,  on  what  grounds  was  such  de- 
cision arrived  at ;  whether  the  opinion  of 
the  Liiw  Officers  was  taken  upon  the 
question  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  allow  such  ojiinioDs  to  be 
perused  by  the  late  Treasurer  ;  whether 
the  following  grounds,  to  which  among 
others  the  above-quoted  section  directed 
that  regard  should  be  had,  namely,  the 
nature  of  his  office  (virtually  a  life 
appointment^,  the  duration  of  his  service 
{18  yejvrs),  and  all  other  cireumstances 
of  the  case,  were  duly  considered  by  the 
Treasury  before  arriving  at  their  decision ; 
and  if  the  Government  consider  for  any 
technical  reason  that  the  cose  is  not 
within  the  Act,  will  the  Government  in 
any  future  Bill  propose  enactments  to 
remedy  the  omission  ? 
JUr.  David  I'homai 


•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  office  of 
Treasurer  of  the  County  of  Middlesex 
has  not  been  abolished,  but  Mr.  Allen 
has  been  removed  from  it.  Ho  held  the 
office  under  tiie  provisions  of  the  Act  12 
George  II.,  cap.  29,  and  the  11th  section 
of  that  Act  gives  power  to  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  to  remove  the  Treasurer 
at  pleasure.  This  power  is,  by  the 
Local  Government  Act,  transferred  to 
the  County  Council,  whose  officer  the 
Treasurer  had  become.  ITie  exercise  of 
the  power  of  removal  given  by  the 
earlier  Statute  was  not  anything  done  in 
pursuance  of  the  Local  Government  Act, 
and  that  Act,  therefore,  did  not  give  the 
Treasury  any  power  to  award  compen- 
satioa  to  Mr.  Allen.  The  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  were  consulted  in  the 
matter,  but  their  opinions  are  confi- 
dential documents,  and  I  cannot  under- 
take to  present  them.  Nor  am  I 
prepared  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  extend 
the  power  of  compensation  given  to  the 
Treasury  by  the  120th  section  of  the 
Local  Government  Act. 

MALTA. 

Mr.  SUMMKRS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
is  aware  that  an  Ordinance  was  passed 
by  the  Council  of  Government  in  Malta 
in  1867,  "  to  amend  the  laws  relative  to 
the  rights  and  duties  emanating  from 
marriage  and  the  separation  of  married 
persons;"  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  tliis  Ordinance 
refers  to  the  "  Codice  de  Rohan,"  cer- 
tain provisions  of  which  it  repeals  and 
amends ;  whether  the  said  Ordinance 
provides  tliat  a  separation  pronounced 
by  any  other  Court  than  the  Civil  Court, 
produces  no  civil  effect,  and  likewise 
"repeals  and  abrocates  any  other  law 
or  custom  contrary  to  or  incompatible 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Ordinance  ;  " 
and  whether  he  will  cause  a  copy  of 
this  Ordinance  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SillTH  :  The  answer  is  in 
the  affirmative  to  the  first  three  parts  of 
the  hon.  Member's  question.  A  copy  of 
the  Ordinance  will  be  laid  on  the  Table, 
if  desired,  but  the  Ordinance  does  not 
affect  the  law  regulating  tho  celebration 
of  marriag^e. 

Mb.  SUMMERS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Fii'st  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
is  aware  that   the  "Cudice  de  Rohan," 
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which  was  the  main  body  of  law  in  forc43 
in  Malta  at  the  time  of  the  British 
oocupatiou  of  the  island,  treats  of  the 
snbject  of  marriage  (Dritto  Municipale  di 
Malta,  Libro  Terzo)  ;  and  whether  he 
will  cause  a  copy  of  this  Code  to  be 
placed  in  the  Library  of  the  House. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  "  Codice  do 
Rohan  "  treats  of  the  subject  of  marriage 
as  regards  the  effect  upon  property,  but 
not  as  regards  the  mode  of  celebration. 
I  do  not  know  whether  a  copy  of  the 
Code  can  be  procured  for  the  library  of 
the  House,  but  I  will  inquire. 

BIRMINGHAM  MINT  COMPANY. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAilE  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  whether 
the  two  ofGciiils  of  the  Mint  who  acknow- 
ledged holding  shares  in  the  Birmingham 
Mint  Company  are  stUl  holding  appoint- 
ments in  the  Company  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  The  two  officials  in 
the  Royal  Mint  who  held  shares  in  "The 
Mint,  Birmingham  (Limited),"  never 
held  appointments  under  that  company, 
and  parted  with  their  shares  as  soon  as 
they  were  called  upon  to  do  so. 

THE   CASE  OF  Mr.  BERNARD  DUNN. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLAND.S  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  Mr. 
Bernard  Dunn  ha.s  been  discharged  from 
Woolwich  Arsenal ;  whether  he  can 
state  the  reason  for  Mr.  Dunn's  dia- 
znissal  ;  whether  JIi-.  Dunn  supplied  a 
great  deal  of  the  information  which 
enabled  tho  Government  to  hold  the 
inquiry  in  1887  with  regard  to  the 
"  inspection  and  reception  of  leather, 
«fcc. ;  "  and  how  many  of  the  Inspectors 
and  Viewers  who  were  proved  before  the 
Jadge  Advocate  General  to  have  passed 
in  bad  material  are  still  in  Government 
employment,  and  how  many  of  them 
have  since  been  promoted  t 

Mb.  BRODRICK  :  Mr.  Bernard  Dunn 
was  distiii.ssed  from  tlie  collarmakers' 
shop.  Royal  Dockyard,  Woolwich,  on 
March  29  last.  The  reasons  for  his 
dismissal  were  insubordination,  he  having 
published  a  pamphlet  containing  false 
statements  aljout  superior  officers,  and 
about  the  department  in  which  he  served. 
Dunn  <lid  give  evidence  before  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  as  to  the  inspection 
and  reception  of  leather,  and  liis  evidence 
was    stated    to    have    "  more   or   less " 
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corroborated  that  given  by  Mr.  Moody, 
the  principal  complainant,  who  has  since 
been  promoted.  No  particular  case  was 
sustained  against  the  Inspector  or 
Viewer,  and  no  man  known  to  have 
passed  in  bad  material  has  been 
promoted. 

IRELAND— LORD  MASSEREENE'S 


TENANTS. 

Ms.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
an  agreement  alleged  to  have  been  made 
between  Messrs.  Emerson  &  Dudgeon, 
solicitors  and  emergency  agents,  and 
Lord  Massereeno,  by  which  Messrs. 
Emerson  it  Dudgeon  agreed  to  charge 
only  costs  out  of  pocket  in  the  case  of 
proceeding  against  tenants  which  were 
unsuccessful,  and,  in  tlie  case  of  pro- 
ceedings which  were  successful,  to  look 
only  to  the  tenants  for  payment,  being 
equivalent  to  an  agreement  to  indemnify 
a  party  to  an  action  against  the  greater 
part  of  the  ordinary  co.sts  of  the  action, 
not  from  charity,  but  with  a  view  to 
profit,  and  a  stipulation  for  payment  of 
the  full  costs  only  in  the  event  of  success 
in  the  action  and  out  of  the  sum  to  be 
recovered  therein ;  whether  Messrs. 
Emerson  A*  Dudgeon,  in  making  such 
an  agreement  and  acting  in  accordance 
therewith,  were  gnilty  of  champerty  and 
maintenance  ;  how  many  of  Lord  Maa- 
sereone's  tenants  were  proceeded  against 
in  tho  High  Court  at  dates  subsequent  to 
the  making  of  the  agreement ;  whether, 
having  rogaifl  to  the  large  number  of 
persons  who  have  suffered,  or  who,  owing 
to  their  poverty,  ore  unable  to  avail 
thenisel  vea  of  their  civil  remedy,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  resorting  to 
the, old  Common  Law  process  of  indict- 
ment for  champerty  and  maintenance ; 
and  whether  ho  will  call  tho  attention  of 
tho  Law  Society  to  the  matter  1 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOurt,  Manchester, 
E.) :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
defer  tho  question. 

TUE  BARONY  CONSTABLE  OF  KERRY. 
Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  much  of  the 
£2,-tS4  5s.  due  by  Arthur  Hutchins, 
barony  constable    in    Kerry,   when  he 
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ceased  to  hold  that  office,  was  collected, 
kow  much  was  coUtcted  in  the  baroniea 
of  Glaneronght  and  South  Dunkerron  re- 
spectively, aud  for  how  much  were  the 
landlords,  as  occupiers  or  otherwise,  and 
the  tenants  liable  respectively ;  whether 
the  amount  of  defalcations  was  re- 
applotted,  and  tlius  paid  twice  by  the 
cosspayers ,;  whether  Stokes,  one  of 
Hutchins'  sureties,  was  in  receipt  of 
retiring  pension  from  Grand  Jurj-,  and 
for  what  amount ;  whether  Grand  Jury 
appropriated  part  of  said  pension  to  meet 
Hutchins'  defalcations  ;  whether  he  can 
state  wliat  was  the  nature  of  tlie  pro- 
ceedings instituted  by  the  Grand  Jury, 
on  the  advice  of  counsel,  against 
Hutchins'  securities  for  recovery  of  his 
defalcations  ;  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Grand  Jury  to  proceed  to  recover 
interest  as  well  as  principal  from  the 
sureties  ;  and  who  was  responsible  for 
the  fact  that  Hutchins  was  allowed  to 
retain  so  much  money  in  his  possession 
in  contravention  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, 11  &  12  Vict.  0.32  J 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  already 
stated,  I  have  no  ofiScial  knowledge  in 
regard  to  the  subject-matter  of  this  ques- 
tion, which  is  not  a  matter  under  the 
control  of  the  Government.  The  secre- 
tary to  the  Grand  Jury,  however,  reporta 
to  tiie  effect  that  -1.  There  are  no 
means  of  ascertaining  the  information 
sought  in  the  first  paragraph ;  2.  The 
amount  of  defalcation  has  not  been  re- 
applotted,  as  it  is  hoped  that  it  will  be 
recovered  from  the  sureties;  3.  Mr. 
Stokes  was  in  receipt  of  £400  a  year 
retiring  allowance  ;  i.  5.  6.  The  Solicitor 
to  the  Grand  Jury  reports  that,  acting 
on  counsel's  iuivice,  they  did  not  proceed 
for  an  attachment  against  Mr.  Stokes' 
pension.  The  defalcation  was  at  July 
Assizes,  1884.  Judgment  was  entered 
up  against  Mr.  Hutchins  aud  each  of  his 
sureties  on  the  10th  December  following, 
and  legal  mortgiges  got  in  1885.  It  is 
stated  not  to  hu  practicable  at  present  to 
realise  the  amount,  mainly  owing  to  the 
fact  that  the  interest  of  one  of  the  mort- 
gagors is  one  expijctant  on  the  termina- 
tion of  a  life  now  at  77  years.  These 
mortgages,  as  a  matter  of  course,  Iwar 
interest.  7.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
state  whether  or  not  responsibility 
attaches  to  any  person  for  allowing  the 
money  collected  to  be  retained  in  contra- 
vention of  the  Statute  quoted. 
J/r.  Kilbride 


Mr.  PERCY  MAGAN,  J.P. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference  to 
the  charge  against  Mr.  Percy  Magan, 
J. P.,  of  having  obtained  money  by  false 
representations,  made  publicly  nine 
months  ago,  and  to  the  promise  of  Mr. 
Magan  to  the  Land  Commissioners  im- 
mediately to  forward  an  explanation,  has 
Magan  taken  any  steps  triwards  its  fulfil- 
ment ;  with  reference  to  the  statement 
that  Magan's  sohcitor  has  died,  would  he 
ascertain  the  name  of  the  solicitor,  in 
wliat  case  in  connection  with  the  tenants 
named  has  he  acted  at  Quarter  Sessions 
or  otherwise,  and  when  he  died ;  what 
length  of  additional  time  will  the  Land 
Commission  give  to  ilagan  to  make  out 
his  explanation,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that,  with  the  lapse  of  time,  proof  of 
guilt  may  get  more  difficult ;  and  whether, 
in  the  event  of  the  Land  Commission 
being  of  opinion  that  there  is  a  primd 
facie  case  on  which  Magan  may  be  pro- 
ceeded against  for  the  recovery  of  the 
money  alleged  to  have  been  fraudulently 
obtained,  steps  will  b?  taken  to  bring  the 
matter  before  the  Lord  Chancellor? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  matter  is 
at  present  under  consideration. 

LABOUEEES'  COTTAGES. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  K):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
now  state  when  tlie  £40,000  to  be 
allotted  to  Ireland  for  the  erection  of 
labourers'  cottages  will  he  apportioned 
among  the  different  Poor  Law  Unions; 
and  can  he  state  the  rule  by  which  the 
contribution  to  each  Union  will  be  fixed  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  are  the  amounts  to  which 
the  Mullingar  and  Delvin  Unions  -will  be 
entitled  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  defer  the  question 
until  the  matter  comes  before  the  House 
iu  the  ordinary  course. 

Mil.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  \V.) :  When 
will  the  Supplementary  Estimate  be 
brought  in  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUK  :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  put  that  question  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  at  the  end 
of  the  questions. 


FALSE  AIIREST  BY  IRISH  CONSTABLES. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway.E.):  I  beg  to 
ask  tlie  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  pay  the  exjiense 
of  defending  the  constablea  ngainst  whom 
Mr.  Faliy  and  Morrissey  obtained  decrees 
for  £5  and  £2  at  last  Quarter  Sessions 
held  at  Gort  for  false  arrest ;  also  the 
cost  of  a]>peal  Avhich  was  hoard  before 
Judge  O'Brien  at  Gal  way  Assizes,  he  con- 
firming the  County  Court  Judge's  decree, 
with  costs  ;  and  whether  he  will  state 
what  course  he  will  adopt  in  reference  to 
the  conduct  of  the  constables  t 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  facts  of 
the  case  are  as  follow : — Morrissey  is  a 
bad  character  who  has  been  convicted  of 
assaults  on  the  police,  of  di-unkenness, 
and  of  boycotting.  Both  he  and  Fahy  are, 
on  their  OAvn  evidence,  enei^etic  agents 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  a  district 
where  that  illegal  conspiracy  has  been 
specially  prolific  in  outrage.  They  wore 
found  together  about  10  p.m.,  and  it 
appears  that  Fahy  was  going  home  with 
Morrissey,  whom  the  Chief  Justice  truly 
described  as  a  bad  character.  They  were 
arrested  by  the  police  under  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act  of  1881  of  being  illegally 
possessed  of  arms.  Fahj-,  it  appears,  had 
a  licence  to  carry  arms  ;  but  he  thought 
fit  not  to  produce  it,  and  the  Chief  Justice 
stated  that  he  brought  all  the  trouble 
that  afterwards  bufel  him  upon  himself. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  police 
acted  in  bond  fide  discharge  of  their 
duty,  and,  therefore,  their  expenses  will 
be  paid. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  an  appeal  was  taken  to  the 
Galway  Assizes,  and  that  Mr.  Justice 
O'Brien  conlirmed  the  decree  of  the 
County  Court  Judge,  with  costs  against 
the  police  7  Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  states  that  the  police  acted 
strictly  according  to  their  duty. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  did  not  say  the 
police  acted  rightly,  but  that  they  acted 
bond  fids,  and  that  the  mistake  was  not 
of  such  a  kind  as  would  justify  the 
Government  pkcing  the  costs  upon 
them. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Are  we  to  understand 
that  the  police  against  whom  decrees 
have  been  given  for  false  arrest  and  im- 
priaonment  are  not  to  be  punished,  but 


are  to  he  defended  in  their  action  by  the 
wliole  support  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  to  deduce  any  general 
rule.  It  must  depend  on  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  The  Chief  Justice 
positively  refused  the  request  of  the 
solicitor  for  the  plaintiffs  to  increase  the 
amount  of  damages. 

Mn.  SEXTON:  la  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  these  men  were 
arrested  and  detained  in  custody  all 
night,  and  that  no  charge  was  made 
against  them? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  charge 
upon  which  they  were  arrested  was  that 
of  the  illegal  possession  of  arms. 

Mn.  DILLON :  These  men  were 
arrested  on  a  charge  of  illegal  carrying 
of  arms,  and  were  kept  in  gaol  all  night. 
Why  did  not  the  police  search  the  meni 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  police, 
under  the  Act  in  question,  had  no  power 
of  search. 

PROSECUTIONS    AT    BANTRY. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  prosecutions  at  Bantry, 
on  Tuesday,  22nd  instant,  in  which  nine 
men  were  sentenced  by  Captain  Welch 
and  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  Resident  Magis- 
trates, to  one  month's  imprisonment 
each,  at  hard  labour,  and  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  month's  imprisonment  to  find 
sureties  for  good  behaviour  for  a  further 
period  of  six  months ;  is  he  aware  that 
defendants'  counsel  applied  the  sentences 
should  be  increased,  to  enable  the 
defendants  to  appeal,  but  the  Magistrates 
refused  the  application,  and  that  counsel 
thereupon  asked  the  Magistrates  to  state 
a  case  for  the  Superior  Courts,  on  the 
gi'ound  that  the  facts  proved  did  not 
amount  to  an  unlawful  assembly,  but 
this  application  was  also  refused;  and, 
if  the  facts  be  as  above -stated,  whether 
he  will  explain  why  the  defendants' 
right  of  appeal  was  thus  denied  to  them  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  Iwlieve  that 
eight  men  were  sentenced  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to.  The  Magistrates  proposed 
to  deal  leniently  with  the  coses  if  the 
men  would  promise  not  to  offend 
again,  but  this  they  refused  to  do. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  la  it  not  the  invariable 
practice  in  the  English  Courts  to  grant 
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an  appeal  in  the  event  of  a  prisoner 
desiring  to  have  tlie  case  considered  by 
B  Superior  Court  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  iinder 
the  impression  that  an  appeal  would  not 
be  granted  as  a  matter  of  course. 

Me.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.) :  Every 
prisoner  in  England  is  entitled  to  an 
appeal  under  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
direct  the  Magistrates  to  increase  the 
sentence,  so  as  to  afford  an  appeal  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  should  not 
like  to  answer  that  question  offhand,  with- 
out notice. 

LIQHTKEEPERS. 
Mii.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  hod 
intended  to  ask  the  Presidt-nt  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  what  period  of  leave  is 
annually  allowed  to  lightkeejiors  in  Great 
Britain  ;  whether  the  practice  in  Ireland 
is  not  to  allow  any  leave ;  and  if  there  is 
any  sufficient  reason  why  the  Irish  and 
British  liffhtkeepers  should  not  be  treated 
alike  in  this  respect.  But  1  will  postpone 
the  question  until  to-morrow. 

SOLICITORS'   INDENTURE    FEES. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether, 
although  in  1866  the  Solicitors  of  Ire- 
land were  entirely  seimrated  from  the 
Benchers,  a  sum  of  £14  in  respect  of 
each  indenture  of  a  Solicit<ir's  apprentice 
has  since  been,  and  still  is,  appropriated 
by  the  Benchers ;  whether  the  sums  so 
appropriated  by  the  Benchere,  f  rom  1866 
to  the  present  time,  amounts  tojC2:i,876  ; 
whether  the  lx>dy  of  Solicitoi-s  have 
derived  any  sort  of  advantage  from  this 
mono}'  :  wiiether  the  Benuhers  have  now 
accumulated  to  their  credit  a  fund  of 
over  X50,000 ;  whether  a  copy  of  the 
corresjxindenue  on  thus  subject  between 
the  Incorpomtod  Law  Society  of  Ireland, 
the  Benchers,  and  the  Treasury,  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  ;  and  wiiether  the 
Government  will  take  any  steps  to 
institute  a  reform  of  the  system  ? 

Mk.  JACKSON:  A  sum  of  £U  in 
respect  of  each  indenture  of  a  Silicitor's 
apprentice  has  been  assigned  since  1791, 
and  still  is  assigned  by  Act  of  ^Parlia- 
ment, to  the  Benchers.  I  am  not  aware 
what  sum  has  been  received  by  the 
Benchers  since  1866,  or  how  tliey  have 
applied  it.  Tiie  case  presented  by  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society  of  Ireland  to 
Mr.  Sexton 


the  Treasury  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  is  now 
under  his  Lordship's  consideration,  and 
it  does  not  appear  necessary  to  lay  the 
correspondence  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  "When  will  a  decision 
be  announced? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  It  does  not  rest  with 
the  Treasury,  but  I  shall  be  happy  to 
make  inquiry. 

DUBUN    PORT   AND     DOCKS    BOAED. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether,  at  the  meeting  of  tho 
Dublin  Port  and  Docks  Board  on  the 
19th  ultimo.  Alderman  Kieruan,  who 
attended  ns  the  duly  constituted  locum 
leiiens  for  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  a 
Member  of  tho  Boai"d,  was  obliged  by 
the  majority  of  the  members  to  retire 
without  taking  part  in  the  business  of 
the  meeting,  although  he  produced  hia 
letter  of  ap})ointment  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
information.  The  proceedings  of  the 
Dublin  Port  and  Docks  Board  do  not 
come  under  the  cognisance  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  not  the  Docks 
Board  nominated  by  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin  1 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  know 
tliat  that  is  so.  I  believe  it  is  consti- 
tuted under  a  local  Act. 

THE  IRISH  POLICE  AND  EVICTED 

FARMS. 
Mr.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Mrs. 
MuUally,  who  was  evicted  from  her 
holding  on  the  Modeshill  property, 
Mullinahone,  County  Tip[:erary,  about 
three  years  ago,  was  i-e-instated  about  four 
months  since  at  a  rent  fi.ted  by  arbitra- 
tion ;  whether  her  house  Las  lieen  and 
is  occupied  by  policemen  since  her 
eviction,  who  have  refused  to  leave 
though  often  asked  by  ilr.  Hartford,  the 
agent ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mrs. 
Mullally's  farm  is  about  three  miles 
from  her  present  residence,  tj  which  she 
is  obliged  to  bring  the  milk  of  her  dairy 
cattle  twice  a  day  ;  and  whether,  aa  the 
object  of  the  Government  in  sending 
policemen  to  the  Modeshill  Estate  was 
to  protect  the  emergency  men  who  were 
herding  30  evicted  farms,  to  which  all 


the  former  tenants  have  been  restored, 
the  policemen  -will  now  be  ordered  to 
leave  immediately  1 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUTl :  Tlie  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  the  evicted 
tenant  referred  to  was  re-instiiled  about 
,10  weeks  ago.  The  house  has  been 
occupied  as  a  temporary  police  barrack, 
undur  agreement,  since  1 3th  December, 
1889.  Possession  does  not  appear  to 
have  been  ever  demanded  by  Mr.  Hart- 
ford. The  tenant's  present  residence  is 
three  miles  from  the  farm,  bnt  it  is  not 
the  case  that  she  has  cattle  on  the  farm, 
nor  does  she  carry  milk  to  and  from  it 
daily.  The  caretakers  were  caring  not 
30  but  20  evicted  farms.  Consequent 
upon  the  former  tenants  being  re-instated 
necessity  no  longer  exists  for  afiordiug 
personal  protection  to  the  caretakers,  and 
steps  are  accordingly  being  taken  to 
abolish  the  temporary  police  station  in 
question. 

EMERGENCY  MEX. 

Mr.  FINUCANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretai-y  te  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  on  23rd  July  two 
emergency  caretakers,  named  respec- 
tively Johnston  and  Thompson,  were 
fined  five  shillings  at  New  Pallas  Petty 
Sessions,  County  Limerick,  by  Major 
Roleston,  R.M.,  for  firing  four  revolver 
shots  in  the  village  of  Pallas  on  5th 
July ;  and  whether  these  men  had  a 
licence  to  have  and  carry  arms  ;  and,  if 
so,  will  their  licences  bo  revoked  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  the  case 
that  the  two  men  referred  to  wore  fined 
08  stated  in  the  question.  The  matter 
of  revoking  tlioir  licences  is  at  present 
under  consideration. 

EVICTION  OF   TENANTS   ON   THE 
COAST  UF  CORK. 

Mu.  DILLON  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  Government  intend 
to  supply  Mr.  Marmion  with  a  gunboat 
or  with  the  Ixiats  of  the  Coastguard  to 
aid  him  in  evicting  tenants  on  the 
Middle  Calf  or  West  Calf  Isbnds,  off 
the  West  Coast  of  Cork  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No  such  appli- 
cation has  been  made  so  far  to  the  Go- 
vernment. A  gun  might  be  given  to 
enable  the  Sheriff  to  carry  out  a  decree, 
but  it  would  not  be  lent  to  a  landlord  for 
eviction  purposes. 


Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.): 
Will  the  Government  employ  gunboats 
in  protectinar  the  Irish  fisheries  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.^'BALFOUR  :  I  am  not  able 
to  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  Are  the  Government 
Imund  to  provide  gunboats  for  the 
Sheriffs  in  order  to  enable  the  Sheriff's 
officers  to  visit  remote  islands,  and  in 
that  case  would  it  not  be  right  to  mnJce 
the  landlord  pay  the  expenses  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  should  bo 
sorry  to  lay  down  any  general  principle 
without  having  time  to  inquire  into  the 
matter. 

Mb.  justice  HARRISON. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  In  reference 
to  the  notice  of  Motion  which  has  been 
given  by  the  hon.  Memter  for  East 
ilayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  I  wi.sh  to  read  the 
following  letter  which  I  have  received 
from  Mr.  Justice  Harrison  :  — 
"  Nentown  Park  House,  Blaokrock,  County 

Dublin,  Jiily  2B. 
.  "  Sir,— I  observe  iu  the  report  of  yesterday's 
proceeding  in  the  House  of  Commons  thnt  Mr. 
Dillon  gave  nolice  of  a  Motion  impugning  my 
conduct  Hnd  the  language  of  the  charge 
recently  delivered  by  roe  at  the  Ualway 
Assizes.  Of  the  terms  of  tbut  notice  I  am  not 
aa  yet  aware,  but,  whatever  be  its  character,  1 
have  no  reason  to  shrink  from  ParliiimentAry 
in<iuiry  into  this  or  any  other  action  of  mine 
as  «  .Tudgeof  the  High  Court  in  Ireland.  The 
menning  in  which  I  used  the  words  to  which 
CTCpption  ba«been  taken — a  meaning  which  I 
believe  was  placed  upon  them  by  those  who 
beard  them— has  been  fully  explained  in  my 
letter  to  you  of  the  23pI  iust.  To  this  ex- 
planation I  can  add  nothing.  It  is  to  me  a 
matter  of  deep  regret  that  an  error,  even 
though  it  he  only  an  error  in  language,  should 
lav  my  observations  open  to  ii  construction 
which  assuredly  was  as  remote  from  my 
thoughts  when  I  spoke  as  it  is  in  contradiction 
to  every  principle  of  law  which  for  almost  23 
years  I  have  endeavo>ired  to  lay  down  from 
the  Bench.  I  think  I  may  say  wiih  conHdence 
that  no  member,  either  of  the  Bench  or  Bar. 
would  for  a  moment  entertain  the  idea  that  I 
had  directly  or  indirectly  advooited  the  use  of 
illegal  methods  for  the  redress  of  private 
wrongs,  however  intolerable  Ihojo  wrongs 
might  be,  and  if  among  the  general  publio 
there  be  (as  I  think  there  are  not)  any  who 
hold  a  contrary  opinion,  I  trust  this  letter, 
which  I  outhoriso  yon  to  uso  in  »ry  manner 
which  you  think  right,  may  dissipate  an  im- 
pression not  less  unjust  to  me  than  injurious 
to  the  administration  of  justice. 
"  I  remain.  Sir, 

"  Your  obedient  servant, 

"MiCHL.  Hakrison." 

Mr,  DILLON:  I  think  the  oppor- 
tuuity    ia    favourable    for    asking    the 
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leader  of  the  House  when  I  shall  bo 
able  to  bring  forward  my  Motion  on  this 
important  subject.  I  may  mention  that 
the  construction  which  I  put  on  the 
leorned  Judge's  charge  has  been  put 
apon  it  by  several  newspapers  in  Ireland 
■which  advise  that  it  should  be  carried 
out  by  the  people  of  Eastern  Galway. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinbargh, 
Mid  Lothian)  :  ^V^lile  thinking  that  the 
question  should  come  most  appropriately 
from  my  hon.  Friend,  in  tiie  absence  of 
any  one  else,  I  shall  be  glad  to  put  the 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  exceedingly 
sorry  to  be  compelled  to  refuse  anything 
in  the  shape  of  a  request  from  the  right 
faon.  Gentleman,  who  has  bad  such 
great  exj>erienco  in  the  practice  of  this 
House.  I  do  not  think  I  should  bo 
doing  justice  to  tlie  House  or  to  the 
learned  Judge  if  I  were  to  afford  the 
opportunity  which  the  hon.  Member 
now  desires  after  the  full  and  complete 
explanation  which  liaa  been  given.  I 
have  referred  to  precedents,  and  I  find 
that  a  Motion  was  mode  in  1834  impugn- 
ing the  conduct  of  Mr.  Baron  Smith, 
and  a  Committee  was  granted ;  but 
immediately  after  it  was  granted  Sir  R. 
Peel  rose  in  his  place  in  the  House,  and 
moved  to  rescind  the  Motion  on  the 
ground  that — 

"To  appoint  a  Committee  was  evading  the 
law,  which  required  an  Address  from  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  to  authorise  the  removal 
of  a  Judge ;  because  if  that  Judge  were  a  man 
of  honour,  and  if  the  House  implied  the 
slightest  censure  a^aintt  him,  his  own  sense  of 
propriety  would  t«ll  him  that  he  could  no  longer 
remain  effective  as  a  Judge." — (Hantard,  Third 
Series,  vol.  xxi.,  p.  745.) 

I  am  of  opinion,  and  I  say  it  with'  great 
respect  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the 
learned  Judge  hasgivena  full  explanation, 
and  that  if  a  Committee  were  appointed, 
aa  the  hon.  Gentleman  desires,  to  inquire 
into  the  conduct  of  the  learned  Judge, 
and  into  the  step  which  should  be  taken 
by  this  House,  those  consequences  must 
follow  which  Sir  R.  Peel  indicated  in 
1834.  I  cannot  think  it  possible  that 
the  House  wuuld  appoint  or  entertain 
the  Motion  uf  the  hon.  Gentleman,  after 
the  full  and  complete  explanation  which 
has  been  given.  I  think,  therefore,  1 
must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  j 
desires  to  persevere,  to  find  for  himself 
an  opportunity  at  a  later  period  of  the 
Mr.  Dillon 


I  Session,  as  I   should  not  feel  justified  in 
interrupting  the  business  of  the  House. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  I  am  astonished  at  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  has  made  a  reply  ui  a  very  arga- 
mentativo  character.  In  my  opinion, 
and  in  that  of  many  others,  the  learned 
Judge  has  given  no  explanation  what- 
ever. On  the  contrary,  the  learned 
Judge  has  accepted  the  language  im- 
puted to  him,  and  has  simply  said  that 
the  interpretation  put  upon  it  is  not  that 
wliich  I  have  put  upon  it  in  this  House, 
and  which  is  put  upon  it  also  by  the 
great  mass  of  the  Irish  people.  1  think 
I  have  an  indefeasible  clajm  to  bring 
this  question  to  a  discussion.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  quoted  the  opinion 
of  Sir  R.  Peel,  but  he  forgot  to  quote 
the  opinion  of  Lord  Althorp,  of  Lord  J. 
Ru.ssull,  of  Lord  Palmerston,  and  of  the 
Irish  Secretary,  Mr.  Littleton,  on  the 
other  side.  Under  these  circumstances, 
and  with  these  precedents,  I  am  entitled 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  re- 
consider his  decision.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  perfectly  well  that  it 
is  impossible  for  us  to  bring  this 
question  ti  an  issue  without  the  co- 
operation of  the  Government,  and  that  a 
refusal  to  grant  me  tlie  permission, 
without  which  I  cannot  bring  the  sub- 
ject to  a  discussion,  amounts  to  an  in- 
ducement to  Irish  Judges  of  that 
character  to  .  use  what  language  they 
choose. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GL.U)ST0NE  :  Allow  me 
to  point  out,  in  supporting  this  appeal 
for  re-consideration,  that  there  is  this 
additional  reason  for  it :  that  since  the 
question  was  addressed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  he  has  not  merely  refused 
the  apj)lication,  but  he  has  miide  a  speech 
in  which  he  has  given,  as  he  thinks,  con- 
clusive reasons  against  it.  That  is  a 
position  in  which  any  fair-minded  per- 
son would  not  leave  the  question. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  did  not  make 
any  speech,  but  I  thought  it  only  cour- 
teous to  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  some 
explanation.  The  House  is  in  possession 
of  the  whole  of  the  facts  which  by  any 
possibility  could  be  elicited. 

•Mr.  LEVESON-GOWER  (Stoke-upon- 
Trent),  who  was  received  with  loud  and 
repeated  cries  of  "  Order,"  asked  to  be 
allowed  to  point  out  tliat   the  learned 
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Judge  had  himself  admitted  that  lie  had 
used  the  language,  and  courted  an 
inquiry. 

THE  REVOLUTION  AT  BUENOS  AYRES. 
Mr.  J.  MACLEAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Afiairs  a 
question  of  ■which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice^whether  he  can  give  the 
House  nuy  information  as  to  the  revolu- 
tion at  Buenos  Ayres  1 

•Sib  J.  FERGDSSON :  I  do  not  know 
that  I  can  add  anything  to  what  hns 
previously  appeared  in  the  public  papers, 
but  this  telegram  was  received  to-day. 
It  is  dated  Buenos  Ayres,  6.45  p.m., 
July  27  :— 

"  Revolution  still  proceeding;.  Heavy  firing 
this  morning.  Four  men-of-war  declared  for 
insurgenta,  and  bombarded  position  belonging 
to  (government  troops.  President  lefi  Buenos 
Ayres  yeslerday.  Vice  President  remsing 
Hostilities  bave  temporarily  ceased,  armistice 
until  10  to-morrow  morning  having  been 
agreed  to.  Hur  Majesty's  sbips  Beagle  and 
Bramble  here.  Town  tolerably  quiet  for  the 
moment." 

CHARGES  AGAINST  MINISTERS. 
Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
what  he  intends  to  do  with  respect  to 
the  Motion  which  stands  on  the  Paper 
in  his  name  under  the  head  "  Charges 
against  Ministers  "  1  [The  Motion  was  as 
follows : — 

"  That  this  House  deems  it  necessary  to  de- 
clare that  when  a  Member  of  this  House  prefers 
a  charge  iigninst  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  which 
charge  is  denied  on  behalf  of  the  Minister,  such 
Member  ought  not  to  be  restrained  from  re- 
fusing to  accept  suoh  dental  and  persisting  in 
his  charge  by  reason  that  the  Minister  is  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Lords."] 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  With 
respect  to  this  notice,  which  has  remained 
on  the  Paper  longer  than  I  intended,  1 
have  to  say  that  the  notice  was  given 
Tinder  the  impression  that  there  was 
some  difference  of  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject, which  it  would  be  desirable  to  clear 
up.  A  subsequent  communication  left 
upon  my  mind  very  distinctly  the  con- 
viction that  there  is  no  difference  on  the 
subject,  and  that  being  so  I  desire  to 
withdraw  the  Motion. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  In  consetjnence 
of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  beg  to  give  notice  that  1  will 
move — 

VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [thikd  seuies.] 


"That,  in  the  opiaion  of  this  House,  the 
Rules  of  Debate  ought  not  to  discriminnto 
(except  so  far  as  ig  now  the  practice  with 
regard  to  proceedings  in  the  House  of  Lords) 
between  Peers  and  other  persons  cot  being 
Members  of  this  House." 

In  a  day  or  two  1  will  ask  whether  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  be  dis- 
posed to  state  what  view  Her  Majesty's 
Government  may  take  on  the  subject. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  SEXTON.:  When  will  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  be  brought  on  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  In  the  course  of  a 
day  or  two. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Can  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  name  a  day  for  taking  the 
Foreign  Office  Vote  ?      " 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  am  nnable  to  do  so  at  present. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  :  Will  the 
Irish  Census  Bill  bo  taken  to-night,  and 
will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  indicate 
an  hour  after  which  it  will  not  be 
taken  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Is  it  intended  to 
take  the  Committee  on  the  Scotch  Police 
Bill  before  the  Report  stage  on  the 
English  measure  ? 

•Caitain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.)  :  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hold  out  any 
hope  as  to  when  the  Navy  Estimates  will 
be  taktn.  And  will  an  opportunity  be 
then  afforded  for  the  discussion  of  the- 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  from  a 
Naval  point  uf  view  ? 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  And  when  will 
the  Committee  on  the  Education  of  th& 
Blind  and  Deaf  Mute  Children  (Scotland) 
Bill  be  token  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Irish  Census 
Bill  will  not  be  taken  this  evening,  uulcss- 
we  get  through  the  Local  Taxation  Bill 
before  11  o'clock.  The  Education  of  the 
Blind  and  Deaf  Mute  Children  Bill  will 
not  be  taken  to-day,  and  I  am  unable  to 
say  when  it  will.  In  regard  to  the 
Scotch  Police  Bill,  I  am  afraid  we  must 
adhere  to  the  Order  of  Business  as  it  is 
now  laid  down.  We  propose  to  proceed 
with  the  English  Bill  first,  and  then  to 
take  the  Scotch  measui-e.  As  to  the 
Navy  Estimates,  I  hope  it  will  be  in  onr 
power  to  reach  them  early.  The  Post 
Office  Estimates  and  the  Foreign  Office 
Vote  will  be  taken  first,  and  then  we 
propose  to  proceed  with  the  Navy 
Estimates. 
2  P 
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DACOITV  IN  EUHMA. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockerinoutli)  ;  1  b^  to  ask  the  Under 
Secret-.iry  for  ludia  as  to  statements 
which  appear  in  the  newspapers  this 
morning,  that  a  certain  dacoit  taken  in 
Burma  had  been  promised  that  if  he 
surrendered  be  would  not  be  executed, 
but,  notwithstanding  that  promise,  he  is 
now  to  be  executed  by  the  authorities. 
Is  there  any  truth  in  the  statement  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST:  I  must  ask  for  notice 
of  the  question. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  :  I  hope  the  right 
Li'iL  Gentleman  will  promptly  inquire 
into  it. 


THE  AXGI.O-GERMAN  AGKEEMENT 
BILL-A  PEKSOiNAL  EXPLANATION. 
Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  ;  I  ask 
p.-rmission  of  the  House  to  make 
H  short  personal  explanation  as  to 
au  incident  which  ajpears  to  have 
occurred  in  the  Debate  on  the  Heligo- 
land Bill  on  Thursday,  when  I  was 
not  in  the  House,  and  which  affects  me 
l)ersonftlly.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the 
Attorney  General  has  just  entered  the 
House,  because,  although  I  have  no  re- 
flection to  make  upon  him,  he  is  concerned 
iu  the  statement  I  have  to  make.  I, 
having  contended  very  strongly  in  that 
Debate  that  the  question  of  cession  lay 
entirely  with  the  Crown,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  reported  to  have 
made  a  citation  from  an  answer  made  by 
me  to  a  question  in  1870,  put  to  me  by 
.Sir  John  Hay,  aa  to  the  cession  of 
Gambia.  I  replied  that,  according  to 
my  belief  and  impression,  the  Crown  had 
no  jxtwer  to  make  that  cession.  I  was 
not  surprised  to  see  in  the  report  that 
the  statement  drew  forth  lond  cheers. 
It  -would  have  been  most  disrespectful 
Vn  the  Houfe  if  I,  having  made  such  a 
contention,  had  passed  over  the  fact  that 
I  had  declared  a  contrary  opinion.  The 
fact  is,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man is  entirely  mistaken.  Ho  cited  a 
jiortion  of  the  question  put  to  me  by  Sir 
John  Haj',  nat  the  whole  of  it. 

•Thk  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Wehsteu,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  I  Ijeg  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon ;  I  read 
the  whole  of  it. 

Mb.  \V.  E.  GLAD.STONE;  I  think 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was 
not  reported  as  having  read  the  whole  of 


it,  but  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  he  did 
He  supposed  that  my  statement  aboul 
the  power  tif  the  Crown  related  to  th< 
cession  of  Gambia.  But  Sir  John  Hay'l 
question  referred  to  two  matters,  an( 
not  one.  It  did  include  the  question  a. 
cession,  but  it  likewise  included  ai 
arrangement  with  France,  giving  t<; 
France  the  great  arterial  couimunicatioi 
with  Africa — that  is  to  say,  making  at 
nn-angemeut  with  Franco  which  wouU 
have  been  compulsory,  as  I  understood 
on  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  with  ri* 
gard  to  territory  which  was  no  part  a 
the  territory  of  the  Queen.  As  to  th( 
right  of  cession,  I  may  observe  that  ii 
1843  and  1854  and  186.3  I  had,  as  i 
Cabinet  Minister,  been  a  {Mirty  in  tw< 
cases  to  direct  cession  by  the  Crown,  an( 
in  the  third  case  to  the  cession  of  a  Pro 
tectorato  of  the  Ionian  Islands,  whic^ 
included  many  of  the  same  elements,  bui 
had  no  reference  at  all  to  the  qnestioi 
of  cession.  The  answer  I  made,  and  th( 
declaration  of  my  belief  and  impressioa 
that  the  Queen  did  not  possess  the  powei 
had  reference  exclusively  to  tliat  portioi 
of  Sir  John  Hay's  question  which  rC' 
ferred  to  territory  not  within  th( 
dominions  of  Her  Majesty.  I  quit< 
undei-stand  that  the  hon.  and  learnec 
Member  may  have  felt  that  that  part  a 
the  question  wa.s  immaterial,  but  whethei 
it  was,  or  not,  it  was  to  that  question  \ 
replied — Sir  John  Hay's  question  em 
braced  both  points — that  I  did  not  believi 
such  an  arrangement  could  be  inad( 
without  the  assent  of  Parliament,  becaus< 
it  contained  one  ])ortion  to  which  th( 
Crown  cou'd  not  give  effect  without  the 
assent  of  Parliament.  It  was,  perhaps 
bold  of  me  to  give  that  opinion,  but  th< 
reason  was  that  I  had  Ijeen  studying  ai 
important  qutstion  of  the  same  kin< 
with  regard  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Cona 
pauy's  charter,  which  was  a  chaste 
granting  rights  to  British  subjects  out 
side  the  British  dominions  ;  -and  I  ha< 
arrived  at  a  very  strong  conviction  tha 
sucli  a  right  was  not  in  the  power  of  thi 
Crown.  It  was  to  that  I  referred  in  th] 
answer  I  gave. 

•Sir  R.  WEB,STER;  I  claim  permia 
sion  to  ex))lain  to  the  House  how  th 
matter  stands.  The  ,'House  is  awar 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  hai 
not  the  slightest  notice,  direct  or  in 
direct,  that  the  question  was  going  b 
be  raised.     I  obtair.ed  by  accident,   b 
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comrannicivtion  with  tlie  Foreign  Office, 
after  the'  'rij»ht  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech,  information  which  led  nie  to 
suppose  that  the  question  hjwi  been 
raised  in  connection  with  Grambia  ;  and 
without  going  further  than  I  am  en- 
titled to  do — I  will  show  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Papers,  if  he  desires  to 
see  them — 1  was  perfectly  justified  in 
comini^  to  the  conclusion  that  the  ques- 
tion had  been  raised  and  dii^cussed  dis- 
tinctly with  reference  to  Garaljia.  After 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  left  the 
House  I  had  no  means  of  communicating 
with  him,  and  having  to  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  I,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Solicitor  General,  found 
out  this  reference  in  Hansard.  I  will 
read  the  question  and  the  answer  as  I 
read  them  the  other  night;  and  although 
I  accept,  as  I  am  bound  to  do,  the  ex- 
planation given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, aa  to  what  he  ha<l  in  his  mind, 
there  is  not  a  single  word  in  that 
Rejjort  which  could  jjossibly  lead  any 
•one  to  the  conclusion  which  he  now  asks 
the  House  to  come  to.  Let  the  House 
be  the  judge.  Neither  am  I  aware  of 
any  Report  that  puts  upon  tiie  question 
and  the  answer  the  construction,  which 
I  understand  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  it  to  bear.  The  first  question  was 
put  by  Mr.  R/jbt;rt  Fowler  (now  Sir  R. 
Fowler)  to  Mr.  Monsell,  who  was  then 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies — 

"  West  CoMt  of  Africa— The  Gambia 
Question. 

"  Mr.  R.  Fowler  said  ho  wishful  to  luk  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  ASiurs 
whether  it  is  true  that  ne^liutions  hnve  taken 
fiU^a  with  the  view  of  tho  transfer  of  the 
«Hltlemont  of  the  Gambia  to  the  Emperor  of 
the  French. 

"Mr.  Monsell:  In  answer  to  the  question 
<i{  tho  hon.  Gentleman,  1  beg  to  inform  him 
that  communicHtiuns  have  passed  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  tho  Government  of 
France,  having  for  their  object  tho  determining 
tho  limit  of  English  and  French  intluence  on 
this  West  Coast  of  Africa,  and  that  tho  transfer 
of  Oumhia  to  France  is  one  of  the  stt^ps  under 
consideration  as  part  of  that  arrangement.  It 
may  he  well  to  state  that  in  1868  the  European 
population  in  Gambia  nambered,  39  males  and 
eight  females. 

"Afterwards — 

"  Sir  John  Hay  said  h«  would  beg  to  Btk  the 
head  of  tha  Government  whoiher  it  is  possible 
that  the  settlement  of  Gambia  and  the  great 
arterial  communication  of  .-Vfrica  can  be  con- 
veyed to  France  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment. 


"  Mr.  Gladstone  said  that  though  ho  was 
taken  by  surprise  by  this  question  being  put, 
still  he  might  say  that  his  impression  was  that 
such  an  arrangement  could  not  be  carried  out 
without  the  consent  of  Parliament.  Ho  could 
not  answer  positively,  but  that  was  his  impres- 
sion and  boUef. 

"  A  little  later  in  the  afternoon  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  added  that  what  he  had 
already  said  had  reference  to  the  power  of  tho 
Government  -to  the  question  whether  there 
WHS  power  in  the  Government  or  not.  He 
added  that  there  never  had  been  tho  slightest 
intention  of  taking  any  proceeding*  of  the  kind 
without  tho  consent  of  Parliament." 

I  liave  road  every  word,  and  I  am 
perfectly  certain  tliat  no  one  reading 
that  answer  could  iwssibly  come  to  tho 
conclusion  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  answering  tho  question,  specific- 
ally referred  to  tho  great  arterial  com- 
munication of  Africa,  and  had  not  re- 
ferred to  the  cession  of  Gambia.  Tho 
question  is  distinct ;  there  is  no  reserva- 
tion in  the  qnestion,  and  the  answer  is 
categorical.  Of  course,  I  was  not  in  the 
House  in  the  year  1870.  but  I  went  to 
the  only  possible  authority,  and  I  read 
verbatim  tho  other  night  the  Report  from 
Uansard.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wisht'S  it  I  shall  be  glad  to  show  him 
privately  the  document  to  whicli  I  have 
referred. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE;  Of  course, 
I  make  no  charge  against  tho  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  I  by  no  means 
undertake  to  say,  for  I  do  not  recollect, 
what  exactly  may  liavo  taken  place  in 
the  Colonial  Office  or  the  Foreign  Office  ; 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
argues  very  illegitimately  tlaat  my 
answer  must  be  taken  as  referring  to 
everything  that  Sir  John  Hay's  question 
contjiined.  No ;  Sir  John  Hay  asked 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intended  to  do  two  things,  one  within 
tho  power,  and  the  other  entirely  beyond 
the  power,  of  the  Crown.  I  answered 
that  no  such  step  could  be  taken  without 
the  consent  of  Parliament,  having  refer- 
ence to  that  which  was  beyond  the 
power  of  the  Crown. 


INFECTIOUS   DISEASE    (PREVENTION) 
BILL.— (No.  390.) 

Lords  Amendments  to  bo  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 
2  P  2 
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EAST  INDIA   (CASE   OF  THREE 
MEDICAL  OFFICERS). 
Address  for — 

"Copies  of,  or  Extrsots  from,  Ooirospond- 
ence  relatiog  to  th»  caae  of  three  Assistant 
Surgeons  dismissed  from  the  Bengal  Establish- 
ment."— {Mr,  Brailttugh.) 

DIVISIONS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

RetTirn  ordered — 

"  Of  the  nnmlier  of  Divisions  of  the  House  in 
the  Session  of  1890,  stating  the  subject  of  the 
Division,  and  the  number  of  Members  in  the 
majority  and  minority,  Tellers  included ;  also 
the  aggregiite  number  in  the  House  on  each 
Division :  distinguishing  the  Divisions  on 
Public  Business  Irom  Private ;  and,  also,  the 
number  of  Divisions  before  and  after  midnight 
(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  0.141,  of  Session  1889;."— (Sir  ClmrlM 
For  Iter.) 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 

Return  ordered — 

"  Of  the  number  of  Public  Petitions  presented 
and  printed  in  the  Session  of  1890,  with  the 
total  number  of  signatures  in  that  year  (in  con- 
tinuation of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  0.130, 
of  Session  1889).  '—(Sir  Chartei  FortUr.) 

SELECT  COMMITTEES. 
Return  ordered — 

"  Of  the  number  of  Select  Committees 
appointed  in  the  Session  of  1890,  including  the 
Standing  Commiitees  and  the  Court  of  Re- 
ferees ;  the  subjects  of  inquiry ;  the  names  of 
the  Members  appointed  to  serve  on  each,  and 
of  the  Chairmiiu  of  each  ;  the  number  of  days 
each  ComniittCK  met,  and  the  number  of  days 
each  Member  attended ;  the  total  expense  of 
the  attendance  of  witnesses  at  each  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  the  name  of  the  Member  who 
moved  for  such  Committee ;  also,  the  total 
number  of  Memt>«r9  who  served  on  Select 
Committees  in  continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  0.132,  of  Session  1889)."— (5ir 
Charltt  Foriter.) 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Return  ordered — 

"Of  the  number  of  days  on  which  the 
House  sat  in  the  Session  of  1890,  stating,  for 
each  day,  the  date  of  the  month,  the  day  of  the 
week,  the  hour  of  the  meeting,  and  the  hour  of 
adjournment ;  and  the  total  number  ol  hours 
occupied  in  the  Sittings  of  the  House,  and  the 
average  time ;  and  showing  the  number  of 
hours  on  which  the  House  sat  each  day,  and 
the  number  of  hours  after  midnight ;  and  the 
number  of  entries  in  each  day's  Votes  and  Pro- 
ceedings (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  0.134,  of  Session,  1889)."— (5ir 
Charlf  FoTittr.) 


PUBLIC    BILL5, 
Return  ordered — 

"  Of  the  number  of  Public  Bills  distinguislr 
ing  Government  from  other  Bills,  introduced 
into  this  House,  or  brought  from  the  House  of 
Lords,  during  the  Session  of  1890  ;  showing  the 
number  which  received  the  Koyal  Assent ;  th» 
the  number  which  were  passed  by  this  House 
but  not  by  the  House  of  Lords ;  the  number 
passed  by  the  House  of  Lords  but  not  by  this 
House  :  and  distinguishing  the  stages  at  which 
such  Bills  as  did  not  receive  the  Royal  Assent 
were  dropped  or  postponed  and  reject^  in  either 
House  of  Parliament  (in  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No  0.  135,  of  Session  1889)." — 
(5i>  CharUi  FortUr.) 


PRIVATE    BILLS. 

Returns  ordered — 

"Of  the  number  of  Private  Bills  introduoeJ 
and  brought  from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  of 
Acts  passed  in  the  Session  of  1890,  olasaetf 
according  to  the  following  subjects : — Rail- 
ways ;  "Tramways ;  Tramroads ;  Subways  ^ 
Canals  and  Navigations  ;  Uoada  and  Bridges ; 
Water;  Gas  and  Water;  Lighting  and  Im- 
provement ;  Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations : 
Corporations,  &c.  (not  relating  to  Police  ant) 
Sanitary  Regulations  or  to  Lighting  and  Im- 
provement Schemes) :  Ports,  Piers,  Harbours,, 
and  Docks:  Churches,  Chapels,  and  Burying 
Orounds;  Inclosure  and  Drainage^  Estate; 
Divorce :  and  Miscellaneous." 

"  Of  all  the  Private  Bills,  and  Bills  for  con- 
firming Provisional  Orders,  which,  in  the  Ses- 
sion of  1890,  have  been  treated  as  Opposed 
Bills;  specify  ing  those  which  have  been  classi. 
fied  in  Groups  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
or  by  the  General  Committee  on  Railway  and 
Canal  Bills:  together  with  the  names  of  the^ 
Selected  Members  who  served  on  each  Com- 
mittee ;  the  first  and  also  the  last  day  of  th» 
sitting  of  each  Committee  ;  the  number  of  days, 
on  which  each  Committee  sat  ;  the  number  of 
days  on  which  each  Selected  Member  has- 
served ;  the  Bills  the  preambles  of  which  were 
reported  to  have  been  proved  ;  the  Bills  the  pre- 
ambles of  which  were  reported  to  have  been  not 
proved ;  and  in  the  case  of  Bills  for  confirming- 
Provisional  Orders,  whether  the  Provisional 
Orders  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  confirmed  ;  the 
Bills  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, or  to  the  General  Committee  on  Railway 
and  Canal  Bills,  as  having  become  unopposeil, 
and  the  Bills  withdrawn,  or  not  proceeded  with 
by  the  parties," 

"  And  of  all  Private  Bills,  which,  in  the 
Session  of  1800,  have  been  referred  by  th» 
Committee  of  Selection,  or  by  the  General 
Committee  on  Railway  and  Canal  Bills,  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  together  with  the  names  of  the  Mem- 
bers who  served  on  each  Committee ;  the  num- 
ber of  days  on  which  each  Committee  sat ;  and 
the  number  of  days  on  which  each  Member 
attended  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  0.131,  of  Session  1889)."— (Si> 
Charlf  Fortltr.) 
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COLONISATION, 
Ordered — 


"  That  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  Deer 
Forest*,  1883,  and  the  Report  of  Her  Majesty's 
Comroisaioners  to  imquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  Crofters  and  Cottars  in  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  of  8cotlnnd,  1884,  be  referred  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  Colonisation." — (>SiV  Jamet 
Fergtttion.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — Poor  Ijaw 
(Ireliind)  Rating  Bill,  Pauper  Lunatic 
Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers'  Superannua- 
tion) Bill,  Birstall  Wosleyan  Oho  pel  Trust 
Scheme  Confirmation  Bill,  without 
Amendment. 

CITT  OF  PARIS. 
That  they  do  communicate  Copy  of 
R«port  of  the  Inquiry  into  tlie  causes  of 
the  accident  which  recently  happened  to 
the  pasaengfor  ship  City  of  Paris,  as 
desired  by  this  House. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


ANGLO-GERMAN  AGREEMRNT  BILL 
[LORDS].— (No.  393.) 

COJCMITTEE.  ^  ^ 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1, 

(4.45.)  Mr,  MACNEILL(Donegal,S.): 
I  desire  to  move  an  Amendment  to  provide 
that  the  proposed  cession  of  Heligoland 
€hall  be  subject  to  the  consent  of  a  ma- 
jority of  the  male  inhabitants  of  the  island, 
such  consent  to  be  obtained  in  the 
manner  hereinafter  described.  As  long 
«s  I  have  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this 
House  I  shall  do  my  best  to  protect  the 
interests  of  the  people.  The  cession  of 
-this  island  may  be  a  small  thing ;  of 
course,  we  know  only  2,000  souls  live  on 
it;  but,  so  far  as  we  know,  the  cession  has 
been  rashly  ag^ed  to,  and  in  no  way — 
either  directly  or  indirectly — has  the  I 
conscntofthoinhabitants  been  asked.  The 
island  has  been  iu  our  possession  83 
years  ;  three  generations  of  the  inhabi-  j 
tants  have  been  loyal  to  us,  and  yet  this 
-cession  was  made  in  a  rash  and  hasty 
manner,  without  their  feelings  being 
consulted.  So  recently  as  the  2nd  June 
a  Cabinet  Minister  pronounced  against 
ihe  cession,  yet  on  the  1st  July  we  have 


the  Agreement  produced.  I  look  on  this 
as  a  matter  of  vital  importance,  and  I 
warn  the  Government  that  one  result 
will  be  to  excite  a  dangerous  feeling  in 
the  colonies  if  you  once  let  it  be 
supposed  that  they  are  held  simply  for 
the  benefit  of  a  class  or  a  Minister  in 
Kngland.  "We  are  in  the  position  of 
Trustees  to  these  islanders,  and  wo  havo 
no  right  to  do  anything  which  is  not  for 
their  benefit.  I  think  there  were  ample 
means  of  obtaining  a  fair  index  of  the 
opinions  of  the  people,  as  they  have  for 
four  or  five  years  had  a  Constitutional 
Government.  On  the  occasion  of  the 
ce.ssion  of  the  Ionian  Islands  the  opinions 
of  the  people  were  consulted.  I  beg  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
14,  before  the  first  word  "  the,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  subject  to  the  consent  of  the 
majority  of  the  male  inhabitants  of  Heli- 
goland as  hereinafter  provided." — {Mr, 
Mac  NeUl.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(4.53.)  The  tJNDER  SECRETARY  OP 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Febodsson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  ;  It  has 
teen  admitted  from  the  first  that  the 
people  of  Heligoland  were  not  formally 
consulted.  It  would  be  extremely 
difficult,  if  not  practically  impossible,  to 
submit  for  the  decision  of  the  inhabi- 
tants a  great  Agreement  with  the  German 
Empire,  of  which  the  cession  of  HeUgo- 
laud  is  an  essential  part,  and  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  assent  to  the  Amendment. 
The  Constitutional  Government  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  referred  consisted 
of  a  Governor,  assisted  by  a  Council  of 
paid  officials. 

Me,  iLAC  NEILL :  Yes,  I  know  that  a 
few  years  since  the  island  was  made  a 
Crown  Colony. 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  Well,  -we 
could  not  set  up  a  new  constitution 
ad  hoe.  The  hon.  Member  also  said 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  gene- 
ral proposition  as  to  the  action  of 
the  Government  towards  the  colonies 
being  entirely  dependent  on  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  moment.  But  I  laid  down  no 
such  general  rule.  As  cases  arise  they 
must  be  judged  upon  their  merits.  We 
cannot  accept  this  Amendment,  because 
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it  is  utterly  impossible  for  Hor  Majesty's 
Government  to  consent  to  any  modifica- 
tion of  the  terms  of  the  BilJ,  which  is 
destined,   I    hope,    to   be   productive  of 
igreat  good  to  the  Britisli  Empire. 
V*(4.56.)     Mr.     CHANNING    (North- 
hampton) :  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  was 
amply  justified  in  moving  the   Amend- 
ment, because  the  Debate  on  the  Second 
Reading  hardly  touched  the  great  con- 
IBtitntional  question  whether  the  inhabi- 
tants of  any  portion  of  the  Empire  can  or 
ought   to   bo   iianded    over   to    another 
,  Power  without  some  consultation  of  their 
'  •wishes.     It  is  quite  absurd  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    to   contend    that  this 
proposal  would  mean  referring  the  whole 
Agreement  to  the  inhabitants  of  Heligo- 
land.     It  does    not   follow   that,   as  n 
result  of  the  consultation,  the  views  of 
the  majority  should  determine  the  policy 
of  the  Empire,  but  that  they  should  be 
heard  befoi'e  their  destiny  is  decided.  The 
case  of  the  Ionian  Islands  lias  been  re- 
ferred to  ns  constituting  a  precedent.  That 
was  merely  the  cession  of  a  Protectorate, 
and     not   ft    cession   of   territory.     But 
that  only  makes  the  argument  stronger. 
What   was    Lord    Palmerston's  answer 
when  questioned  on  the   course   to    bo 
taken  as  to  the  Ionian  Islands  1     He  said 
that  the  first  thing  to  do  was  to  ascertain 
the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants,  and  the 
next  thing  was  to  obtain  the  consent  of 
the    other  parties  to  the  Treaty.     When 
it  was   asked    how   the    wishes   of  the 
people    were     to    be    ascertained,     Mr. 
Chichester  Fortescue  said  the    obvious 
couree  was  to   have   a  new  Parliament 
elected  in  the  louian  Islands  and  to  refer 
the  question  to  that  Parliament  by  pro- 
clamation.    In  regard  to  the  Island  of 
Heligoland,  we   have   seen   exactly  the 
opposite     policy     adopted.      Obviously, 
the    Prime     Minister     considers    these 
people  of    no    consequence     whatever, 
except     as     mere     objects     of     barter, 
in   order  to  purchase  certain  privileges 
in  Africa,     Tiiis  question  is  mixed   up 
with  other   questions  that   I    may   not, 
porbaixs,  be  free  to  discuss  on  this  Vote, 
but  I  do  urge  on  the  House  the  necessity 
of  recognising  this  great  and  noble  tradi- 
tion of   Great    Britain   in  dealing  with 
populations  under  our  rule.     I  look  on 
this  Bill  as  one  of  the  cardinal  errors  of 
Her    Majesty's    Government    in    their 
foreign  policy,  oud  I  regard   it  in  that 
light  on  wider  Imperial  grounds  besides 
Sir  J.  Ferijiiaiion 


this  simple  ground  to  whicli  my  hon. 
Friend  has  referred.  But  this  ground 
touches  the  traditions  and  constitutional 
order  of  proceeding  of  Great  Britain  in 
parting  with  subjects  under  her  rule  in 
a  way  so  important,  and  r<iise8  so  serious 
an  issue  that  I  sinceroly  hopu  the  hou. 
Member  will  proceed  to  a  Division. 

(5.4.)  Mr  W.  a.  McARTUUR  (Corn- 
wall, Mid,  St.  Austell)  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  of  any  use  to  further  pro- 
test agftiu.st  this  arrnngement.  We,  at 
any  rate,  have  cleared  our  consciences  of 
what  we  consider  the  shame  of  thi» 
barter  of  British  subjects,  for  all  we  know, 
against  their  will.  But  the  speech  n£ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  opens  up  a 
vista  of  still  further  cases  of  this  kind, 
for  he  has  told  os  that  eaoh  case  as  it 
arises  will  be  treated  on  its  merits.  I 
must  say  our  opposition  would  be 
very  different — would,  in  fact,  be  one 
of  strenuous  resistance  and  obstruc- 
tion— if  wo  thought  the  case  of  the 
cession  of  Heligoland  was  to  be  made  a 
precedent  ;  and  if  we  thought  that  this- 
Government  had  any  idea  of  making 
other  changes  of  this  kind  in  order  to 
conciliate  other  powers  than  Germany, 
I  can  understand  that  the  case  of  Heligo- 
land is  a  casa  quite  by  itself —that  it  i» 
unique — but  if  there  was  any  idea  of 
proceeding  on  this  policy  for  the  sake  of 
making  things  pleasant  for  our  diplomacy 
in  Europe,  I  confess  our  feelings  as  to 
this  Bill  would  be  completely  changed. 
I  would  ask  an  explanation  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  that  ominous 
sentence  to  which  I  have  referred,  namely, 
that  all  cases  as  they  arise  will,  be  treated 
on  thoir  merits. 

(5.7.)  Me.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  :  I 
see  no  shame  whatever  in  what  baa 
been  proposed  in  cowioction  with  these 
people,  but,  on  the  contrary,  1  think  it  is 
a  proposition  which  recommends  itself  to 
all  who  understand  it  I  may  say  that 
if  I  had  been  in  the  House  the  other 
night  I  should  have  voted  for  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  St. 
Austell  Division,  not  on  the  ground  be 
put  forward,  but  on  the  ground  that  I 
always  expected  that  partition  of  the 
British  Empire  if  it  came  at  all  would 
come  from  the  hon.  Member  and  big 
Party.  I  intended  to  vote  against  the 
present  Government  doing  it,  as  I  know 
very  well  that  if  the  hon.  Member  an4 
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his  Party  came  into  power  they  might 
propose  to  give  up  Gibraltar,  Malta,  and  a 
few  other  inconaiderablo  portions  of  the 
Empire.  That  would  be  "  shameful." 
I  see  no  shame  in  giving  up  Heligoland. 
I  have  been  30  or  40  years  connected 
with  shipping  in  Hull,  which  port  has 
done  the  greatest  business  with  the 
Elbe 

The  CHAIRJtAN:  The  qnostinn 
before  the  Committee  is  not  the  cession 
of  Heligoland,  Imt  as  to  requiring  the 
consent  of  the  inhabitants. 

Mk.  ATKIN.SON  :  1  went  into  this 
simply  because  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
w«fl  allowed  to  do  so.  I  would  call  atten- 
tion to  paragraph  No.  4  of  the  Troaty, 

The  CHAIRMAN:  There  is  an  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  and  that  must 
hj  first  disposed  of. 

Mr.  AlKINSON:  Very  well,  Sir. 
Then  I  will  sit  still  until  the  proper  time 
arrives. 

(5.9.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  1  may  say  I  voted  for  the 
Bill,  but  no  one  has  taken  more  strongly 
than  I  have  the  view  that  populations 
ought  not  to  bo  voted  over  to  alien 
powers  like  so  mauy  sheep.  The  present 
is  a  peculiar  aiso,  however.  Provision 
is  made  for  the  inhabitants  of  the  island, 
and  we  have  reason  to  believe  that 
opinion  is  not  unanimous,  or,  at  least, 
that  it  is  divided,  on  the  subj.'ct,  and 
that  there  is  no  general  resistance  to  the 
proposal  fin  tha  part  of  the  inhabitants. 
I  do  not  agree  that  a  pUhiscite  should  be 
taken,  and  timt  the  majority  should 
decide  ;  neither  do  1  regard  the  Agree- 
ment as  handing  over  the  island  to  an 
alien  power.  Formerly  the  island  be- 
longed to  Schleswig,  and  it  will  again 
form  2)art  of  Sohluswig.  It  was  only 
occupied  hy  this  coifntry  for  military 
purposes,  and  to  take  a  pUbi-aeite  here 
would  hamixsr  the  Government  in  its 
dealings  with  other  places  only  occnpied 
for  military  purposes.  Gibraltar  is 
nothing  more  than  a  nest  of  smugglers, 
who  make  a  living  by  getting  contraband 
goods  inti  Spain.  I  do  not  think  we 
should  take  a  jilibueit-e  in  a  place  like 
that.  An  enterprising  newspaper,  which 
I  do  not  admire,  despatched  a  Commi.s- 
sioneress  to  Heligoland  to  obtain  the 
views  of  the  inhabitants.  From  the 
boatmen,  who  form  the  majority  of  the 
inhabitants,  the  Commissioneress  learnt 
that  they  are  opposeil  to  the  transfer  of 


the  island  to  Germany,  liccause  Ihey  fear 
Germany  will  make  a  steamlioat  pier  and 
a  way  to  the  bathing  island,  which  will 
depi'i\'e  them  of  the  charge  of  Is.  per 
head  they  make  for  every  pissinger 
landed  in  the  island,  I  must  say  that  u 
consideration  of  this  kind  does  not  form 
a  sufficient  reason  why  England  should 
retain  possession  of  an  island  which  it  is 
inconvenient  she  should  keep. 

•(0.14.)  Mk.  CHANNING;  As  the 
hou.  Member  has  not  proposed  a  prac- 
tical method  of  obtaining  the  oj)inic)n  of 
the  i)eoplo  of  Heligoland,  I  would  sug- 
gest that  the  Government  might  very 
well  have  sent  the  amiable  and  iiccom 
I'lished  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  or 
some  other  Delegate  acquainted  with  the 
language  to  visit  Heligoland,  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  feelings  of  the  inhabitants. 
His  recent  expression  of  opinion  would 
have  given  them  confidence  in  stating 
their  views.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Nortliuiiipton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  the 
other  night  reminded  us  that  during 
the  Franco-German  War  the  Heligo- 
landei-s  declared  that  they  did  not  wish 
to  do  an  ill  turn  to  Germany.  That  was 
perfectly  natural, SJeing  that  the  i.slanders 
dep.;nded  then  just  as  they  do  now  on 
German  visitors  for  their  livelihood. 
However,  in  ruply  to  the  argument  of 
the  senior  Member  for  Northampton,  I 
would  [xiiut  to  a  letttr  written  to  the 
Times  in  187G  by  a  Prussian,  who  stated 
that  he  had  been  some  years  in  Heligo- 
land, and  that,  while  symjmthising  with 
tlio  desire  of  his  countrymen  to  pofisesi> 
the  island,  there  was  not  the  remotest 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  islandei-s  to 
leave  English  for  German  rule,  and 
that  this  alwence  of  sympathy  with  Ger- 
many WHS  proved  in  the  Wars  of  1866 
and  1871,  It  is  obvious,  therefore,  that 
the  Holigolanders  dislike  the  transfer. 
Only  a  year  or  two  ago  they  got  the 
Governor  to  pass  a  law  preventing 
the  Germans  from  acquiring  the  land  in 
Heligoland.  Their  whole  wish  is  to  con- 
tinue free. 

•,5.18.)  Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester): 
Although  there  may  be  only  "2.000  in- 
habitants in  Heligoland,  they  are  human 
beings,  and  human  beings,  whatever 
their  numbers,  have  individual  rights, 
You  may  do  as  much  wrong  by  ignoring 
the  rights  of  a  dozen  people  as  you  could 
by  ignoring  the  rights  of  a  thousand.  I 
do  not  think  numbers  should  form  an 
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element  of  consideration.  We  have 
heard  how  some  of  our  leading  statesmen 
have  held  that  the  transfer  of  British 
subjects  to  an  alien  Power  should  not 
take  place  without  the  consent  of  the 
people  affected,  and  I  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  we  have  even  the 
example  of  foreign  countries  to  guide  us 
in  this  matter.  In  the  case  of  the 
transfer  of  Savoy  to  France,  a  pl^igcile 
of  the  inhabitants  was  taken,  and  I  very 
much  regret  that  in  the  present  case 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  acted 
contrary  to  that  principle.  I  do  not 
wish  to  prolong  the  discussion,  but 
having  voted  for  the  cession  of  Heligo- 
land on  a  former  occasion,  I  wish  to 
explain  how  it  is  that  I  shall  vote  for 
this  Amendment  now. 

(5.20.)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) : 
If  my  lion.  Friend  goes  to  a  Division  in 
this  matter  I  shall  certainly  follow  him 
into  the  Lobby.  If  the  Government  wish 
to  be  Sit  all  fair  I  think  they  have  an 
opix)rtunity  open  to  them  in  connection 
with  this  Amendment.  It  would  certainly 
go  far  to  satisfy  my  mind  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  satisfactorily  answer  this 
question :  Is  it  a  fact  that  one  of  the 
reasons  why  Heligoland  is  to  be  given 
up  is  that,  in  the  event  of  a  war  with 
Germany,  Great  Britain  would  not  be 
able  to  protect  the  island  '/  If  that  is 
the  case  it  would  be  better  to  give  Heli- 
goland up,  and  80  perhaps  save  the 
people  from  the  horrors  of  war.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  bad  mess  altogether. 
It  is  a  case  of  swop.  The  Heligolanders 
have  certainly  got  the  worst  of  it,  and 
some  concession  ought  to  be  made  to 
their  feelings. 

(5.23.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  think  it  very  doubtful 
whether  we  ought  to  make  this  agree- 
ment dependent  ap<jn  the  assent  of  the 
Heligolanders.  Heligoland  did  certainly 
form  part  of  Germany.  [Cries  of  "  Den- 
mark."] Hon.  Gentlemen  do  not  seem 
to  remember  that  there  was  a  union  be- 
tween HoKstein,  Schleswig,  and  Denmark. 
Schleswig,  with  the  full  assent  of  its 
people,  is  now  a  portion  of  Germany.  I 
really  do  not  see  why,  in  the  case  of  a 
great  Treaty  like  this,  the  people  should 
be  consultt'd,  or  why  they  should  wish 
to  remain  British  when  they  are  only 
British  by  conquest.  If  they  are  not  a 
very  contemptible  set  of  people,  they 
will  certainly  wish  again  to  become  Ger- 
J/r.  Pieton 


mans.  We  have  been  told  that  Mr. 
This  and  Mr.  That  have  gone  over  to 
Heligoland  and  whispered  to  some  of 
the  people,  and  have  learnt  that  they  are 
ready  to  die  rather  than  desert  the 
British  flag.  I  attach  no  importance  to 
that  sort  of  thing.  If  a  man's  patriotism 
is  of  such  a  character  that  he  dare  not 
come  forward  and  state  his  views,  be- 
cause he  is  afraid  if  he  does  so  he  will  be 
unable  to  let  his  lodgings  to  Germans,  I 
do  not  think  we  need  pay  much  atten- 
tion to  what  he  says.  I  beUeve  these 
jieople  will  be  much  happier  as  Germans 
than  as  Englishmen.  The  newspapers 
tell  us  that  land  in  Heligoland  is  going 
up  considerably  in  price  in  consequence 
of  this  agreement.  I  have  no  doubt  the 
people  will  be  able  to  let  their  lodgings, 
or  sell  their  land. 

An  hon.  Member  :  And  go  away. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  No;  they 
need  not  go  away.  They  will  take  in 
lodgers.  They  will  stay  and  prey  upon 
those  lodgers.  Germany  could  in  a 
moment  oblige  these  people  to  declare 
that  they  are  in  favour  of  belonging  to 
Germany  by  simply  boycotting  the 
island,  and  declaring  they  are  not  going 
to  it  in  summer.  The  island  absolutely 
depends  on  summer  visitors  there, 
the  fishing  amounting  really  to  nothing. 
These  people  understand  how  their  bread 
is  buttered.  They  were  afraid  at  first 
they  would  have  to  pay  higher  taxes,  or 
be  subject  to  conscription.  Directly  it 
became  clear  to  them  that  neither  of 
these  things  would  happen,  as  far  as  I 
can  gather  from  the  public  press,  and 
the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretory  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  they  became  anxious  to  join  the 
German  Fatherland.  In  point  of  fact, 
during  the  Debate  on  the  Second 
Reading,  I  cited  a  very  interesting 
document  signed  by  these  British  patriots 
in  1871,  in  which  they  declared  they 
would  not  supply  pilots  to  the  French 
fleet,  and  said  their  sympathies  were 
German. 

(5.28.)  Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  :  The  answer  to  my 
hon.  Friend  is  this.  If  these  people  are 
so  full  of  sympathy  for  Germany,  why 
not  let  them  say  so  ? 

Mr.  W.  a.  M' ARTHUR :  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  reply  to  the 
question  I  put  to  him. 
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•The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TRE^VSURY 
(Mr.  \V.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  AVestminater) : 
Surely  the  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  suppose 
that  there  is  any  intention  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  cede  any 
other  British  possessions  1 

(5.29.)  Mb.  W.  A.  M'ARTHUR :  I 
eupposed  it  jxissible,  because  to-night  for 
the  first  time  it  has  been  laid  down  as  a 
principle  that  cessions  of  territory  are  to 
be  made.  We  have  previously  been  told 
that  the  cession  of  Heligoland  was 
an  exceptional  thing. 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  was  asked 
\Thetlier  the  principle  was  to  be  of 
oniversal  application,  and  I  said  no  one 
ever  heard  of  a  British  Colony  wishing 
to  be  separated,  but  that  every  case  must 
be  dealt  with  on  its  merits. 

Mr.  MACNEILL:  Most  distinctly 
these  people  wished  to  remain  with  us. 
and  a  more  shameful  bctra}'al  of  the 
rights  of  j>eople  who  have  been  associated 
witli  the  British  Empire  for  years  can 
scarcely  be  recorded.  It  is  not  the  less  a 
shameful  instance  because  a  small  one. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  I  do  not 
snpiwrt  this  proposition,  because  I  do 
not  see  that  we  should  care  any  more  for 
the  interests  of  the  Heligolanders  than 
we  do  for  the  interests  of  the  people  of 
Bechuanaland,  and  of  other  Sonth 
African  territory  which  you  are  now 
handing  over  to  Germany. 

(5.32.)  The  Committee  divided  :— 
Ayes  56  ;  Noes  172.— (Div.  List, No.  205.) 

(r).45.)  Me.  ATKINSON  :  I  have  an 
Amendment  to  prupose,  which  may 
perhaps  occupy  only  a  few  minutes. 
When  we  conqnorod  Heligoland  we 
made  an  arrangement  that  the  privileges 
of  the  inhabitants  should  be  continued, 
and  line  of  those  privileges  was  that 
they  should  not  be  called  upon  to  serve 
in  the  King's  Ships.  The  clause  now 
before  us  does  not  give  quite  as  good 
terms  to  them,  now  that  they  are 
transferred  to  another  Protectorate, 
without  any  conquering  having  taken 
place.    The  clause  is — 

"  All  persons  DAtiToa  of  tho  territory  thus 
ceded,  and  iheir  children  born  before  the  diite 
of  the  nigoature  of  the  present  Agreement,  are 
free  from  the  obligation  of  service  in  the 
Military  and  Naval  forcea  of  Germany." 

I  wish  to  add — 

"Service  in  the  Naval  forcea  of  Germany 
Aall   never   become   obligatory     on    penon* 


native!  of  the  terntOTiea  thus  ceded,  or  their 
descendants." 

My  argument  is  that  you  should  give 
them  as  good  terms  as  they  had  from  us 
when  we  conquered  the  territory.  I  am 
perfectly  certain,  from  what  I  know, 
that  the  Emperor  of  Germany  is  very 
much  delighted  with  his  bargain.  I 
know  that  he  considers  that  be  has 
proved  to  the  world  that  he  has  done  as 
clever  a  thing  without  Bismarck  as  could 
have  been  done  if  we  still  had  Bismarck. 
I  know  that  from  the  attitude  he  has 
taken,  and  from  the  meteor-like  shower 
of  stars  and  decorations  that  has  taken 
place  since  he  made  this  bargain.  I 
believe  it  is  our  duty  to  insist  upon  the 
terms  we  propose,  because  up  to  the 
present  time  we  have  had  to  take  care 
of  the  interests  of  the  natives  of  Heligo- 
land. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  to  point 
out  that  this  cannot  be  moved  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  Agreement  entered 
iuti),  and  which  is  contained  in  the  Sche- 
dule. It  may,  however,  be  moved  as  a 
proviso  to  this  clause. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  I  do  not  object  so 
long  as  it  is  moved. 

TuK  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order ! 

Araendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
14,  after  the  word   "Germany,"  to  add 

the  Words — 

"  Service  in  the  Naval  forces  of  Germany 
shall  never  become  obligatory  on  persons 
natives  of  the  territories  thus  ceded,  or  their 
descendants." — {Ur.  Atkinmn.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(5.50.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  fully  ap- 
preciate the  feeling  of  my  hon.  Friend 
which  has  induced  him  to  make  this  pro- 
posal, but  1  must  remind  him  that  Her 
Majesty  has  entered  into  an  Agreement 
with  the  Emperor  of  Germany,  and  that 
it  is  not  possible  for  us  now  to  insert 
these  conditions.  We  will  do  what  we 
can  to  represent  to  the  Emperor  of  Ger- 
many the  desirableness  of  exempting 
these  persons  from  Naval  Ser\'ice.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  consideration  which 
has  been  promised  for  the  native  laws 
and  customs  will  have  the  effect  which 
the  hon.  Member  desires.  My  hon. 
Friend  will  see  that  one  of  the 
conditions  is  that  native  laws  and 
customs  now  existing  will,  as  far 
as  possible,  remain  nndi.sturbed.  And 
I      should      certainly      imagine      that 
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these  laws  and  customs  would  prevent  I 
the  Heligolnnders  for  Naval  Service  ] 
under  the  Germaa  Crown.  Oue  point 
my  hon.  Friend  has  failed  to  observe, 
thnt  every  parson  at  present  in  Heligo- 
land niay  opt  for  British  nationality,  and 
if  he  exercise  that  ojition  he  and  his 
children  and  his  grandchildren  will  be 
exempt  from  Naval  or  Military  Service 
under  the  Crown.  The  greatest  possible 
care  has  been  taken  to  preserve  to  every 
person  now  living  in  the  island  the 
rights  which  they  at  present  enjoy  under 
the  British  Crown.  I  trust,  therefore, 
my  hon.  Friend  will  accept  the  assurance 
that  we  will  do  everything  in  our  power 
to  sicaro  the  continuance  of  those  privi- 
leges. Tiie  inhabitants  of  Heligoland 
should  take  what  we  have  done  as  some 
evidence  of  our  concern  and  desire  to 
secure  these  privileges  for  the  inhabi- 
tants. I  hops  my  hon.  Friend  will  not 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  what  has  bien  done  is  subject  to 
the  assent  of  Parliament.  I,  as  one 
Member  of  Parliament,  should  not  give 
my  assent  were  I  not  certain  that  the 
Government  will  do  their  utmost  in  the 
matter. 

(5.54.)  Mb.  BRYCB  (Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
I  confess  I  cannot  understand  how  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  think  that  a 
provision  with  regard  to  usages  and 
customs  is  capable  of  preventing  the 
imposition  of  the  obligation  to  Military 
Service.  The  provision  sjems  to  me 
clearly  intended  to  apply  to  usages  and 
customs  in  the  nature  of  local  customaiy 
law,  and  not  to  the  Military  and  Naval 
Service  to  which  other  German  subjects 
are  liable.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man speaks  of  the  rights  of  a  person 
to  opt,  a  term  which  I  confess  I  regret 
to  see  used,  as  it  is  not  English,  does  he 
I  mean  tliat  the  children  of  that  person, 
born  after  the  signature  of  the  Agree- 
ment, will  remain  of  British  nationality, 
their  father  having  elected  to  remain  a 
British  8ul)ject?  If  we  are  assured  that 
tliis  is  so — and  no  doubt  such  would  be 
the  rule  under  English  law — it  will,  I 
think,  make  a  good  deal  of  difference  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee,  and  we 
shall  feel  less  anxiety  with  regard  to 
Heligoland  than  we  do  now. 

•SiK   J.   FERGUSSON:    There   is   no 
doubt   at  all  about  the   matter.     I  am 
perfectly  correct  in  the  statement  I  made 
Mr.  W.  U.  Smith 


in  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothuin,  We  now 
know  by  the  opinion  of  German  prints 
that  a  child  born  in  the  German  Hrapiro 
of  alien  parents  is  not  a  German 
subject,  nor,  again,  his  children, 
though  the  riglits  of  German  nationality 
may  ivftorwards  bo  acquired.  Therefore, 
the  children  and  grandchildren  of  those 
who  opt  remain  British  subjects. 

(5.56.)  CoLO-SEL  NOLAN  (Gal  way,  N.): 
I  think  this  Amendment  is  a  move  in  the 
right  direction;  but  it  should  apply 
both  to  Military  and  Naval  Service.  If 
the  Amaudment  of  the  liou.  Member 
were  not  accepted,  I  should  move  that 
the  children  of  the  Huligi "hinders  for  20 
years  should  not  be  liable  to  Military 
Service.  I  am  putting  tlio  limit  iit  20 
years.  I  do  not  go  so  far  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boston.  I  would  like  to 
point  out  that  the  whole  contingent  from 
Heligoland  for  the  German  Army  would, 
at  the  rate  of  one  out  of  every  200  of 
the  jiopulation,  be  only  10  men  a  year. 
That  is  tlio  whole  number  the  German 
Emperor  would  lose,  if  this  Amendment 
were  carried,  and  then  the  inhabibintsof 
dependencies  of  the  British  Crown  would 
know  in  future  that  they  were  not 
liable  to  bo  handed  over  to  compulsory 
Military  Service,  which  is  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  spirit  of  the  British 
nationality,  excepting  in  the  very  last 

(5.57.)  Mr.  ATKINSON:  My  reply  is 
simply  this.  I  go  by  the  original  Agree- 
ment in  which  there  is  no  mention  of  the 
Military  Service,  and,  therefore,  I  could 
not  accept  the  suggested  Amendment  to 
my  Amendment. 

Dv,.  CLARK  :  The  Amendment  i.s 
totally  unnecessary.  The  third  clause 
really  gives  the  Heligolanders  every- 
thing they  could  possibly  ask,  and  had 
they  remained  Schleswigers  they  would 
have  been  required  to  give  both  Military 
and  Naval  Service.  If  these  people  go 
bock  to  the  Fatherland,  they  ought  to 
bear  the  burdens  which  are  imposed  on 
all  the  other  subjects  of  the  German 
Empire.  I  shall  vote  in  this  case,  also, 
with  the  Government,  if  they  determine 
to  keep  the  Agreement  as  it  stands. 

•(5.5S.)  Mk.  CHANNING:  My  hon. 
Friend  is  quite  mistaken  as  to  the 
position  of  the  Heligolanders.  It  is 
perfectly  clear  that  they  had  a 
troditlon.al  privilege,  and  that  privilege 
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•was  laid  before  the  English  Com- 
manders in  1807,  when  the  island 
was  taken.  The  evidence  in  favour  of 
that  privilege  was  so  strong,  that  in  the 
Articles  of  Capitulation  it  was  agreed 
that  the  privilege  should  be  maintained 
in  pjrpetuity  to  the  population.  It  is 
obviously  uselt-ss  to  labour  the  point. 
I  think  the  matter  has  been  managed  in 
the  pettiest  and  most  pusillanimous  way 
by  Her  Majesty's  Goverument.  It  would 
have  been  fur  tetter  had  they  dealt  with 
the  matter  boldly.  We  have  given 
Germany  an  enormous  boon  in  handing 
over  to  her  this  island  of  immense 
strategio  value,  and  we  might  at  least 
have  asked  that  those  traditional 
privileges  should  be  maintained.  Are  any 
eSecuve  means  whatever  being  taken  to 
make  known  to  this  population,  whicli  is 
evidently  somewhat  behind  the  times — 
I  am  told  timt  there  is  no  current  news- 
paper circulated  in  the  island — as  by 
notices  the  steps  which  they  ought  to 
take  in  order  to  retain  British  nationa- 
lity 1 

•(6.0.)   Sib  J.  FERQDSSON  :  I  am  in  a 

position  to  say  that  the  fullest  information 
has  been  given  to  the  people  of  Heligo- 
land of  the  conditions  attached  to  the 
Agreement  in  their  favour.  I  have  had 
separate  and  independent  testimony  that, 
generally  speaking,  the  Hetigolanders 
liave  e.xpressed  themselves  thoroughly 
satisfied  ;  and  when  there  was  reason  to 
believe  that  they  were  dissatisfied  before 
they  were  totally  unaware  of  the  liberties 
secured  to  them. 

Mk.  ilACNEILL:  Satisfied!  Thty 
had  only  Hobson's  choice.  In  reference 
to  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boston,  I  say  that  the  people 
of  Heligoland  are  entitled  to  total 
exemption  from  Naval  Service.  By  the 
10th  Article  of  the  Treaty  under  which 
Heligoland  was  capitulated,  they  bad 
full  privilege  of  exemption .;  indeed, 
they  enjoyed  at  that  time  higher 
privileges  than  Englishmen,  who  were 
subject  to  the  press  gang  system.  The 
Heligolanders  have  behaved  well  towards 
us  during  the  interval,  and  thoir  vested 
interests  and  rights  should  be  now 
guarded  to  them  under  this  Agreement, 
unless  we  are  entirely  under  the  thumb 
of  the  Germans — perhaps  we  are. 

(6.2.)  Mb.  BRYCE:  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  not  divide  on  this  Amend- 


ment.    We  have  made  our  protest,  and 
it  seems  unnecessary  to  divide. 

Me.  ATKINSON:  My  Amendment 
was  moved  with  the  object  of  carrying 
out  the  Agreement,  but  having  reijard 
to  the  assurance  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  that  the  Government  will  do 
all  they  can,  I  beg  to  withdraw  that 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdmwn. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  wish  now  to 
move  my  Amendment — 

"  Provided  Clause  3   be   bo  amended  na  to  ] 
include   esemptioo  from  Naval   anil    Military 
Service  .children  born  of  nitive  Heligol^inder* 
within    iO    years    after  th«    ctaaion   o<    the 
isluud." 

Though  a  more  moderate  Amendment,  it 
is  more  substantial  than  that  of  the  hon. 
Memter  for  Boston,  because  the  natives 
would  now  be  more  liable  to  Military 
than  Naval  Service.  I  do  not  sny  tha^  I 
we  are  lx)und  to  keep  the  Heligolander* 
for  ever  from  the  German  Empire,  but  I 
think  the  limit  of  20  years,  which  I 
propose,  is  a  reasonable  time.  When  th& 
German  Emperor  sees  that  such  a  mild 
Amendment  has  passed  through  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  when  he  remcm» 
bers  that  he  only  loses  about  10  men  a 
year,  I  have  no  doubt  he  will  accept  the 
proposition. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  In.  after  the  word  "Act," 
tu  insert  the  words  *'  Provided  that  clause  three 
oi  article  twelve  set  forth  in  the  Schedule  be  so 
amended  as  to  indudo  in  the  exenipiioD  from 
military  and  naval  service  the  children  bom  of 
native  Ueligolanders  within  twenty  years  after 
the  cession  of  the  island. "  —  (Cafo»»/  Xatan.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(6.5.)  Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  it  is 
al>8olutoly  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  accept  this  Amendment. 
Very  large  privileges  have  been  secured 
to  the  people  of  Heligoland,  and  these 
conditions  have  been  guaranteed  toth*. 
German  Government.  Let  us  consider' 
what  they  are.  Every  person  now  in 
Heligoland  will  be  exempted  from 
compulsory  service,  and  he  may  also, 
if  he  chooses,  opt  for  British  nation- 
ality, which  would  extend  to  his 
children  and  his  grand  children.  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  House  does  not 
wish  to  put  the  Government  in  such 
uuwortby  position  as  to  go  back  to 
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German  Emperor  to  ask  for  this  con- 
aidenition. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  am  perfectly 
astonished  to  hear  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  talking  about 
what  is  unworthy.  It  would  I)e 
most  unworthy  not  to  ask  for  this 
condition  in  the  Agreement,  and  the 
whole  of  Earope  and  America  would 
think  it  very  shameful  on  our  part  if  we 
■did  not  ask  for  it.  On  what  autliority 
does  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  say  that  the  Heligolanders  aru 
satisfied  1  Though  he  speaks  tmthfull}', 
yet  he  is  liable  to  commit  a  great 
inaccuracy  on  the  present  occasion,  and 
I  believe  he  would  find  evidence  not  so 
absolutely  aflRrmative  as  he  thinks 

Mr.  ISAACSON  (Tower  Hamlets): 
The  law  has  been  that  children  bom  in 
country  that  has  been  ceded  after  the 

nature  to  the  Treaty,  are  not  entitled 
to  the  nationality  of  their  parents. 
That  was  laid  down  some  years  ago  in  a 
case  in  which  I  was  very  much  inter- 
ested, and  where  the  children,  born  of 
English  parents  in  Hanover,  were  not, 
after  the  signature  to  the  Treaty  of 
cession,  allowed  to  vote  at  elections  in 
this  country. 

Dk.  CLARK:  I  take  my  standpoint 
on  common  sense.  The  Heligolanders 
have  18  months  further  to  choose, 
and  if  they  elect  to  become  German 
subjects,  they  have  a  right  to  bear  the 
burdens  which  are  imposed  on  other 
German  subjects.  If  they  desire  to  be 
English  subjects,  then  before  the  Ist 
January,  1892,  they  can  choose  to  be 
British  subjects.  Everything  the  Go- 
vernment could  ask  has  been  asked,  and 
they  ought  not  to  ask  for  any  further 
privileges. 

Mb.  Mac  NEILL  :  1  would  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
tone  he  has  adopted  does  not  tend 
to  facilitate  discussion,  that  we  are 
making  a  disgraceful  bargain,  and  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  no 
reference  to  that  fact.  We  are  giving 
■up  everything  for  nothing,  so  let  us  not 
hear  that  this  is  an  Imperial  bargain. 

(6.10.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  68;  Noes  191.— (Div.  List,  No. 
206.) 

(6.20.)  Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  Mj,  Courtney,  I  wish  to  move  an 
Amendment,  which  I  venture  to  think 
Sir  J.  Fergutton 


will  be  accepted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  Amendment  I  wish 
to  move  is,  iu  line  1 7,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  that  appears  to  Her  Majesty."  I 
think  that  all  the  w^ords  after  the  word 
"Act,"  in  line  15,  are  really  unnecessary 
on  the  theory  of  the  Bill  which  was 
laid  before  the  House  the  other  night  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General,  who  gave  to  my  mind 
the  best  explanation  that  has  been 
afforded  of  this  Agreement.  It  is  really 
a  conveyance,  and  nothing  bnt  a  convey- 
ance, of  this  island  to  the  Emperor  of 
Germany.  The  Emperor  of  Germany  is 
advised  by  very  able  jurists,  who  know 
that  the  Sovereign  power  in  England  is 
not  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  bnt  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  of  which  Her 
ilajesty  is  the  head.  I  can  conceive 
that  it  has  been  said  to  the  German 
Kmperor  that  the  reserved  power  of  the 
British  Parliament  cast  a  sort  of  cloud 
njwn  his  title  to  Heligoland,  and  that  it 
was  prudent  for  him  to  ask  that  the 
assent  of  Parliament  be  specifically  given 
to  this  Instrument.  That,  I  think,  to 
be  in  sulwtance  the  view  of  the  Attorney 
General.  I  must  say  it  is  a  very  tenable 
view,  and  one  which  removes  all  con- 
stitutional objections  which  have  been 
taken  to  it  If  that  is  the  real  purport 
of  this  Agreement,  I  venture  to  think 
that  the  Act  itself  ought  to  be  restricted 
bo  this  specific  purpose  of  the  conveyance. 
If  1  am  right  the  Act  is  a  mere  instru- 
ment by  which  Parliament  is  co-pro- 
prietor of  this  island  ;  and,  therefore,  it 
seems  to  me  that  these  words,  although 
unnecessary,  from  my  point  of  view,  are 
harmless.  But  there  is  one  phrase 
which  appears  to  me  distinctly  objection- 
able, and  that  is  the  phrase  "that  appears 
to  Her  Majesty."  As  a  matter  of  law 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  Her  Majesty 
has  ^wwer  to  direct  that  which  is  neces- 
sary for  the  proper  carrying  out  of  this 
provision.  But  I  submit  that  the  sub- 
section goes  further  than  that,  and  that 
it  gives  to  Her  Majesty  the  power  to 
do  everything  that  seems  to  Her 
Majesty  to  be  necessary.  Now,  that 
is  a  different  thing.  Of  course,  I  am 
entitled  to  take  extreme  cases  in  arguing 
against  those  words,  and  although  I  do  not 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  the  power 
would  be  in  any  way  abused,  neverthe- 
less the  words,  literally  construed,  would 
grant  powers  which  this  House  could  not 
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for  one  moment  sanction.  I  mean  that 
the  discretionary  power  contained  in  this 
phrase  would  make  it  legal  for  Her 
Majesty  to  do  that  which  would  other- 
wise be  illegal. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
17,  to  leave  out  the  words  "that  appears 
to  Her  Majesty." — {Mr.  E.  RoherUon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•(6.27).  SibJ.FERGUSSON  :  Ithink  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  see  that 
the  words  are  necessary  in  order  to  give 
Her  Majesty  a  certain  amount  of  dis- 
cretion in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament.  Her  Majesty 
takes  such  steps  as  may  bo  advised  to  be 
necsssary  by  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  upon  whose  discretion  the  res- 
ponsibility rests.  It  is  a  common  form, 
and  not  mere  surplusage.  It  does  no 
more  than  leave  with  the  Executive 
Government  the  discretion  and  respon- 
sibility. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries):  I  do  not 
know  that  it  is  a  very  important  point 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
raised,  though  it  seems  to  rao  that  he  is 
right.  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is  a 
common  form,  though  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  more  familiar  with 
the  subject  than  I  am.  The  point  is  a 
very  short  one.  It  is,  whether  Parlia- 
ment has  the  right  to  give  the  Crown  a 
discretionary  power.  It  appears  to  me 
that  Parliament  might  take  a  very 
different  view  to  the  Crown  of  what  is 
necessary  and  proper.  Unles.s  the  phrase 
is  a  common  form,  I  do  not  think  it  will 
do  any  harm  to  eliminate  it. 

Me.  mac  NEILL  :  In  what  Statute 
or  series  of  Statutes  does  this  common 
form  appear  ?     I  am  not  aware  of  it. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst, 
Chatham)  :  These  words  leave  it  to 
the  Crown  to  judge  what  is  necessary 
and  projier.  If  they  were  omitted,  the 
Treaty  would  have  to  be  carried  out 
under  the  Courts  of  Law — a  course  which 
would  be  rather  inconvenient. 

Me.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  —  he  will  excuse 
me  if  I  say  and  "  learned  Gentle- 
man,"— has  really  given  a  reason  why 
the  Amendment  should  be  accepted. 
The   test  to  be  applied  now  would  be 


the  Common  Law.  Under  the  Bill  as  it  is 
drawn  it  would  be  a  complete  answer  to 
an  (tction  to  produce  a  declaration  from 
Hur  Majesty's  Government  that  it 
appeared  to  them  to  be  necessai'v  or 
proper.  I  apprehend  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  conceded  all  the  substance 
of  our  contention. 

(6.31.)  SrE  J.  GORST:  Formerly  the 
doctrine  was  that  the  Crown  could  do  no 
wrong.  According  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  the  Crown  can  be 
sued,  and  therefore  can  do  wrong.  The 
words  imply  no  doubt  that  the  Crown 
must  be  the  judge  of  wliat  is  right  in 
carrying  out  the  Act. 

SiK  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  have  not  the- 
same  implicit  faith  in  the)  lawyers  as  my 
hon.  Friend  has,  and  I  think  it  would  be- 
very  objectionable  indeed  to  throw  the- 
whole  matter  into  the  cr-ucible  of  the  I^aw 
Courts.  I  feel  bound  to  vote  against  th& 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  I 
atiiiid  jwirt  of  the  Bill." 

(6.34.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  am 
very  glad  indeed  that  the  clause  stands 
na  it  does,  and  that  due  consideration 
has  been  given  to  the  inhabitants.  But 
Heligoland  is  not  the  only  island  whoso 
wishes  and  feelings  should  be  consulted. 
There  is  another  island  which  ought  to 
ho  consulted,  and  that  is  the  island  of 
Great  Britain.  We  are  not  bound  to 
keep  on  inconvenient  and  dangerous 
possession  if  there  are  good  reasons  for 
giving  it  up.  We,  who  advocated  the 
cession  of  Heligoland  earlier  in  the- 
Session,  have  been  accused  of  desiring  to 
give  it  up  for  sentimental  reasons. 
Nothing  of  the  kind.  Wo  desire  to  give 
it  up  because  it  will  bo  better  for  the 
country  t<i  be  -without  it.  Much  has 
been  said  about  the  constitutional 
argument.  I  am  one  of  those  sacrilegious 
persons  who  do  not  care  much  about  the- 
Constitution,  and  I  am  glad  to  have  this 
thing  done  in  any  way  in  which  it  caa 
be  done. 

(6.36.)  Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  I  move  to 
reject  the  clause  altogether.  We  have  not 
got  the  consent  of  the  people  to  this  ces- 
sion. That  consent  would  be  usual.  We 
have  been  acting  on  the  consent  ot 
Parliament  in  a  case  in  which  the  con- 
sent of  Parliament  was  never  asked 
before.  We  say  this  is  an  in-yasion  of  the 
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prerogative,  aud  that  it  is  also  an  invasion 
of  the  just  rights  of  the  jjeople.  This 
clause  is  vicious,  because,  in  the  first 
place  the  executive  and  legislative  func- 
tions are  jumbled  up,  and  extoutive 
functions  ore,  for  the  first  time,  given  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  Another  objec- 
tion is  that  you  are  entering  upon  this 
matter  hap-hazard.  On  the  4th  of  June 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  tho  Colonies  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms)  asked  why  we  sliould  cede 
Heligoland  to  Germany,  ,ind  said  we 
might  as  well  cede  Gibraltar  to  Spain 
and  the  Channel  Islands  to  France.  How 
have  mattere  altered  since  then  ?  They 
have  not  altered  at  all  except  that, 
through  the  working  of  some  power 
with  which  we  are  not  acquainted,  the 
Government  have  completely  reversed 
their  position  on  the  question.  We  get 
no  consideration  for  this  cession.  This 
Agreement,  from  beginning  to  end,  is 
illusory.  The  main  features  have  been 
fully  disenssed,  but  it  is  well  allusion 
should  be  made  to  the  words  "  the  native 
laws  and  customs  now  existing  will,  as 
far  as  pos.sible,  remain  undisturbed." 
That  shows— I  scarcely  like  to  say  the 
mdajlden — the  insincerity  of  the  Agree- 
ment. Who  is  to  judge  whether  tho 
laws  sliall  remain  in  foi-ce?  The  Ger- 
mans are  to  be  the  judges,  and  the 
words  "  as  far  as  possible  "  are  introduced 
simply  to  blind  the  people  of  England 
when  giving  up  to  the  German  Govern- 
ment full  jurisdiction  over  the  righta 
and  privileges  of  the  Heligolanders.  Yon 
are  doing  on  act  of  injustice  to  the 
jjoor  and  defenceless,  while  you  are  truck- 
ling to  the  great.  You  have  no 
right  to  surrender  tliis  i.sland  as 
long  as  the  isl  inders,  who  have  grown 
op  under  your  protection,  do  not 
chof'Se  to  surrender  it,  or  have  not  given 
their  consent. 

(6.42.)  ^iR.  R.  T.  RBID:  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  Government  have  done 
one  good  thing,  and  that  is  they  have 
introduced  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  this  cession.  I  cannot  at 
all  assent  to  tho  view  that  it  is  to  the 
interest  of  Parliament  that  these  transac- 
tions should  be  carried  through  by  the 
use  of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
without  consulting  Parhament.  I  hope 
there  will  not  always  be  the  difficulty  in 
one  branch  of  the  Legislature  wliioh 
Liberals  have  always  had  to  encoonter, 
Mr.  Mac  Neill 


and  I  am  sure  that  it  is  to  tho  interest 
of  the  freedom  of  the  countr}-  at  large 
that  such  measures  as  this  should  be  em- 
bodied in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  I  am 
sorry,  on  other  grounds,  the  leaders  of 
tho  Libei-al  Party  have  not  seen  their 
way  to  take  any  part  in  opposition  to  this 
Bill.  I  believe  it  will  be  found  that  this 
Bill  is  objectionable  in  many  ways. 
Certainly,  to  my  mind,  it  is  objectionable 
in  two  ways.  When  this  subject  was 
discussed  in  Juno  last  the  Ministers  re- 
presenting the  Crown  got  up  in  this 
House  aud  used  very  strong  language 
indeed  against  the  suggestion  tliat 
Heligoland  should  be  given  up  to  Ger- 
many. That  took  place  at  the  very 
time  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  actually  intriguing  for  tho  purpose 
of  ceding  Heligoland  to  tho  German  Em- 
peror. It  is  a  piece  of  gross  indignity 
to  the  House  of  Commons  that  we  should 
be  treated  with  such  an  entire  want  of 
consideration.  I  also  think  that  the 
matter  itself  of  the  Treaty  is  not  so  light 
as  some  hon.  Gentlemen  appear  to  think. 
We  are  surrendering  territory  in  Europe. 
Often  hitherto  we  have  surrendered 
territory  in  India ;  but  India  stands  on 
its  own  baais.  But  we  arc  curiously 
situated  all  over  the  world  with  regard 
to  territory.  There  are  islands  and 
provinces  belonging  to  this  country  all 
over  tho  world,  where  we  have  contracts 
with  various  foreign  Powers.  Hitherto 
no  foreign  Power  has  endeavourcil  to 
make  the  cession  of  territory  by 
us  to  them  the  basis  of  any  tran- 
sactions between  na.  I  do  not  know 
how  long  that  state  of  things  will  con- 
tinue when  it  is  seen  that  the  cession  of 
Eurojiean  territory  can  bo  inado  the  sub- 
ject of  a  bai^in  in  the  time  of  prt)found 
jieace.  I  am  afraid  tho  precedent  ■will  not 
be  useful  to  the  interests  of  tho  oonntry. 
We  may  have  serious  difficulties  with 
France  that  may  raise  the  question  of 
the  possession  of  the  Channel  Islands. 
Spain  may  raise  a  question  with  regard 
to  Gibraltar.  I  might  amplify  this 
argument,  but  it  is  unnecessary  to  do  so. 
But  I  feel  it  is  difficult  to  blame  the 
Government  when  those  whom  I  had 
hoped  would  have  assisted  us  in  this 
matter  have  not  been  able  to  soe  their 
way  to  do  so.  I  must  assume  that 
Statesmen  of  experience  are  likely  to 
take  a  different  view  to  myself,  but  as  I 
entertain   the   views  I   have  expressed. 
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I  thouglit  it  only  right  that  I  sbould  state 
them  tt-mperately  to  the  Committee. 

(G.47.)  Mr.'LABOUCHERE:  I  cannot 
undL-r.^tand  wliy  several  of  my  hen. 
Friends  shoald  be  so  entbusinstic  as 
to  the  right  of  the  Heligoianders  to 
belong  to  this  country,  and  as  to  their 
allegiancu  not  being  passed  from  one 
country  to  another  without  their  absolute 
assent,  wiiile  they  welcome  all  the 
annexations  that  take  place  in  Africa. 
It  seems  to  me  the  men  of  Africa  and 
Europe  stand  precisely  in  the  same 
[)osition.  By  this  Treaty  we  get  certain 
possessions  in  Africa,  wo  practically 
annex  them  without  in  any  way  asking' 
for  a  jili!bi»cite  of  the  Africans,  without 
asking  for  their  consent.  What  right 
have  we  to  do  this,  and  why  do  not  hon. 
Gentlemen  complain  of  it  or  protest 
against  it  ?  Why  are  they  so  exceedingly 
zealous  with  regai-d  to  the  asjiirations, 
or  the  supjxised  aspirations,  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Heligoland  to  remivin 
British  subjects?  Lfpon  one  point  I 
entirely  agree  with  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  that  is  the  monstrous  cha- 
racter of  the  notion  of  He!  Majesty's 
Government.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  smiles  ;  he  is  so  accustomed  to 
treat  us  in  this  monstrous  fashion  that 
he  laughs  if  we  protest.  I  cannot  help 
pointing  out  how  monstrous  is  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  this  case. 
In  June  la.st  wo  t<X)k  the  liberty  to 
suggest  that  we  should  not  be  exceed- 
ingly sorry  if  we  parted  company  with 
Heligoland,  ceased  to  pay  a  Governor  of 
the  island,  and  ceased  to  incur  the 
liability  of  being  obliged  to  defend 
Heligoland  in  the  case  of  n  Eurc>pean 
war.  Hon.  Gentlemen  denounced  us  as 
unpatriotic  and  revolutionary.  What  is 
remarkable  is  that  at  that  very  moment 
Lord  Salisbury  was  treating  with  a 
Foreign  Power  for  the  cession  of 
Heligoland.  What  does  all  this  disclose  ? 
Why  the  great  evil  of  the  Prime  Minister 
not  being  a  Member  of  this  House,  and 
the  still  greater  evil  of  a  noble  Peer,  not 
a  Member  of  this  House,  being  not  only 
Prime  Minister  but  Minister  for 
Foreign  Aflairs.  Under  present  circum- 
stances it  is  impossible  that  we  can  have 
any  reasonable  control  over  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  [The  Chair- 
man ;  Order  !]  I  gather  you  think  I  am 
travelling  beyond  the  question,  therefore 
I  will  not   pursue  the  matter.     But  I 


hope  my  words  will  weigh  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  tliey  will 
consider  well  and  ponder  over  any  future 
arrangements,  and  that  they  will  let  us 
have  the  Prime  Minister  in  this  House, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  and  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs  separate  individualities. 

*(6.52.)  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The 
hon.  Membei-s  for  Dumfries  and  North- 
ampton have  spoken  of  the  gross  inconsis- 
tency of  theGovernmont  resisting  in  June 
last  the  proposed  cession  of  Heligoland, 
and  in  now  submitting  a  Bill  to  sanction 
the  cession.  The  difference  between 
the  position  at  that  time  and  the  present 
position  is  so  obvious  that  it  is  quite  un- 
necessary for  mo  to  explain  it. 

Mn.  R.  T.  RKID  :  The  Government  not 
only  resisted  the  Motion,  but  denounced 
the  injustice  and  folly  of  surrendering 
Heligoland  under  any  circumstances. 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  This  is  not  a 
matter  raised  for  the  first  time.  This 
matter  was  brought  forward  some  years 
ago,  when  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  pointed  out  how  unjust 
it  would  be  to  hand  over  the  people  to 
another  State  where  they  would  be 
subject  to  onerous  obligations  from  which 
they  wei-e  then  free.  It  would  have 
been  a  strong  ground  of  attack  and  com- 
plaint against  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment if  provisions  had  net  been  iiitro 
duced  into  tlie  Treaty  to  give  relief  to 
the  Heligolanders.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  was  willing  to  give  over 
Heligoland,  and  without  an  equivalent. 
Ma.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  never  said  so. 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  There  was 
cleai'ly  no  question  last  Juno  of  an 
equivalent  for  the  cession  of  Heligoland, 
and  there  was  then  no  question  of  im- 
munities for  the  Heligohindera.  Even 
if  at  that  time  the  cession  had  been 
determined  upon — and  it  hiyi  not — is  it 
not  evident  that  it  would  have  been  in 
the  highest  degi'ee  impolitic  to  have 
acceded  to  such  a  Motion  in  the  midst  of 
pending  negotiations. 

(6.56.)  Siu  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  am 
totally  unable  to  understand  why  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  says 
that  in  June  it  was  proposed  to  give  up 
Heligoland  without  an  equivalent.  I 
had  the  honour  of  raising  the  question 
in  June,  and  I  alluded  to  the  fact  that 
negotiations  regarding  Africa  were  then 
going  on,  and  I  suggested  that  Heligo- 
land might  be   traded  away   in   those 
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negotiations.  Later  on  in  the  Debate 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Galway 
emphasised  that  view.  No  doubt,  negotia- 
tions were  necessary,  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  a  responsible  man  of 
the  Government,  we  should  complain  that 
he  not  only  refused  to  accept  our  Motion, 
but  used  the  strongest  language  in  re- 
gard to  the  utter  folly  and  absurdity  of 
people  who  made  any  such  projwsal. 

•(6.57.)  Mk.  CHANNING  :  My  hon. 
Friend  has  established  his  case  and 
clearly  shown  that  the  Ministry  and  the 
Tory  Party  in  this  transaction  have 
walked  humbly  and  meekly  under 
the  Caudino  Forks  in  adopting  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Kirkcaldy  and  Mid  Cork.  We 
can  trace  plainly  enough  what  has  been 
the  origin  of  this  proposal.  If  we  look 
back  we  find  that  the  Ionian  Islands 
cession  -was  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  English  Government  wished  to 
strengthen,  and  strengthen  in  a 
righteous  way,  the  power  of  the  young 
King  of  Greece,  but  I  venture  to  say 
that  when  the  historian  reiMrda  these 
events,  he  will  say  that  the  feeblest  and 
flabbiest  Foreign  Minister  who  has  ever 
held  power  in  this  country  deliberately 
handed  over  one  of  the  European  posses- 
sions of  the  Crown,  to  gratify  the  vanity 
and  increase  the  pride  of  the  young 
German  Emperor.  Resistance  to  this 
Bill  is  not  merely  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  wish  of  the  Heligolanders  sliould  bo 
respected,  but  I  do  think  that  the  impi>rt- 
antopinions  which  Imve  been  expressed  by 
the  highest  authorities  on  the  strategic 
value  of  the  island  to  Germany  deserve 
fuller  consideration  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  than  they  have  received. 
Admiral  Von  Werner,  one  of  the  greatest 
naval  authorities  in  Germany,  has  said 
recently  in  an  article  in  the  German 
Press  that  the  cession  of  Heligoland 
amounts  to  a  subsidy  of  more  than  10 
or  1 2  million  marks  a  year  to  Germany, 
and  will  enable  Germany  to  set  free  10 
to  15  battleships  for  operations  else  where. 
If  that  is  the  measure  of  the  gift  which 
has  been  given  to  the  German  Emperor, 
for  dyna.stic  and  not  Imperial  reasons,  I 
might  almost  say  for  family  reasons, 
history  will  record  that  the  Prime 
Minister  has  not  been  the  happiest  and 
the  most  firm  of  Foreign  Miuit>ters.  I 
am  reminded  of  the  remark  Prince 
Bismarck  once  made  of  the  Prime 
Sir  G.  Campbell 


Minister — "  Lord  Salisbury  is  a  bending 
reed,  painted  to  look  like  a  bar  of  iron  " 
— and  I  think  these  events  prove  tha 
correctness  of  the  opinion  of  Priuca 
Bismarck. 

(7.3.)  Db.  TANNER:  I  desire  to 
point  out  that  tlie  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  to  refuse  tha 
salary  of  the  Governor  of  Heligoland 
was  upon  the  Paper  some  time  before 
the  Vote  came  up  in  Supply  on  the  4tb 
June.  Why  was  not  the  right  hon; 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stata 
for  Foreign  Affairs  prepared  to  du  hia 
duty  to  the  House  ?  He  was  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the'  Foreign  Office,  and,  pre- 
sumably, was  in  communication  with  tha 
Premier.  Ho  had  ample  opportunity  of 
going  to  the  Premier,  and  of  finding  ont 
wliat  was  being  done  with  regarfl  t<j 
Heligoland.  1  feel  for  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  the  humiliating  position  tha 
Premier  put  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
Personally,  I  am  delighted  that  Heligo- 
land is  going  to  be  given  up.  I  tried  oa 
two  or  three  occasions  to  bring  the  matter 
forward,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  that  tlia, 
present  Premier,  although  not  always  of 
our  way  of  thinking,  has,  at  least, 
adopted  the  suggestion  of  a  luimbla 
Irish  Nationalist.  1  shall  certainly  giv» 
my  vote  most  heartily  in  support  of  Hep 
Majesty's  Government. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  have  put  down 
an  Amendment  to  this  clause,  and  also 
to  the  Preamble,  with  the  object  of 
limiting  the  Bill  to  a  cognisance  of  the 
Heligoland  cession,  but,  on  consideratioD, 
1  think  it  is  a  good  thing  that  Agree- 
ments like  the  Anglo-German  Agreement 
should  be  brought  within  the  cognisance 
of  Parliament.  I  will  not  move  the 
Amendment,  but  will  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  the  Motion  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing to  make  some  general  observations. 

Db.  CLARK :  The  Amendment  re- 
ferred to  is  one  I  am  able  to  support ;  and 
if  my  hon.  Friend  does  not  move  it,  I 
will.  If  the  Amendment  is  accepted,  I 
shall  not  be  compelled  to  vote  against 
tho  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill.  I 
thoroughly  approve  of  tho  Heligoland 
cession,  but  I  very  strongly  disapprove 
of  the  Anglo-German  Agreement.  Aa 
to  South  Africa,  the  Government  have 
been  humbugged  by  the  Germans. 
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Atnenflment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
19,  to  leave  out  the  words  "Anglo- 
Oerman  Agreement"  and  insert  "  Heli- 
goland Cession." — (Lh:   Clark.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  Anglo- 
German  Agreement '  stand  part  of  the 
■Clause,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Schedule. 

•Mh  BRYCE  :  It  deserves  remark 
that  the  Government  have  committed 
the  strangebreach  of  diplomatic  regularity 
and  correctness  of  phrase  of  speaking  of 
Emperor  William  as  the  Emperor  of 
Germany,  while  his  proper  title  is  the 
German  Emperor.  The  title  is  one  which 
-was  deliberately  adopted,  for  strong, 
political,  and  historical  reasons,  when  the 
present  Germjin  Empire  was  estiiLlisbed. 

•Sra  J.  FERGUS.SON:  The  title 
*'  Emperor  of  Germauj-  "  was  used  by 
the  desire  of  the  German  Foreign  OflGce. 
"  German  Emperor  "  is  the  title  which 
•will  be  employed  in  this  country. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

•J.ll.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  1  hope 
the  House  will  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read 
a  third  time.  The  Bill  has,  I  think, 
been  very  fully  discussed,  and  there  are 
very  few  questions  tliat  can  be  left  to 
be  raised  upon  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third 
time." 

(7.12.)  SiE  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  Bill  being  read  a 
third  time  ;  but  when  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  says  the  Bill  lias  been  fully 
discussed  in  all  its  aspects,  I  must 
differ  from  him  entirely.  For  the 
first  two  days  almost  the  whole  of  our 
time  was  devoted,  not  to  the  morits  or  de- 
merits of  the  Bill,  but  to  a  high  constitu- 
tional question  connected  with  the  Bill, 
and  raised  by  a  great  authority  in  this 
House,  and  those  of  us  who  took  an 
interest  in  the  matters  in  the  Bill  itself 
had  no  opportunity  of  speaking.  On 
the  second  night  of  Debate,  when  we 
were  approaching  the  Bill  itself,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  again  raised  the  constitutional 
question.     Although   I  do  not  wish  to 
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detain  the  House  at  length,  I  wish  to 
make  a  few  observations,  not  in  reference 
to  Heligoland,  which  has  been  well  dis- 
cussed, but  upon  those  matters  which 
yon.  Sir,  have  ruled  to  be  in  order,  the 
equivalent  for  Heligoland  in  Africa.  I 
am  not  altogether  satisfied  with  the 
bargain  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
made,  for  1  think  they  have  got  too 
much  for  Heligoland,  too  large  a  slice 
of  Africa.  It  seems  to  me  that  our 
pnsition  with  Heligoland  is  something 
like  that  of  a  man  who  has  a  horse  in 
his  stable — absolutely  useless  to  him — 
"  eating  his  head  off,"  and  he  puts  him 
in  the  market,  willing  to  take  a  few 
shillings  from  a  knacker,  and  with  the 
chance  nf  somebody  taking  a  fancy  to  the 
animal  and  giving  a  good  price  for  him, 
and  is  fortunate  to  secure  this  purchaser. 
I  am  not  going  to  find  fault  with  the 
Agreement.  I  regret  the  observations 
winch  have  tended  to  encourage  the  im- 
pression that  in  this  matter  we  have  tried 
to  enter  into  a  special  alliance  with  Ger- 
many to  conciliate  the  German  Emperor. 
In  my  view,  it  would  be  most  undesir- 
able to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  I  wish 
for  amicable  arrangements,  not  only 
with  Germany,  but  with  France,  and  with 
all  other  nations.  In  justice  to  the  Foreign 
Secretary  and  Under  Secretary,  I  do  not 
think  that  they  are  open  to  the  accusa- 
tion that  they  have  at  all  truckled  to  Ger- 
many ;  they  have  not  got  into  trouble  with 
their  own  Jingo  followers  as  in  reference 
to  the  New  Hebrides.  I  thing  we  have, 
to  a  certain  extent,  got  too  much  of 
Africa,  more  than  is  good  for  us.  In 
exchange  for  a  useless  horse  we  have 
got  a  sort  of  elephant,  as  it  were,  not  a 
white  one  exactly,  but  a  wild  one,  and 
which  requires  catching.  I  am  a  little 
uneasy  about  this  huge  tract  of  Africa 
in  exchange  for  a  little  island  we  were 
ready  enough  to  get  rid  of  at  any  price. 
I  am  somewhat  uneasy,  too,  not  as 
regards  the  actual  delimitation  made  by 
the  Agreement,  but  in  regard  to  special 
words  used  that  carry  our  minds  down 
to  the  confines  of  Egypt.  We  thought 
the  limit  of  Egypt  was  Wady  Haifa,  but 
a  dangerous  question  is  suggested  by  the 
words  and  raised  already  by  the  African 
Company,  whether  they  mean  we  are  to 
extend  our  infiuence  all  round  and  take 
in  not  only  the  equatorial  provinces  of 
Emin  Posha,  but  even  Khartoum.  I 
have  heard  that  Nnbar  Paeha  has  ex« 
2  Q 
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pressed  his  surprise  that  wo  shonld  be 
seeking  to  come  from  the  South-East  to 
occupy  that  very  equatorial  country  \re 
formerly   divested   ourselves   of.     I    do 
g.hope    that   Her   Majesty's   Government 
t  'will  give  us  to  understand  that  we  are  not 
going  to  take  under  our  control  the  whole 
of  these  vast  provinces  of  Africa  which 
we  are  at  liberty  to  control,   so   far  as 
Germany  is  concerned,  under  this  Agree- 
ment. I  thin  k  we  ought  to  have  some  con  - 
sideration  for  that  noble  ally  of  ours — Italy 
— and  come  to  an  agreement  with  Italy 
whieh  will  leave  ample  scope  for  Italian 
energy  and  genius  tin  Africa.    I  do  hope 
that  the  desire  to  conciliate  Jingo  votes 
will  not  lead  Her  Majesty's  Government 
into  imprudence.     I  am  nfraid  the  word- 
ing of  the  Agreement  will  be  construfd 
into  support  of  the  extravagant  claims  of 
those  Jingo  gentlemen  who  think  enor- 
mous additions  of  African  territory  are 
gfiven   to  the  Chartered  Companies.     I 
see  the  advocates  of   the  East   African 
Company  claim  that  750  square  milts  of 
territory  have  been  given  to  them.     But 
who  has  given  this  to  them  t     We  have 
made  limitations  as   between  ourselves 
and  Germany,  but  I  see  nothing  in  these 
limitations   which    gives   these  Afrinm 
Companies  any   right  to  acquire    equa- 
torial   provinces   and    the    country    up 
to     Khartoum.      I    see     one    advocate 
claims   that  the   country  from  Wadelai 
np  to  the  Congo  State  is  thrown  open 
to   them.       But    licence    to  grab   land 
in  this  way  bae  not  been  confirmed  by 
Parliament,  and  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment ia  surely  required.     No  doubt  we 
shall  be  told  that  certain  territories  have 
been  acquired  by  Mr.  Stanley,  who  has 
made  over   certain    Treaties.      In    this 
respect,  I  think,  when  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tlie  Member  for 
Mid     Lothian     coma     to      be     studied 
in   the    interior    of    Africa,   as    I    am 
sure     they     are     iu    all     civilised   and 
uncivihsed    countries,   they   may    cause 
great  alarm.     I  understand  that  African 
lawyers  have  an  opinion  that  their  chiefs 
have  not  the  power  to  make  away  with 
territories   for  a  few   bottles  of  rum  or 
gin.     I   am  given    to    understand   thut 
under  the  Constitutional  Law  of  Africa, 
those  who  have  acquired  territory  under 
Treaties  with  pretended  chiefs  have  no 
real  title  until   the  Treaty  is  contirined 
by  an  African  Parliament  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  African  people.     I  have 
/Sir  G.  CavijMl 


not  the  least  doubt  that  the  consti 

tional  doctrine  of  this  country  nioy' 

misconstrued  as  applied  to  Africa,  • 

that    force    and   significance  aro   gii 

to    Treaties     which     are    utter     trt 

without    the    consent    of   this   Afri< 

Parliament.     The    East  African    Co 

[lany  makes  claim  to  enormous  territ< 

and  hopes  to  get   enormous  dividen 

but  have  they  sufficient  force  to  occu 

the  couiitry   and    maintain    duminifl 

Is  there  not  fear  of  their  being  drags 

into    too    great    resjwnsibilities  ?      ^ 

know  they  have  a  subscribed  capital 

£180,000,  the  dividend  upon  which  tt 

are  going  for  the  present  to  take  out 

philanthropy,  and  I  do  not  doubt  tl 

much  of  the  capital  was  subscribed  fr< 

motives  into  which  philanthropy  euh 

considei-ably ;    but     to     command    ^ 

develop  these  immense  regions,  millii 

of  money  are  required.     Where  is  t 

money  to  be  found  1     I  am  alarmed. 

the  manner  in  which  the  East  Afrio 

Company     rejoice     over      tliese     gn 

possessions  and  boast  of  their  own  c< 

cessions,   and   at   once   suggestions   i 

made  that  Her  Majesty's   Governma 

should  help  them  to  construct  a  railwj 

But  who  knows  the  physical  difficult] 

in   tie   way  ?     It  is  very  easy  to  ta 

a  small  map  of  Africa  and  say  we  w 

make  a  railway  from  that  point  to  th 

but  the   character    of    the    country 

almost  nuknown.     This    East    Afrio 

Company      have      not     reached    La 

Victoria    from    the   coast,  and    do  I 

know  what  the  country  is.     One  gent 

man,  I  understand,  has  found  his  w 

to  Lake  Victoria ;   but    as   he   has  s 

come  back   yet,   we   do  not  know   ti 

result  of  his  journey.     At   the  meeti 

of  the   company  the  other  day   it  w 

announced  that  he  had  to  cross  jxisi 

9,000  feet  high,  a  greater  height  than  t 

Alpine  railways  have  had  to  traverse.  I 

remember  rightly,  the  St.  Gothard  ai 

Mont  Cenis  passes  are  somewhere  abo 

7,000  feet  high,  and  this  nulway  talk 

of  with  a  light  heart  presents  ynormo; 

difficulties   in   a    mountainous    regit) 

I     am     ahu'med,      I      say,      when 

hear  the    company    suggest    pecunia 

assistance  fi-om   Her  Majesty's  Govei 

ment  to  assist  their  operations  in  tha 

vast  regions.     There  is  another  view 

the  case  some  of  my   hon.  Friends  ta 

very  strongly  ;  and  I  think  there  is  i 

doubt  that,  in  order  to  acquire,  I  will  a 
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iBay  the  right  to  territory,  but  between 
ourselves  and   Germany   large  huutingr 
grounds  in  the  North-Easterii  portion  of 
Africa,    we    have    made    perhaps    less 
Valuable  terms  in  South  Africa.     To  a 
I  certain  extent,  the  interests  of  the  South 
.African  jieople  have  been  sacrificed.     I 
do  not  sympnthise  with  the  Jingo  aspira- 
tions of  Cape  Colony  or  any  South  African 
Colony.      I   entirely  subscribe  to  what 
■was  said  by  the  Under  Secretary  in  this 
respect.     1  think  that  our  colonies  there 
have  quite  enough  to  do  to  look   after 
.their  own,  and  tliat  we  are  not  cidled  upon 
jto  make  large  acquisitions  of  territory  for 
their  gratificatiiin ;    but   I    must   say    I 
should  very  n;uch  prefer,  looking  at  our 
direct  route  to  India,  that  if  any  African 
Empire  is  to  bo  constituted  it  should  be 
in  the  South  rather  than  that  we  should 
enter  into  the  dangers  connected  with 
the    Northern    regions.      I    should    be 
satisfied  with  a  desire   to  establish    in 
the  South  an  Imjwrial  dominion  such  as 
that  in  India.    I  am  led  to  take  that  view 
by  the  perusal  of  the  small  book  in  regard 
to    Basutohuid.      We  know   that    Cape 
, Colony  undertook  to  manage  the   terri- 
tory and  failed,  and  got  defeated  by  the 
Basutos  ;  but  now   we  have  the  Rejiort 
showing  the  success  of  Imperial  manngo- 
meut.     I   believe  if  we  estabUabetl    an 
Imperial  dominion  in  the  South  it  would 
be  a  success,  but,  at   the  same  time,  I 
admit  there  are  very  grave   reasons  to 
doubtif  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
have   had   the   courage,  and,  therefore, 
I    sm    content    that    our    delimitation 
in  South  Africa    should    remain    what 
it  is.     Just  a  word  more  on  the  question 
of  Zanzibar.     I  believe  a   mistake    has 
,  been  made  in  the  wording  of  the  Treaty, 
and  tlrnt  not  sufficient  regard  has  been 
luid  to   the   sensitiveness  of  France   in 
connection  with  the  Treaty  of  1862.     I 
hope   it   maj'   be   merely   a    mattei     of 
wording,  but  I  could  have  wished  it  had 
l)een  made  clear  that  our  arrangement 
with   Germany   does   not   shut   out  an 
arrangement  with  France.     I  confess  it 
seems  to  mo  that  the  position  of  England 
and  Germany  towai-ds  Zanzibar  is  akin 
to   that    of    two    robbers,   who,    having 
stripped  a  man  of  all  that  belongs  to  him, 
discuss    who   .shall    protect   him.       We 
have  allowed  Germany  the  most  valnivble 
part  of  the  dominions  of  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar,   and  wo  take  the  remainder. 


As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Protectorate  of 
Zanzibar  resolves  itself  into  nothing  more 
than  a  Protectorate  of  those  two  islands. 
What  1  object  to  is  that  the  arrangement 
which  has  been  made  is  one  which  will 
entail  upon  tliis  country  enormous  re- 
sjwnsibilities  fraught  with  much  trouble 
and  difGculty,  and  from  wliich  we  shall 
derive  little  or  no  advantage.  I  think. 
Sir,  that  this  Bill  has  within  it  daa- 
gerous  responsibilities,  and  I,  for  one,  do 
not  feel  at  all  easy  with  regard  to  thp 
bargain  which  has  been  made. 

•(7.31.)  Mb.  BRYCE  :  I  do  not  intend 
on  this  occasion  to  repeat  the  observations 
that  1  have  made  upon  the  policy  of 
this  Agreement  in  the  Debate  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  But  I 
desire  to  ask  Uer  Majesty's  Government 
u  question  of  practical  importance  with 
regard  to  the  steps  that  have  been  taken 
to  preserve  Free  Trade  on  the  Zanzibar 
Coast.  By  the  Act  of  Berlin  of  1.SS5  a 
considerable  area,  not  only  on  the  West 
sideof  Africa, but alsoon  the  East.oxtend- 
ing  from  lat.  5"  N.,  to  the  mouth  of  the 
Zambesi  in  lat.  18"  S.,  was  dei^lared 
to  be  open  to  the  trade  of  all  iiivtions. 
And  the  8th  Article  of  the  present 
Agreement  constitutes  an  engagement 
as  between  England  and  Germany  in 
their  respective  spheres  to  prtimote 
complete  free  trade  as  contemplated  by 
the  Act  of  Berlin  in  all  those  p;»rts  of 
Africa  to  which  the  Agreement  applies 
and  to  which  the  Berlin  Act  applies. 
It  is  within  the  knowledge  of  the  House 
that  there  is  a  very  large  trade  between 
Zanzibar  and  British  India,  and  there  has 
been  considerable  alarm  among  our 
British  subjects  in  India  as  regards  the 
effect  of  the  cession  of  the  coast  line  by 
the  Sult»i.n  of  Zanzibar  to  Geimany.  The 
idea  entertained  among  tho  Briti.sh  India 
merchants,  and  also  among  merchants 
here,  is  that  it  will  be  in  the  power  of 
the  German  Government,  notwithstand- 
ing what  would  seem  to  bo  the  obvious 
meaning  of  tho  present  Agivement, 
to  establish  Customs  Houses  on  the 
East  Const  and  so  stop  freedom  of 
ti-ade  on  the  mainland  of  Africa.  Her 
M-ijesty's  Government  have  not  made 
any  decliiration  on  this  subject.  The 
question  I  put  to  them  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  has  not  been 
answered  by  them.  I  trust  we  shall,  on 
2  Q  2 
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this  occasion,  reoeire  a  satisfactory  i 
answer  on  this  point.  It  is  a  matter  of 
the  utmost  consequence  to  Englishmen 
and  to  OUT  fellow-subjects  in  India  tlmt 
there  should  be  the  fullest  freedom  of 
trade  on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa, 
all  protective  tariffs,  and  especially  all 
differential  rates,  being  forbidden ;  and  if 
we  can  only  obtain  from  the  Govern- 
ment an  absolute  guarantee  on  this  point, 
wo  shall  probably  be  less  disposed  to 
criticise  the  other  points  of  the  Agree- 
ment. 

(7.36.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  evening  distinctly  stated 
that  the  German  Foreign  Office 
bad  expressly  stipulated  that  in  the 
English  translation  of  the  Agreement 
-the  German  Emperor  should  be  called 
•the  Emperor  of  Germany.  The  right 
•hon.  Gentleman  must  have  been  under 
some  mistake  in  the  matter,  because  I 
have  iiever  yet  heard  of  a  potentate  who 
was  not  recognised  by  a  particular  title 
■in  his  own  country  assuming  that  title 
in  his  diplomatic  relations  with  foreign 
countries.  In  the  German  version  of 
the  Agreement  the  Emperor  is  called 
"  Der  Dautscher  Kaiser,"  which  moans 
the  German  Emperor,  and  he  is  not 
the  Emperor  of  Germany.  I  think  that 
a  Treaty  submitted  to  the  English  Parlia- 
ment for  its  approval  ought  to  Iw  an 
exact  translation  of  the  original.  We 
might  as  well  call  him  the  Emperor  of 
Tirabuctoo  as  the  Emperor  of  Germany, 
and  T  submit  that  we  ought  not  to  be 
called  upon  to  use  a  phrase  which  is 
simply  due  to  a  mistranslation  which 
has  taken  place  in  the  Foreign  Office. 

•(7.41.)  Sib  J.  FEBGU&SON :  I 
asfsure  the  hon.  Member  for  Northa.mpton 
that  I  have  been  jierfectly  right  in  what 
I  have  stated  ;  that  it  was  at  the  request 
of  the  German  Foreign  Office  that  the 
phrase  has  been  translated  "  the  Emperor 
of  Germany."  In  all  future  documents, 
AS  far  as  this  country  is  concerned,  the 
term  "  German  Emperor  "  will  be  used. 
As  to  freedom  of  trade,  no  doubt,  under 
the  new  arrangements,  some  of  the 
existing  mainland  commerce  will  be 
diverted  thi-o\igh  the  German  ports ; 
but  Her  Majesty's  Government  areassured 
that  the  Germans  will  gladly  welcome 
the  presence  of  British  Indians  in  those 
porta.  There  are  remarkable  facilities 
^fr.  Bryce 


for  trade  in  that  part  of  the  country,  and 
it  would  be  in  the  highest  degree  unwise, 
and  very  unlike  the  Germans,  if  they 
were  to  discourage  trade  coming  from 
any  legitimate  source.  I  hope  that  the 
East  Africa  Company  will  have  a  great 
future  before  them,  and  that  they  will 
not  risk  their  prosfwrity  by  offending 
against  the  prejudices  or  the  customs  of 
the  native  population. 

•(7.45.)  Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON 
(Suffolk,  Eye)  :  It  has  been  stated  that 
Free  Trade  through  the  German  sphere 
of  influence  has  not  been  obtained,  and 
apparently  it  will  not  be  possible  to  send 
goods  from  Lake  Tanganyika  to  the 
Victoria  Nyanza  without  their  having  to 
pass  through  German  territory,  and  being 
subject  to  whatever  dues  the  Germans 
may  impose. 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  There  will  be 
absol  nte  Free  Trade  between  Tanganyika 
and  the  Victoria  Nyanza. 

•Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON :  I  am  very 
glad  to  hear  that  that  is  the  case  ;  but  I 
think  that  in  addition  to  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  endeavour,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  secure  that  Free  Trade  should 
generally  prevail  throughout  the  German 
sphere  of  influence. 

(7.47.)  Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh, W.)  :  I  am  afraid  the  House  do«s 
not  fully  appreciate  the  observations  that 
have  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  with  regard  to  the  modiflcation 
of  the  Berlin  Act.  It  turns  out  that  one 
of  the  results  of  the  Agreement  is  that 
we  are  practically  shutting  up  a  large 
portion  of  the  interior  of  Africa,  which 
was  supposed  to  be  insured  to  English 
trade,  from  anything  in  the  shape  of  Free 
Trade  in  the  future.  We  have  obtained 
a  most  important  port  ou  the  East  Coast 
with  which  our  Indian  trade  is  prin- 
cipally connected,  but  the  value  of  that 
acquisition  will  be  materially  affected 
if  we  arc  to  he  deprived  of  the  opportunity 
of  Free  Tmde  with  the  interior  of 
Africa.  I  think  it  unfortunate  that 
this  point  did  not  crop  up  much  earlier 
in  this  discussion,  because  we  should 
have  elicited  fuller  and  more  complete 
explanations  than  we  are  likely  to  obtain 
at  the  present  moment 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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tended  ever  since  this  question  of  Local 
Government  and  Local  Finance  has  come 
under  the  review  of  Parlinment.  But  in 
order  that  the  Committee,  and  especially 
Buch  Members  as  may  not  have  followed 
the  course  of  Scottish  affivirs,  may 
understand  the  precise  present  posi- 
tion of  this  question,  I  should 
like  to  make  a  brief  reference  to  the 
facts  of  its  history  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament.  The  moment  it 
became  known  that  a  large  sum  from 
the  Probate  Duty  was  available  for  the 
relief  of  local  burdens  in  Scotland,  several 
of  my  hou.  Friends  put  forward  free 
education  as  the  first  demand  to  be  satis- 
fied.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Aberdeen  issued  a  statement 
of  the  case,  formed  a  Committee,  and  did 
all  he  could  to  concentrate  public  opinion 
upon  the  question  ;  and  it  soon  became 
apparent  that  there  was  a  strong  current 
of  opinion  in  Scotland  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  school  fees,  and  tliat  any 
other  proposal  had  no  chance  of  public 
favour.  And  this  need  not  surprise  us," 
because  while  the  pressure  of  this 
burden  is  more  irksome  and  more 
widely  spread  among  the  poorest  classes 
of  the  community  tlian  that  of  any 
other  local  burden,  we  must,  at  the 
same  time,  remember  that  there  has 
always  been  a  traditional  sentiment 
in  Scotland  in  favour  of  a  widely 
diffused  system  of  education,  and 
esjjecially  of  primary  education,  and  that 
sentiment  strongly  and  very  obviously 
accepted  this  destination  of  the  money  as 
the  best  that  could  be  adopted.  This 
current  of  feeling  was  in  no  sense  of  a 
political  character.  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  fell  in  with  it, 
and  we  were  all  gratified  to  find  when 
the  Local  Government  Bill  was  intro- 
duced that  the  Government  had  recog- 
nised the  sentiment,  and  proposed  to  meet 
it  by  a  considerable  relief  of  school  fees. 
But  the  Government  proposed  to  go  only 
to  a  very  modest  nnd  timid  extent.  They 
proposed  to  confine  the  relief  to  the 
lowest  three  standards.  It  was  generally 
felt  that  such  a  omcession  would  be 
altogether  inadequate,  and  that  it  would 
probably  do  more  harm  than  good.  It 
was  thought  it  would  do  substantial 
injury  to  the  interests  of  education, 
because  it  would  throw  on  the  whole  of 
the  advanced  standards  a  great  degree  of 
prejudice     and     discouragement,    and, 
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coMMrrrEE. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  2. 
•(7.51.)  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St, 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  I  beg  to 
move  the  omission  from  Clause  2,  page  2, 
line  8,  of  Sub-section  2. — Agreed  to. 

•Mk.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  Ac.) :  I  beg  to  move  the  omission 
from  Clause  2,  page  2,  line  11,  of  the 
words  "  a  sum  not  exceeding  40  "  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  "  the  sum  of 
90."  1  hope  the  Committee  will  extend 
its  indulgence  to  me,  because  it  is  im- 
possible that  this  Amendment  can  be 
adequately  discussed  unless  it  is  placed 
in  clear  contrast  with  an  Amendment 
which  stands  lower  down  iu  the  Paper, 
in  the  name  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  situation,  in  fact,  is 
this — the  ingenious  financial  schemes  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
tempered  and  modified  by  the  hazards  of 
the  legislative  Session,  have  resulted  in 
placing  before  us  the  sum  of  .£50,000, 
which  has  to  \)e  expended  somehow  or 
other  in  Scotland,  and  our  business  is  to 
find  not  only  a  gocd  and  beneficial  object 
for  its  expenditure,  but  the  object  which 
shall  be  the  most  beneficial  and  the  most 
agreeable  to  the  wishes  of  the  Scottish 
people.  I,  therefore,  have  to  show  that  my 
proposal  is  better  than  that  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  I  hope  that 
the  Chairman  will  turn  a  blind  eye  on 
any  references  which  it  may  be  necessary 
to  make  to  the  pro].x]8al  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  have,  however,  first 
of  all  to  make  out  a  case  for  my  own 
proposal,  whicli  is  that  the  sum  now 
available  should  bo  devoted  to  freeing 
from  payment  of  fees  the  entire 
system  of  primary  education  in  Scot- 
land. It  is  a  proposal  that  has  been 
standing  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
several  of  my  hon.  Friends,  to  whoso 
courtesy  I  am  indebted  for  allowing  me  to 
come  before  them — a  proposal  putforward 
as  an  alternative  to  what  was  originally 
intended  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
It  is,  in  fact,  but  the  development,  and 
the  necessary  development,  of  the  prin- 
ciple for  which  many  of  as  have  con- 
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ttewfore,  last  Session  the  whole 
rBaehinery  of  Parliament  pressure  was 
brought  to  bear  on  the  Government  to 
egg  tliem  on  to  grant  as  largfe  an  amount 
of  money  for  the  purpose  of  free  educa- 
tion as  they  had  at  their  disposal. 
These  efforts  were  successful.  In 
fact,  we  succeeded  in  getting  trans- 
ferred to  the  purpose  of  free 
education  a  large  sura  of  money 
which  was  intended  for  the  very  object 
of  direct  relief  of  rates,  to  which 
this  money  is  now  proj>osed  to  be 
devoted.  In  the  end  a  Minute  of  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  was  issued, 
abolishing  fees  for  the  three  lower 
standards,  and  for  as  much  of  the  4th 
and  5th  standards  as  the  money  avail- 
able would  be  sufficient  for.  This  is,  I 
believe,  an  accurate  and  impartial 
account  of  what  occurred ;  but  what 
was  our  surprise  when  we  went  down  to 
the  country  after  the  Session  was  over, 
and  the  severities  of  the  Autumn  cam- 
paign commenced — a  campaign  which 
turns  what  is  still  by  convention  called 

a  holiday  into  the   most   bard- working 

portion  of  the  whole  year  for  the  un- 
fortunate   Member    of    Parliament — to 

discover  that  we  had  been  entirely  mis- 
taken,   that   the    activity   of   the    hon. 

Member     for     North     Aberdeen     (Mr. 

Hunter)   and    his   friends  was  notliiiig 

but  a  dream,  and  that  it  was  :iot  the 

casa  that  the  Scottish  people,  and  still  less 

the  Scjttish  Members,  had  forced  Her 

Majesty's  Government  step  by  step  to 

enter  upon  and  duvelop  this  policy.     We 

were  assured,  on  the  platforms  and  in  the 

Press,  by  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, tliat  they  were  the  true  authors  of 

the   ])olicy  of  free  education,   and  that 

any  apparent  reluctance  they  had  shown 

in  making  these  advances  was  only  their 

way  of  dissembling  their  zial,  and  this 

view   WHS   confirmed   when    the    Prime 

Minister  said  that  he  was  in  a  state  of 

impatient  expectation  for  the  time  when 

if  the  Budget  was  favourable  and  the 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  good- 

natur.;d,  he  would  extend  to  benighted 

England  those  blessings  of  free  educa- 
tion which   he  and  his  Colleagues  had 

already  spontaneously  given  to  Scotland. 

I  am  not  uancerned  to  inquire  into  the 

question,    interesting   as  it  may   be,    io 

whom  credit  is  due  for  this  thing,  but  I 

Wnt  the  thing  to  bo  done,  and  I  want  it 

t6  be  done  thoroughly  and  at  once,  and 
Jfr.  Campbell- Banner  man 


that  is  why  I  move  this  Amendment. 
I  am  glad,  at  the  same  time,  in  moving 
it,    to    afford    an    opportunity    to    the 
Government   and    their  friends,    which, 
no  doubt,  they  have  been  longing  for,  of 
justifying  and  confirming  all  those  fine 
phraseii    and    declarations   which    they 
made    so   freely   Ifist    Recess.      I   have 
stated  how   Parliament  left  this  ques- 
tion.    But  what  have  the  School  Boards 
of  Scotland  done  I     They  were  obliged, 
as  I  have   said,  to  abolish    all  fees   in 
Standards  I., II.,  and  III., and  more  or  less 
in  Stiindards  FV.  and  V.,  and  they  were 
free  in  the  matter  of  remitting  the  rest. 
What   has  happened  is  this  :   In  2,265 
schools,  fees  have  been  abolished  n  p  to  and 
including  Standard  V.,  in  100  schools  up 
to  and  including  Stindard  VI.,  and  in 
(574  schools  the  fees  have  been  abolished 
for     all    scholars.     I    would    ask.    Can 
anyone  conversant  with  Scotland  doubt 
that    the    674     schools     in    which    nil 
fees   have     been    abolished     have    the 
sympathy   and   approval    of    the    great 
mass    of    the   people   in   that  country} 
Can  anyone  doubt  that  the  2,265  other 
schools  would  have  followed  that  good 
example   if   it  had  not  been  that  they 
were   timid   as   to  the  financial  result  ? 
And  they  were  timid  with  good  reason, 
because,    unfortunately,    many    of    the 
schools    which    were    bold    enough    to 
abolish   fees    altogether,  with  the    fall 
approval    and    consent    of    the    School 
IJoard     constituents,    found    that    they 
could  not  make  both  ends  meet,  and  the 
Boards  were  compelled  to  impose  a  rate. 
Now,  that  is   the   position  of  things  at 
present  in  Scotland.     There  are  some,  of 
course,  who  will  say  that  we  should  stop 
short  in  this  matter  at  the  compulsory 
standards,  and  that  there  is  no  need  to 
dispen.se  with  fees  where  attendance  is 
voluntary.     I  do  not  know  whether  that 
is  the  line  which  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  take.     Of  course,  everyone  can 
see  that  there  exists,  in  the  one  case,  an 
argument   that   does   not   exist   in   the 
other.     The    argument    is    this  —  you 
a    man    to    send    his   child   to 
and    it    is   too   bad   to   impose 
the  burden  of  a  fee,  but  when 
an  option  in  the  matter,  as   in 
the  lease  of  the  voluntary  standards,  it 
may  be  psked.  Whore  is  the  hardship  of  a 
fee.  My  answer  to  that  is,  that,  although 
there  is  a  necessary  limit  to  the  compul- 
sion exercised  by  the  State,  there  is  no 


compel 
school, 
on  him 
he  has 
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limit    whatever   to   the  encouragement 
that  ought  to  bo  given  by  the  State,  and 
that   if  at  a  certain  period  of  a  child's 
school  career   there    is    introduced  tlie 
new  element  of  a  fee,  you  may  depend 
upon  it  tliat  you  nt   once  indicate   dis- 
couragement even  if  you  do  not  actually 
discourage    from     further     attendance. 
Let     the     Committee    consider     for    a 
moment   how   this   works   and  what  it 
involves.      A  child,  I  presume,  wiien  it 
has  passed  the  fifth  standard  may  be  10 
years  old.     If  it  is  discharged  at  that  ago 
from  further  att«udancB,  not  only  is  it 
debarred   from   the  higher  and  further 
branches  of  learning,  but  by  the  lack  of 
exercise  it  loses  to  a  great  extent  all  it 
has  learned.     We   in   Scotland   are  not, 
and  have   never   been,  devotees  of  the 
three  R's.     We  have  never  believed  that 
reading,  writing,  and  ciphering  are  the 
whole   educational  duty   of    man.     We 
have  never  feared   to  spoil  our  people 
with  over  knowledge.      We  have  in  our 
mind  the  tniditional  idea  so  often  quoted 
of  the  ladder  with  its  feet  in  the  pirish 
school  and  its  upi^er  steps  in  the  Univer- 
sity.     Tliat  is  the  reason  why  we  riifose 
to  stop  short  at  the  compulsory  standards, 
and  why  we  will  never  rest   until   the 
£cheme  is  complete.      Now,  I  proceed  to 
ask,     "Can   we    do    this  1"     The    total 
amount  sacrificed    by   the  extinction  of 
fees  in  these  standards  may  be  put  at  from 
£330,000    to    £340,000.     The   amount 
available  last  year  was  £250,000,  so  that 
there  is  a  deficit  of  £80,000  or  £90,000. 
The  Government,   under  this  Bill,  pro- 
pose to  give  £40,000.       The  Committee 
will  8-3e,  then,  that  here  is  a  gap  in  our 
educational     system     crying    aloud    to 
be  filled  up.     Here   is   a  great  national 
purjx)8e,    a    beneficent,    necessary,    and 
even  vital  purpose,  waiting  for  a  wind- 
fall  of  money   to  meet  it,  and  here  is 
a   windfall  of   the   exact  sum  rcquimd 
tumbling  accidentally  into  the  hands  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  wliich 
we  ask  thera  to  devote  for  this  pur()030. 
We  have,  let  me  say,  no  Party,  or  sinis- 
ter,   or   selfish  motive    in  moving  this 
Amendment    or    making    this    rocom- 
Tueudation.     It  is  odd  that  I  shonid  have 
to  say  this,  but  we  constantly  are  accus- 
tomed t)  have  imputed  to  us  the  worst 
Parliamuntary  and  political  vices.     We 
a*o      supposed       to       be       degrading 
Pfcrliamont,  and  to  ba  anxious  to  bring 
about  the  diBmembermenLof  the  Empire, 


and  I  do  not  know  what  This  view  of 
our  conduct  could  not  be  better  expressed 
than  it  was  by  the  Home  Secretary,  on 
Saturday  last,  in  Birmingham.  I'ho 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  seems  to  be' 
mucli  more  triumphant  in  Birmingliam 
than  he  has  ever  been  in  this  House,  had 
the  audacity  to  say  of  us,  amongst  many 
other  Complimentary  things  : —  •* 

"  I  Bsk  you,  if  ever  you  mnet  those  who  differ 
with  you  in  political  opinion,  to  contrast  the 
condilion  of  Her  Majisly'B  Govern  ment  and  Uer 
Majesty's  Opposition,  and  to  ohalliinge  thorn  to 
tell  you  wh«t  their  Party  have  doni  except 
obstruct.  What  men.sure  have  they  ever  im- 
proved P  What  useful  sugfgeslion  have  they 
ever  made  ?  Their  function  has  been  to  delay 
all  useful  legislation,  to  hamper  the  action  both 
of  the  Governnient  and  the  law,  to  watte  the 
public  lime,  te  degrade  Parliament.'' 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Baltodb,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  Hear,  hear!  j 

Me.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
That    is    the    opinion     of    the    Home 
Secretary.     Why,   there  is   not    one   of 
his   Bills   which    is    not    made    up    of 
the   suggestions   he   has  received   from 
this  side  of  the  House.     Ho  goes  down 
into  the  country  and  boasts  of  the  Bills 
he  bos  passed,  but   he  cannot  point   to  . 
one  as  to  which  he    has  not  received  a.  •< 
useful  suggestion   from  this  side  of  the 
House.     Having  been  challenged  in  this 
way,  and  told  that  we  never  make  useful 
suggestions,  I  think  I  am   in   order  in 
pointing  out  that  here  at  least  is   one. 
■The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knows 
that  no  secret   bad   been  made   on  this 
side  of  the  House  of  the  object  to  which  i 
we    think    this    money    ought    to    be 
applied.     We  have  told  the  Government 
that     in     this     way      they     can     gain 
credit  and  popularity,  and  make  capital, 
if   you    like,  if   they   choose   to  do   so. 
They  have    not  acted   on   that   hint  or 
advice,  and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  somewhat 
strange  conduct  for  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
who  a  few  months  ago  expressed  them- 
selves as  eaten  up  with  a  burning  zeal  in 
the  cause  of  free  education,  to  bo   obsti- 
nately resolved  that,  whatever  else  is  done, 
this  is  a  thing  they  will  not  do.     Now  I 
come   to  the  other  part  of  the  question,  i 
and  I  wish  to  point  out  that  it   is  not  as  .' 
if  there  were  a  great  nuiuy  other  national   • 
purposes  in  Scotland  to  which  this  money 
ci^ld  at  pi-esont  be  devoted.   Freeednca-:''! 
tion  is  not  surrounded  by  o  great  number.  < 
of  competing   attractions.     I   know,  itt.  J 
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fact,  of  no  other  subject  fulfilling  the 
conditions  of  the  case.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer'has  not  been  troubled,  like  Paris, 
with  the  beauties  of  contending  goddesses. 
His  choice  is  rather  Hobson's  choice. 
This  is  the  only  thing  he  can  reasonably 
do  wiuh  the  money.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  for  some  weeks 
engaged  in  trying  to  find  some 
other  purpose  to  which  to  devote 
the  money.  It  was  shortly  after 
Whitsuntide  that  the  Licensing  Clauses 
were  withdrawn,  and  it  was  only  on 
Monday  that  he  could  tell  us  what 
he  is  going  to  do  with  this 
money.  And  what  is  he  going  to  do 
with  it  7  He  has  ransacked  Scotland 
from  one  end  to  the  other  to  find  some 
purpose  to  which  he  can  devote  the 
money,  and  although  here  before  him  is 
this  great  national  purpose,  he  thrusts 
this  £50,000  literally  into  the  waste 
basket. 

•Me.  GOSCHEN  :  It  goes  in  relief  of 
local  taxation. 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  In 
relief  of  local  taxation  !  I  have  this  per- 
sonal advantage,  that  I  have  sat  at  the 
feet  of  the  right  hon.  Gtentleman  in  this 
very  matter  of  the  relations  between 
Imperial  and  local  finance.  I  was  ain  in- 
experienced Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  during  the  years  from  1868  to 
1871,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board — or,  as  it  was  then  called,  the 
Poor  Law  Board — and  I  listened  with 
reverential  awe  to  the  doctrines  he  pro- 
pounded, and  absorbed  his  financial 
doctrines  into  my  political  fibre.  One  of 
the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman's  canons  con- 
sisted in  pointing  out  the  evil  effects  of 
general  subsidies  in  aid  of  local  taxation. 
He  urged  that  they  led  to  extravagance 
and  mal-administration  ;  that  a  definite 
object  ought  to  be  kept  in  view  in  giving 
such  grants  ;  and  that  it  should  be  a 
definite  single  tax  which  should  be  so 
devoted,  and  not  a  haphazard  sum  of 
money  out  of  the  general  taxation  fund. 

•Me.  GOSCHEN  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  really  not  representing  my 
■views.  These  are  not  propositions  I  laid 
down. 

•Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
am  representing  my  recollection  of  them. 
If  he  repudiates  these  principles  I  shall 
be  very  much  astonished  to  hear  him  do 
ifr,  Campbell- Bannerman 


so.  Another  point  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  was  that  the  money  in  relief 
of  local  taxation  ought  to  be  derived  from 
the  owners,  if  possible. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's recollection  is  agitiu  wrong, 
Tliat  is  an  entire,  involuntary  misrepre- 
sentation of  my  views.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  absorbed  my  canons  ^ 
he  seems  to  have  exuded  them. 

•Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  acquired  these 
views  by  endosmosis  or  by  ecdosmosis  ; 
butthesewere  the  general  linesof  financial 
doctrine  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemeui 
then  propounded.  They  are  in  my  very 
distinct  recollection.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  proposes  to  do  that  which, 
conflicts  with  everyone  of  the  principles  I 
have  alluded  to.  He  takes  a  part  of  tax 
which  is  paid  by  the  consumer,  instead  of 
taking  a  totally  definite  and  distinct  tax  > 
and  besides  that  he  docs  not  devote  the 
money  to  any  definite  purpose,  but 
merely  hands  it  over  to  the  County 
Councils  and  To^vn  Councils  that  they 
may  do  with  it  what  they  like. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  point  to  any  passage  in  whicb 
I  said  that  these  contributions  from  new 
taxes  ought  to  be  devoted  to  a  particular 
object,  and  not  to  the  relief  of  general 
rates? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
That  is  my  impression.  I  confess  I  am. 
apoaldng  from  recollection,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  repudiates  that  doc- 
trine, I  will  admit  that  he  never  pro- 
pounded it.  What  I  wish  to  submit  to- 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  whether,  in 
proposing  to  hand  over  this  money  in 
this  loose  and  slovenly  fasliion  to  the 
County  Councils  and  Town  Councils  in 
Scotland,  he  is  not  really  handing  it  in 
the  main  to  the  landowners,  and  not  to 
the  great  body  of  the  ratepayers.  At 
any  rate  that  is  so  in  the  counties.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  probably  not 
aware  that  the  general  county  rate  is  a 
consoUdated  rate — a  stereotyped  rate,  and 
so  long  as  the  expenditure  does  not  exceed 
the  stereotyped  limit  the  whole  of  that 
expenditure  is  paid  by  the  owners. 
Therefore,  the  whole  of  the  relief  will  be 
given  to  the  owners,  if  the  County  Coun- 
cils choose  so  to  apply  the  money.  I  do 
not  say  they  will  do  so  in  all  cases.  It 
may  be  asked,  "  Why  should  you  object 
to  relieving  the  ratepayers  1 "     Well,  I 
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do  not  object  to  relieving  the  ratepayers 
on  the  principles  laid  down  by  the  right  , 
hen.  Gentleman,  but  I  do  object  to  it  in 
this  loose  faahion.  lAst  year  the  Scotch 
Members  deliberately  and  almost  unani- 
moTisly  urged  the  Committee,  and  the 
Committee  agreed,  to  transfer  to  remission 
of  schofjl  fees  large  sums  of  money 
originally  intended  to  go  in  relief 
of  rates,  and  that  was  done  vnth 
the  entire  approval  of  the  country. 
And  this  is  the  very  proceed- 
ing, the  freeing  of  education,  for 
which  the  Government  took  so  much 
credit  daring  the  autumn  of  last  year. 
I  have  little  more  to  say.  I  appeal  to 
the  Committee  to  deal  with  this  question 
as  a  Scotch  question,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  the  Scottish  j«ople, 
and  with  the  circumstances  and  neceKsi- 
ties  of  Scotland.  My  proposal  will  not 
be  questioned  or  objected  to  in  any  part 
of  Scotland.  I  will  not  do  the  English 
people  the  discredit  of  saying  that  even 
they  would  not  prefer  to  the  mere  naked 
brutal  relief  of  rates  in  the  indiscrimin- 
ate fashion  which  is  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  definite  relief 
given  to  the  heavy  burden  of  scUftol 
fees  with  all  the  educational  impulses 
which  would  necessarily  follow.  I  am 
well  content  to  set  the  two  objects 
clearly  before  the  Committee  and  the 
country  and  to  leave  it  to  their  judgment. 
These  are  the  two  alternative  purposes  to 
which  the  money  can  be  applied.  The 
application  of  the  money  proposed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  sins, 
as  I  think,  and  as  I  think  he  himself 
would  have  admitted  20  years  ago, 
against  sound  principles  of  finance.  The 
relief  afforded  svill  be  inappreciable,  and 
it  is  not  asked  for  by  the  very  bodies 
who  will  receive  it.  It  will  benefit  most 
the  class  which  least  requires  it.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  destination  of 
the  money  which  I  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  approve  is  eagerly  desired  by 
the  Public  Bodies  who  will  have  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  money.  It  will  benefit 
the  most  hardly  pressed  class  in  the 
(immunity,  it  will  save  many  a  poor 
man  from  the  temptation  of  failing  to  do 
justice  to  the  capacity  of  his  cliildren, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  it  will  maintain 
and  vindicate  that  faith  in  the  widest 
diffusion  of  learning  which  has  been 
long  a  happy  characteristic  of  the 
Scottish  people.    (8.35.) 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
11,  to  leave  out  the  words  "ii  .sum  not 
exceeding  forty,"  and  insert  the  words 
"  the  sum  of  ninety," — ( J/r.  Campbell' 
Bannefvian,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  a  sum  not  exceeding  forty '  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

•(9.5.)  Mb.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland) :  1  have  no  desire  to 
traverse  the  ground  so  ably  traversed 
by  my  right  hon.  IViond  who  moved 
this  Amendment,  but  I  do  desire  to 
express  sympathy  with  that  Amend- 
ment on  general  terms,  while  indicating 
one  or  two  reasons  for  its  acceptance. 
In  their  own  interests  I  think  it  i» 
desirable  the  Government  should  accept 
the  Amendment.  They  havo  already 
dealt,  to  the  great  satisfaction  of  the 
people  of  Sksotlaiid,  with  this  question  of 
the  abolition  of  school  fees,  and  it  would 
greatly  redound  to  their  credit  if 
they  would  complete  the  good  work 
to  which  they  have  set  their  hand, 
and  earn  the  gratitude  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  to  the  full  extent  as 
they  already  have  to  a  certain  degree. 
This  proposition  is  put  before  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  as  an  alternative, 
and  surely  it  is  a  great  pity  that  he 
should  propose  to  fritter  away  this 
monuy  by  handing  it  over  to  Local 
Authorities,  while  the  work  commenced 
stands  in  need  of  completion.  I  think 
we  have  the  sympathy  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  in  this  matter.  I  do  him  the 
justice  of  assuming  that,  if  he  had  his 
own  free  way,  he  would  be  glad  to  sup- 
port this  Amendment,  but,  owing  to  the 
e.xigencies  of  ofiice,  he  has  to  support  the 
Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer.  I  will  not 
do  him  the  injustice  to  Bup]X)se  that  ho 
is  not  in  sympathy  with  the  desire  to 
confer  this  boon  upon  the  people  of 
Scotland.  I  may  urge  the  proposal  on 
Conservative  grounds.  We  wish  to  look 
back  to  a  state  of  matters  such  as  existed 
in  Scotland  in  days  long  gone  past.  We 
have  heard  from  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
glorifications  of  John  Knox,  and  here  ia 
an  opportunity  to  carry  out,  on  Conserva- 
tive grounds,  with  application  to  modem 
interests  and  requirements,  the  grand 
doctrine  of  John  Knox,  that  education  in 
Scotland  should  be  free.  The  Govern- 
ment should  think  themselves  fortunate 
in  having  this  £90,000  available  for  thft 
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purpose,  and  devote  it  to  the  completion 
of  the  work  they  have  begun.  It  would 
be  a  graceful  thing  to  do,  and  would  be 
ifi  accordance  with  the  principles  they 
professed.  I  need  scarcely  insist  njwn 
liow  much  this  is  wished  for  by  the 
people  of  Scotland.  1  think  it  has  been 
eufliciehtly  shown  that  these  school  fees 
are  exigible  from  poor  parents  just  at 
the  time  when  they  are  least  able  to  bear 
the  payment,  and  no  relief  of  taxation 
will  give  relief  when  it  is  so  much  needed. 
I  will  not  retort  upon  the  Government 
the  adaptability  to  circumstances  they 
have  exhibited  in  regard  to  this  money. 
I  shall  be  perfectly  content  to  foreg^o  all 
such  remarks  if  they  will  only  accept 
the  Amendment.  Let  them  complete 
this  work,  with  the  commencement  of 
which  their  administration  is  already 
connected,  and  the  Government  will 
leave  an  excellent  monument  behind 
them  to  declare  that,  whatever  their 
fihoi't-cnmings  in  other  respects,  at  least, 
they  did  this  good  thing  for  Scotland, 
and  to  meet  the  clear  wish  of  the  Scotch 
people.  As  regards  the  proposal  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  this 
money  should  be  given  to  County 
Councils,  Town  Councils,  and  Police 
Burghs,  I  think  the  amount  is  so  in- 
finitesimal, when  it  comes  to  be  divided, 
that  really  I  may  say  it  will  have  no 
effect  at  all  in  giving  relief  to  localities. 
It  has  also  been  pointed  out  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  that  the  rate  that  ha.s  to  be 
paid  now  to  County  Councils,  and  I  refer 
piirticularly  to  County  Councils,  the 
effect  being  very  small  in  burghs,  that 
the  rate  is  a  Consolidated  Rate,  and  the 
Bttoney  going  to  the  reduction  of  this 
would  relieve  the  landlords  and  larger 
ratepayers,  and  would  not  reach  the 
poorer  ratepayers  at  alt.  Give  it  to  the 
relief  of  school  fees,  and  you  apply 
direct  relief  to  the  poorer  classes.  I 
think  this  has  not  been  sufficiently 
taken  into  at-connt,  for  I  am  sure  it  is 
the  poorer  ratepayers  the  Goveninioiit 
Would  desire  to  relieve.  I  also  appeal  tn 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  not  tn 
stand  too  much  upon  his  dignitj'  in  this 
niatter,  now  thnt  it  has  been  made  clear 
to  him  what  the  motives  of  the  people 
of  Scotland  really  are.  It  was  due  to 
him  that  this  should  be  made  clear, 
and  I  appeal  to  him  on  the  broad 
ground  ttiat  he  should  assist  the 
Scotch  ]x;ople  to  maintain  their  educa- 
J/r.  Anffus  Sutherland 


tional  jjosition  in  the  world.  The  Go- 
vernment proposition  is  that  the  distribu- 
tion of  this  money  should  be  according 
to  valuation,  and  that,  of  course,  means 
that  the  locality  showing  the  larger 
valuation  gets  the  larger  share,  and  it  is 
obvious  that  on  this  principle  the 
apportionment  will  not  be  according  to 
needs.  Speaking  for  my  own  con-  ' 
stituency,  the  part  of  the  country  with 
which  I  am  best  acquainted,  I  am 
certain,  from  the  expressions  of  opinion 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Loeal 
Government  Act,  that  the  feeling  of  the 
people  is  heartily  in  favour  of  free 
education  not  only  for  compulsory 
standards,  but  in  the  rural  districts  there 
is  a  strong  desire  for  the  application  of 
the  principle  to  higher  education,  that 
they  may  have  a  sliare  in  secondary 
education,  such  as  is  within  reach  of  the 
inhabitants  of  burghs.  I  have  still  & 
hnpe  the  Government  may  accept  the 
Amendment,  but  if  not  I  shall  have 
great  pleasure  in  giving  it  the  support 
of  my  vote. 

•(9.15).  Mb.  M.  J.  STEWART 
(Kirkcudbright) :  There  can  be  no 
question  that  the  Conservative  and 
Unionist  Party  were  quite  agreed 
in  giving  free  education  to  the 
people  of  Scotland,  and  the  statements 
made  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  every  conceivable  piece  of  logisla- 
lation  should  be  thrown  to  the  wnds 
until  the  Irish  Home  Rule  Bill  was 
carried  show  that  we  should  have  heard 
nothing  about  free  education  if  a  Liberal 
Government  had  been  elected  on  the 
last  occasion.  I  must  say,  therefore,  I 
am  surprised  to  hoar  the  vaunting  state- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Mcmlier  for  the 
Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell- Banner- 
man)  to  the  effect  thiit  free  education 
was  forced  from  the  Government  by 
Gentlemen  opposite.  The  hon.  Memljer 
who  has  just  sat  down  appears  to 
distrust  the  County  Councils  and 
the  Local  Councils  in  the  burghs. 
One  would  imagine,  after  listening  to 
many  platform  speeches  in  Scotland,  that 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  willing  to  trust 
the  County  Councils  with  anything  ;  but 
I  hold  that  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  really  more  anxious  to  show  our. 
trust  in  them  than  they  are.  We  wish  ' 
to  say  to  !ihe  County  Councils,  "  Yon 
know    your    disti^cts:  -  We  .  give    yoa  - 
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X  50, 000  amongst  you.  Do  with  it  what 
you  please." 

•Mu.  A.  SDTHERLAND :  I  make  no 
complaint  about  the  impartiality  of  the 
County  Councils.  What  I  complained  of 
was  that  they  were  tied  down  to  the 
Consalidated  Hate. 

•Mtt.  M.  J.  STEWART:  I  maintain 
that  my  argument  is  strictly  correct.  I 
think  we  ought  not  to  stint  our  trust  in 
the  County  Councils  in  this  House.  Wo 
have  given  them  very  large  powers 
already,  and  we  wish  to  increase  these 
powers,  step  by  step.  The  hon.  Member 
said  the  Lord  Advocate  liad  given  way 
on  this  question,  and  then  he  made  an 
appeal  to  him  to  give  way  further.  I 
maintain  that  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  taken  the  proper  course  on 
this  question.  He  is  not  going  to  con- 
sider one  class  only,  but  to  give  the 
money  to  the  County  Councils,  for  the 
benefit  of  all  classes.  There  are  many 
questions  in  the  counties  which  require 
money  in  order  that  they  may  be  pro- 
perly dealt  with,  such  as  the  parochial 
rates  and  the  rates  for  roads,  which  press 
hardly  upon  tenant  farmers  and  small 
proprietors.  There  is  a  tendency  in 
many  counties  to  ex{)end  more  than  lia.s 
been  spent,  and  if  that  expenditure  can 
be  reduced  by  £.50,000,  proposed  to  be 
devotjd  to  the  ratepayers,  so  much  the 
better,  not  only  for  the  jjroprietors  but 
for  every  other  class  in  the  counties. 
This  is  just  one  of  those  question  where, 
when  one  class  benefits,  all  classes  benefit 
There  has  been  no  strong  expression  of 
opinion  in  Scotland  in  favour  of  getting 
this  money  for  education,  whereas  there 
have  been  Strong  representations  on  the 
other  side,  and  I,  therefore,  think  the 
Government  are  taking  the  right  course. 
I  have  not  received  a  single  letter  in 
fiivour  of  handing  over  the  £50,000  for 
free  education.  I  hope  the  Government 
will  stand  by  the  proposals,  and  will  not 
'  bo  led  away  by  any  specious  arguments 
on  the  other  aide. 

•(9.24.)  Mr.  E.SSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.) :  The  hon.  Memlier  has  talked  about 
trusting  the  County  Councils.  Will  he 
and  the  Government  agree  to  let  the 
County  Councils  expend  this  £50,000  on 
any  good  purpose  they,  in  their  discre- 
tion, think  wise  ?  If  not,  what  become."? 
o"f  the  hon.  Member's  argument  about 
trusting  the  County  Councils  1  The  fact 
fe,  that  the  hon.  Member,  with  his  Con- 


servative views,  wishes  that  this  money 
should  bo  tied  down  for  distribution  by 
the  wealthier  part  of  the  ratepayers,  as  a 
relief  fund  for  themselves.  That  is  really 
what  it  comes  to,  and  the  people  of  Scot- 
land will  be  able  to  judge  respecting  the 
views  the  hon.  Member  entertains  as  to 
the  discretion  of  tlie  County  Councils. 
1  am  obliged  to  the  Lord  Advocate  for 
the  courteous  assistance  he  has  given 
me  in  seeking  t)  obtain  information  as 
to  the  destiny  of  this  £50,000.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  clear  and 
courteous  in  the  answers  he  has  given  to 
my  questions  on  the  subject,  and  has, 
thereby,  I  think,  enabled  us  to  obtain  a 
clearer  issue  than  would  otherwise  have 
been  the  case  before  the  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  admitted 
that  it  is  within  the  discretion  of  the 
Cuunty  Councils  to  apply  the  whole  of 
this  £50,000  to  reheve  the  landlords 
and  pniprietors  of  Scotland  from  the 
obligations  they  took  up  last  year  in  re- 
gi\rd  to  the  Consolidated  Rate.  There 
are  very  few  purposes  to  which,  under 
the  Local  Government  (Scotland)  Act,  it 
is  (losaible  to  ajjply  this  money.  Tliere 
is  the  improvement  of  public  health  to 
which  the  money  can  be  applied,  I 
admit,  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  com- 
munity ;  but,  after  all,  public  health 
lies  at  the  doors  of  the  proprietors.  It 
is  the  duty  of  every  proprietor  to  make 
the  dwelling  he  owns  healthy  and  fit  for 
his  tenants  to  live  in.  Therefore,  we  ■ 
can  di.s|)ense  with  the  question  of  sanita- 
tion. Then  we  are  induced  to  look  at 
the  Road  Rate.  That  rate  has  never 
fallen  at  all  heavily  upon  the  (jreat 
masses  of  the  population  in  Scotland ;  it 
has  fallen  largely,  ami  very  properly  so, 
ujion  the  landed  proprietors  and  tenant 
farmers.  The  obligation  to  keep  up  the 
roads  has  rested  hitherto  upon  those 
who  use  the  roads  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  on  their  business.  We  are  con- 
sequently reduced  to  the  old  Consoli- 
dated Rate,  which  includes  payment  for 
police  and  other  purposes  in  the  counties, 
of  a  very  light  kind  indeed.  The  obli- 
gations which  are  heavy  in  Scotland 
are  the  obligations  in  respect  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor  and  the  educa- 
tion of  the  people.  The  County 
Councils  have  no  power  to  apply  a 
single  penny  of  this  £50,000  to  the 
people  in  these  respects.  Originally" 
the   Government  proposed  to  apply  tfie' 
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money  to  thepromotion  of  temperance,  but, 
at  the  requcstof  the  Scotcli  Members,  they 
withdrew  their  proposal,  and  now  we 
have  to  apply  the  money  to  some  better 
purpose.  In  making  their  original 
proposal,  the  Government  had  the  good 
of  the  people  at  heart ;  will  they,  and  my 
Hon.  Friend  who  has  just  spoken,  accept 
the  decision  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  on  this  subject  ?  My 
hon.  Friend  says  he  has  not  received  a 
single  communication  from  his  constitu- 
ents in  favour  of  applying  the  money  to 
the  completion  of  the  scheme  of  free 
education  in  Scotland.  I  liave  had  many 
communications,  and  I  have  had  none 
from  Scotland  which  has  not  been 
in  favour  of  applying  this  money  to  the 
completion  of  the  scheme  of  free  educa- 
tion. I  believe  the  landed  proprietors 
and  large  farmers,  who  will  be  benefited 
to  some  slight  extent  by  this  £50,000, 
will  feel  more  jjride  and  eaiisfaction  by 
far  in  having  the  system  of  free  educa- 
tion made  complete,  than  in  receiving 
the  relief  at  present  proposed.  But  we 
are  not  conSned  to  free  education.  It 
lias  been  a  matter  of  great  regret  to  u  very 
educationalist  in  Scotland  that  while  we 
have  got  the  great  boon  of  free  education 
up  to  Standard  V.,  we  suffer  greatly 
from  the  want  of  opportunities  for 
secondary  and  higher  education.  Here 
young  people  are  forced  through  Stan- 
dard V.  at  a  very  early  ago — often  at  II 
years  of  age,  and  certainly  in  all  cases  at 
1 2  years  of  age.  These  young  people,  on 
account  of  the  necessities  of  the  families, 
are  sent  out  to  work.  They  have  no 
chance  of  receiving  secondary,  or  higher 
education,  and,  to  a  large  extent,  they 
lose  the  education  they  acquired  in  their 
young  days.  The  people  of  Scotland 
have  long  desired  the  establishment  of 
technical  and  evening  schools.  Such 
Bohoola  exist  in  large  industrial  centres, 
owing  to  endowments  which  have  been 
wisely  given  by  the  Endowed  Schools' 
Commissioners ;  but  they  are  entirely 
wanting  in  the  counties  of  Scotland. 
Not  only  do  the  people  want  evening 
schools  and  schools  for  technical  and 
higher  education,  but  they  feel  that  if  no 
other  purjxise  could  he  found  to  which 
to  devote  this  £50,000,  the  money  might 
be  usefully  employed  in  establishing  free 
libraries  in  large  centres  of  population.  I 
hope  the  Lord  Advocate  who,  on  several 
occasions,  has  taken  a  liberal  view  of 
Jitr.  Esslemont 


Scotch  affairs  vrill  not  take  the  retrograde 
step  of  relieving  the  landed  and  wealthiei 
classes  at  the  expense  of  damping  the 
aspirations  of  the  people  of  Scotland  ia 
respect  to  secondary  and  higher  educa- 
tion. If  a  poll  of  the  Scottish  people 
were  taken,  I  do  not  think  thei-e  would 
be  half-a-dozen  Scotch  Members  who 
could  come  to  the  House  and  say  that 
the  landed  proprietors  and  the  larger 
farmers  are  desirous  of  absorbing  the 
whole  of  this  £50,000.  If  the  money  is 
applied  as  now  proposed,  it  will  do  no 
good  to  any  large  class  of  the  community, 
and  it  will  be  received  with  no  thank- 
fulness by  the  County  Councils. 

•(9.38.)  Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire, 
S.) ;  During  his  political  career  hitherto, 
I  venture  to  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  has  only  been  celebrated  for  one 
magnificent  phrase,  the  phrase  nf  his 
"  having  found  salvation,''  but  to-night  he 
has  Bsedanotherphrase  which  will  become 
celebrated,  and  which  I  trust  every 
ratepayer  in  the  country  will  carefully 
nuttr,  namely,  "  the  naked  and  brutal 
relief  of  rates."  Surely  that  is  a  form 
of  nakedness  and  that  is  a  form  of 
brutality  of  which  no  Government  need 
bo  ashamed.  Undoubtedly,  from  every 
point  of  view,  this  is  a  question  of  rates. 
According  to  the  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment it  is  proposed  to  hand  this  money 
over  to  the  County  Councils,  and  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  money  will 
probably  go  to  the  relief  of  the  Road 
Rate.  That  rate  is  paid  half  by  the 
occupier  und  half  by  the  owner,  and 
relief  to  that  rate  will  be  warmly 
welcomed  by  too  long  suffering  rate- 
payers. I  think  I  have  some  right  to 
speak  on  this  subject,  because  it  was 
actually  on  my  Amendment  that  the 
Government  were  run  so  close  last  year, 
that  they  gave  way  upon  the  question  of 
the  large  additional  grant  for  free  educa- 
tion. I  acted  with  the  hon.  MembtT  for 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  as  teller  in  the 
memorable  Division  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment majority  was  reduced  to  13.  The 
object  we  had  in  view  last  year 
was  to  secure  the  entire  freedom  of  the 
compulsory  standards  in  Scotland.  With 
the  addition  of  the  £40,000  already  alio- 
cated,  the  compulsory  standards  will, 
according  to  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment, be  set  perfectly  free.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  ho  would 
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put  no  limit  to  the  freeing  of  educa- 
tion. Does  this  mean  that  the  Univer- 
sities are  also  to  be  free  1  [ "  Hear,  hear  !  "] 
I  coni.'ratulate  hon.  Memoers  opjxwito  on 
having  the  courage  of  their  convictions, 
because  I  do  not  think  that  the  rat«payers 
of  Scotland  will  support  them  in  that  pro- 
position. I  am  myself  in  favour  of  all 
the  stundards  in  primary  schools  in  Scot- 
land Ijeing  free  ;  but  where,  at  present, 
is  the  money  to  come  from  ?  The  sum 
now  allotted  to  the  relief  of  rates  was 
nevei  meant  for  education.  Next  year 
we  have  every  reason  to  hope  that  free 
education  will  be  granted  to  England  out 
of  Impurial  funds,  and, of  course,  Scotland 
will  then  riiceive  her  share  from  the  same 
source.  Tlie  people  of  Scotland  will 
then  bo  able  to  free  all  the  standards  in 
the  primary  schools,  and  will  also  have 
a  very  considerable  sum  for  tlie  relief  of 
rates;  but,  in  the  meantime, let  the  Com- 
mittee bo  just  liefore  it  is  generous. 

(9.44.)  Sib  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton) :  I  am  glad  to  take  part 
in  this  Debate  before  it  partakes  in 
any  sense  of  a  Party  character,  because 
I  want  to  lay  before  the  Committee  a 
practical  argfument  which  I  think  is 
unanswerable.  I  recognisu  the  prac- 
tical interest  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Hozior)  has 
shown  in  freeing  education  in  Scotland. 
He  says  that  he  and  we  last  year  did  not 
go  further  than  urging  the  Government 
to  set  free  the  compulsory  standards. 
That  is  quite  true,  becauso  the  money 
whicli  WB  were  dealing  with  lost  year  was 
not  sufficient  even  to  free  the  compulsory 
standards.  But  now  Providence,  in  the 
shape  of  this  distribution  of  the  Spirit 
and  Beer  Duty,  has  placed  before  us  this 
sum  of  money  we  never  expected,  and 
now  we  make  a  further  demand.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lanarkshire  asks 
whether  we  put  any  limit  to  free  educa- 
tion, whether  wo  desire  to  set  free  the 
high  schools  and  the  univereities.  I 
reply  that  we  want  to  make  elementary 
education  free  in  Scotland  ;  we  wish  to 
set  free  all  the  standards  in  the  elemen- 
tary scliools.  Do  hon.  Members  know 
what  tlie  state  of  elementary  education 
in  Scotland  is  at  this  moment  7  It  is  free 
in  the  lower  standards,  but  parents  have 
to  pay  in  the  higher  standards,  in 
almost  all  cases,  and  so  the  higher 
standards  ore  omitted.  At  present  the 
parents  of  children  in  the  Sixth  Standard 


pay  fees  in  2,310  schools  in  Scotland. 
And  what,  after  all,  is  the  Sixth  Standard  1 
It  coutiists  of  reading  aloud  with  appro- 
priate expression,  writing  a  short  letter 
on  a  given  subject,  and  working  out 
srime  extremely  simple  questions  in 
arithmetic.  In  addition  there  are  what 
are  called  class  subjects,  which  consist 
of  intelligent  explanation  of  passages  in 
English  read  by  students,  learning  by 
heart  150  lines  of  pxjtry,  and  answering 
a  few  questions  on  the  geography  of  the 
world  and  British  colonies  and  depend- 
encies. In  addition,  there  are  certain 
special  subjects  which  may  be  taken  np 
in  a  very  humble  and  elementary  manner 
by  children  in  the  Sixth  Standard.  Now, 
I  ask  hon.  Members,  and  Scotch  Mem- 
btsrs  particularly,  whether  this  presents 
such  an  extended  system  of  education 
that  we  should  be  satisfied  if  only  a  few 
children  reach  it?  Out  of  648,000 
children  on  the  register,  and  510,000  in 
average  attendance,  less  than  30,000 
attain  the  Sixth  Standard.  The  main 
cause  of  this  is  that  parents  of  the  work- 
ing classes  are  tempted  and  induced  to 
take  their  children  away  from  school 
because,  after  a  certain  point,  the  fees 
increase  with  the  standard  reached,  until 
the  amount  becomes  considerable  to  the 
{X)orer  class  of  people.  I  have  a  paper 
here  which  gives  the  highest  and  the 
lowest  fees  charged  in  the  different 
standards.  The  minimum  fee  rises  from 
2d.  to  3d.  and  from  4d.  to  4W.  in  the  Sixth 
Standard,  and  the  maximum  from  6d.  to 
9d.  and  from  Is.  to  Is.  6d.  I  maintain, 
therefore,  that  this  increase  of  fees  is  the 
reason  why  so  many  children  in  Scotland 
are  removed  from  school  before  they 
reach  the  higher  standards.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  not  yet  commit  them- 
selves to  a  proposal  that  will  perpetuate 
this  system.  I  may  remind  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Report  of  that  important 
Commission  upon  educational  results  in 
England,  and  I  may  quote  a  few  lines 
from  the  minority  Report  of  that  Com- 
mission, to  which  great  weight  will  be 
given,  as  being  the  Report  of  very 
eminent,  practical  educationalists,  and 
which  cannot  be  considered  prejudiced, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke)  will  ogree.     The  Rejwrt  says — 

"  Wc  think  that  in  no  case  should  fees  be 
raised  with  the  standard  in  which  the  children 
are  being  educated.  The  increase  of  fees  as 
the  children  get  higher,  has  bad  an  inoreanug 
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tendency  to  drive  the  children  prematurely  to 
work." 

Now,  I  -would  ask  ho:i.  Members  to  con- 
sider, if  this  is  the  effect  of  raising  the 
fees,  how  mucli  more  is  the  effect  of 
driving  children  prematurely  from  school 
likely  to  Ije  brought  about  when  it  is 
not  a  question  of  raising  fees  merely,  but 
of  instituting  fees  for  the  first  time  on 
entrance  to  the  Sixth  Standard  ?  Yet 
the  Government,  by  the  course  they  pro- 
pose to  adopt,  would  help  to  perpetuate 
this  nnsatisfiujtory  state  of  things,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  their  action  will 
cause  much  disappointment  in  Scotland, 
niore  are  44  schools  in  Scotland  where 
fees  are  paid  in  all  standards.  In 
Glasgow,  10  schools  have  been  picked 
out,  and  in  these  fees  are  paid, 
and  from  these  schools  children  of 
poorer  parents  have  been  evicted  liy  the 
hundred,  and  are  obliged  to  walk  past 
the  doors  of  these  schools  to  some  distant 
and  less  efficient  schools  where  fees  are 
not  charged.  In  good  faith  the  Glasgow 
School  Board  have  made  this  arrange- 
ment ;  they  have  not  money  enough  to 
free  all  the  schools,  but  the  result  is 
that  the  attention  of  people  interested  in 
education  is  concentrated  upon  these  10 
schools,  and  diverted  from  thci  other 
schools.  The  poorer  children,  the  ragged 
children,  the  waifs  and  strays,  are  con- 
centrated in  the  free  schools,  and  socially 
and  morally  there  is  a  tendency  in  these 
schools  for  the  tone  to  deteriorate,  tlii-y 
having  no  proportion  of  the  better  class 
poor  children  amongthem.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcudbright  (Mr.  Stewart)  says 
it  is  necessary  to  be  just  before  we  are 
generous,  and  we  should  give  relief  to 
the  ordinary  ratepayers,  but  just  see 
what  the  relief  would  be  to  Glasgow. 
A  sum  of  £7,000  falls  to  the  share  of 
Glasgow,  and  at  the  very  outside  that  is  a 
relief  of  Jd.  in  the£l.  On  the  other 
hand,  concentrate  the  relief  upou  educa- 
tion, and  you  assist  ]ieople  at  the  very 
moment  when  they  want  it  most,  when 
their  children  are  young.  A  good  deal 
has  been  said  about  the  wish  of  Scot- 
land in  this  matter.  1  will  not  refer,  as 
others  have  done,  to  coming  elections, 
but  1  will  simply  dii-cct  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  the  coming  Division 
of  the  Committee  to-night  as  an  indication 
of  the  feeling  of  Scotch  Membei-s,  and  of 
Scotland,  on  the  question.  Let  this  bo 
the  test.  Let  me  remind  the  right  hon. 
Sir  G.  Trevelj/an 


Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  thp 
Treasury  of  the  very  effective  8peec)i 
he  made  in  St.  Andrew's  Hall,  Glasgow, 
last  year,  when  he  said  that  in  the 
carrying  out  of  these  financial  proposals 
for  the  assistance  of  local  rates,  defer- 
once  had  been  paid  by  the  Government, 
deference  which  it  was  their  duty  to  pay, 
to  the  expression  of  Scotch  opinion.  Let 
him  pay  that  deference  now  to  that 
opinion  as  it  wUl  be  expressed  to-night. 
The  Division  will  show  that  Scotland 
unquestionably  desires  that  this  £9Q,000 
should  be  given  to  free  elementary 
education,  and  the  amount  is  just  suffi- 
cient to  enable  the  much-desired  object 
to  be  carried  out,  with  a  few  thousands 
on  the  right  side.  It  has  been  said  tht^t 
we  have  been  trying  this  Session  to 
legislate  for  classes,  and  not  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  as  a  whole.  Each 
side  has  been  charged  with  this  by  the 
other ;  but  here,  at  all  events,  is  aji 
opportunity  to  do  something  for  the 
benefit  of  an  entire  community,  80m.e- 
thing  for  which  they  will  be  grateful; 
and  I  appeal  especially  to  those 
who  are  in  favour  of  free  edncn- 
tion  not  to  let  this  opportunity  pass. 
Hero  we  have  an  opportunity  to  accom- 
plish an  object  thoroughly  and  com- 
pletely. To  those  who  are  noryous 
about  free  education,  I  would  direct 
attention  to  the  present  state  of  things 
in  Scotland.  They  will  see  that  all  the 
harm  that  could  happen  from  free 
education  in  Scotland  has  been  doue 
already.  If  free  education  makes  men 
dependent,  and  robs  them  of  self-reliance, 
that  baa  been  done  already,  because  nil 
the  dependent  and  non-self-reliant  classes 
already  get  their  children  paid  for.  Bat 
you  have  stopped  exactly  at  that  point, 
and  I  say,  if  the  system  be  left  as  it 
now  exists,  there  will  be  an  immense 
temptation  to  parents  to  remove  their 
children  from  school  before  reaching 
those  subjects  which  have  leen  the  glory 
of  Scotland  in  the  past.  The  Amend- 
ment, if  adopted,  will  avert  a  great  blow 
to  all  tliat  is  best  in  Scotch  t'diication, 
I  liave  not  discussed  the  matter  from  a 
Party  point  of  view,  and  I  hope  the 
Government  will  agree  to  do  that  which 
will  bo  80  much  to  the  benefit  of  Scotland. 
If  they  do,  the  House  will  never  have 
done  a  better  day's  work,  nor  will  the 
Government  have  ever  made  a  mure 
gracious  concession. 
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■  (10.2.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr. 
J.  P.  B.  PloBEKTSos.  Bute) :  The  right 
hon.  Geutlemau  felicitated  himself  upon 
rising  at  that  opportune  moment  in  the 
Debate,  up  to  which  no  Party  element 
had  ))een  introduced.  He  has  qualified 
himself  for  making  that  observTition  by 
having  studiously  iiljsonted  himself  from 
listening  to  the  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman).  Thut 
speech  was  conceived  in  such  a  tone  that 
even  the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  at  Birmingham  must 
be  made  the  subject  of  his  commeut — not 
because  it  waa  relevant  to  the  subject, 
but  merely  because  it  was  mode  by  an 
opposing  jmrtisau.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  dilat<H:l  with  eagerness  upon 
the  ferocious  attacks  mmle  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  upou  the  dilatory  tactics  of 
the  Opposition,  but  he  failed  to  convince 
anyone  of  the  relevancy  of  his  arguments. 
Accordingly,  1  must  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bridgetou  upon  the  judicious  method  by 
which,  when  he  has  got  points  which  he 
considers,  with  some  justice,  to  bo  fair 
points,  and  points  which  are  ad  rem, 
he  abstains  from  listening  to  the  in- 
temperate utterances  of  some  of  the 
more  furious  and  violent  spirits  of  his 
Party.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  rose  to 
heroics  such  ns  we  are  not  accustomed  to 
from  that  quarter.  I  am  sorry  to  observe 
that  they  have  deserted  him  now, 
tiecause  I  do  not  see  him  in  his  place. 
But  in  filling  up  the  canvas  with  a  very 
brood  brush,  he  said  the  option  presented 
to  the  Committee  on  the  present  Amend- 
ment was  that,  on  the  one  hand,  we  might 
choose  mere  naked  brutal  relief  of  the 
rates,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  what  he 
described,  iu  what  I  observed  to  be 
written  and  deliberate  language,  as  the 
widest  diffusion  of  knowledge.  This  is  a 
monetary  question.  We  have  to  deter- 
mine the  allocation  of  £50,000,  and  the 
question  is  whether  we  are  to  descend 
into  the  abyss  of  political  degradation 
involved  iu  the  handing  over  of  this 
£50,000  to  the  naked  and  brutal  relief 
of  the  rates,  or  whether  we  are  going  to 
offer  up  the  £50,000  towards  some 
evanescent  wave  in  favour  of  "  the 
widest  diffusion  of  knowledge."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out  that 


if  we  adopted  the  naked  and  brutal  plan 
oar  money  was  not  worth  having.  Te% 
but  rates  sound  in  money,  because  thejr 
are  made  up  of  notbing  else.  Well,  thp 
right  hon.  Gentleman  goes  on  in  the 
strain  the  right  hon.  Gentk-man  the 
Member  for  Bridgeton  (Sir  G.  Trevel- 
yan)  warns  us  against.  He  wanted  to 
inquire  whether  wo  would  discard  an 
opportunity  of  showing  our  zeal  for  a 
policy  to  which  he  considers  we  arc  con^- 
mitted.  If  he  means  the  policy  which 
he  most  inaccurately  described  as  free 
education — if  that  is  the  policy  for  whiob 
we  are  invited  to  show  our  zeal,  may 
I  retort  with  the  very  appposite  ques- 
tion :  "  When  did  he  begin  to  show  his 
zeal  ?"  He  has  been  a  Member  of  this 
House,  and  a  responsible  Minister  for  a 
number  of  years,  but  I  cannot  recall, 
and  if  he  had  been  here  I  should  have 
asked  him  to  aid  my  recollection,  any 
occasion  on  which  ho  showed  any  such 
zeal.  [At  this  point  Mr.  Ca.mpreUt 
Ban.verhan  re-entered  the  House.  ]  I 
am  asking  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man showed  his  zeal  for  free  education, 
until  free  education  had  been  introduced 
from  another  political  quarter  into  the 
arena.  It  is  not  a  question  which  hns 
risen  into  existence  or  into  prominence 
since  1885.  It  has  been  a  standing 
problem  for  years,  and  therefore  I  think 
that  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
charges  us  with  lack  of  zeal,  he  ought  to 
look  a  little  ot  his  own  record,  and  show 
that  he  was  of  the  regenerate  when  we 
were  of  the  unregencrate.  I  might 
further  remind  him  that  the  essential 
ground  of  his  politics,  and  the  ground 
upon  which  he  stands  now,  was  only  dis- 
covered by  him  to  be  essential  in  the  year 
1886.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks 
wliat  I  am  talking  about.  If  he  makes 
an  observation  in  a  tone  accessible  to  tlii.» 
side  of  the  House,  he  must  take  the 
consequences  ;  but  this  new  apostle  of 
free  education  transcends  the  limits  not 
only  of  moderation,  but  of  discretion,  in 
describing  the  scope  of  his  ambition.  He 
tells  us  what  he  aims  at  is  the  widest 
dififusion  of  knowledge.  But  when  ho 
descends  to  more  specific  terms  what  is 
it  I  find  1  His  spirit  rises  above  even 
relevancy,  and  he  has,  in  the  moat 
apposite  and  convincing,  against  himself, 
illustration,  pointed  to  what  he  revels  in 
describing  as  the  old  Scottish  system   o£ 
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education.  It  certainly  was  a  moat 
admirable  system  in  one  respect.  A  lad 
went  to  a  parish  school.  He  foand  that  he 
got  from  the  8choolma.ster  instruction  in 
Greek  and  in  Latin,  and  he  went  straight 
from  the  parish  school  to  the  University. 
Docs  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
that  we  should  complete  the  scheme  of 
last  year  by  carrying  this  lad  into  his 
studies  of  Latin  and  Oreek  at  the 
eohool  1 


SrR  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  Ac.): 
No,  no. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  But  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  say  no. 
That  is  left  to  his  inconsequent  supiwrter 
behind  him.  Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  propose  that  No,  but  I  do  not 
think  hifl  theory  or  principles  or  aspira- 
tioua  will  permit  him  to  stop  short  of 
voting  money  out  of  the  Local  Taxation 
Account  towards  carrying  enterprisinnr 
boys  into  and  through  the  University. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  assents  to  that. 
Well,  then,  let  me  put  this  question  to 
him.  What  is  your  tariff?  Would 
£50,000  suit  you?  Would  £100,000 
auit  you  1 

SiE  G.  CAMPBELL  :  It  might. 

Mr.  J-  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  The  hon. 
Member  who  interrupts  me  haa  spoken 
on  such  a  variety  of  subjects  during  the 
evening  that  I  think  he  had  better 
reserve  his  energies.  I  shonld  like  to 
ask  any  reasonable  Member  of  the  House 
this  question  :  Is  the  demand  made  upon 
U8 — is  the  Amendment  we  are  now  con- 
sidering an  Amendment  which  implies 
that  the  House  of  Commons  is  to  be 
asked  to  vote  moneys  arising  from  taxa- 
tion to  the  purpose  of  educating  Ixjys  at 
college  1  If  so,  let  the  ratepayers  of 
Scotland  know  it,  and  let  them  know  it 
over  and  over  again.  I  cannot  under- 
stand this  new-bom  enthusiasm  on  such 
a  large  scale,  because  we  are  now  rising, 
I  am  afraid,  out  of  the  region  of  the 
masses,  and  are  following  the  classes 
into  their  ignominious  and  academic 
seolusiou.  Yon  would  really  be  sub- 
sidising the  apostates  from  the  cause  of 
Mr.  J.  r.  R  Robertson 


freedom,  because  you  would  be  conferring 
a  bonus  on  every  one  who  leaves  the 
elementary  school  and  seeks  a  refuge 
among  that  class,  which  is  the  most 
widely  denounced  of  all  the  others  that 
are  now  proscribed,  namely,  the  educated 
class.  Therefore,  I  rejoice  that  I  have 
drawn  an  exposition  of  policy  from  the 
Front  Bench  opposite.  We  now  under- 
stand that  the  proposal  is  not  merely  to 
get  to  the  Sixth  Standard  or  to  the 
specific  subjects  in  the  schools,  but  that 
you  are  going  to  carry  boys  through  the 
course  of  training  usually  found  in 
intermediate  schools,  and  you  are  going 
to  carry  them  through  the  Universities, 
and  all  at  the  expense  of  the  ratepayers. 
No  limit  was  prescribed.  The  only 
limit  pointed  out  was  that  alluded  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Stirling  Burghs  when  he  said  he 
went  in  for  "  the  wide  diffusion  of  know- 
ledge." "The  knowable,"then,is  the  limit 
for  education  at  the  expense  of  the  rate- 
payers. If  we  are  going  to  descend  from 
the  elevation  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  aspires,  and  if  wo  are  going  into 
the  question  of  Party  politics,  then  I 
will  gladly  undertake  to  discuss  the 
question  in  any  constituency  in  Scotland 
whether  the  money  of  the  ratepayers  is 
going  to  be  spent  on  academic  and  on 
intermediate  education.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  haa  thought  that  it  would 
promote  general  political  interests,  be- 
cause he  avowed  that  jmlitical  interests 
was  what  he  was  sjieaking  for.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  pardon  me 
for  turning  to  the  question  of  what  is  the 
alternative  plan  projKised  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Now,  he  has  resorted  to  a  method 
which  is  the  most  crude  that  1  have  ever 
discovered  in  the  demagogic  party.  I 
listened  with  some  surprise  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  upon  this  account.  He 
thinks,  apparently,  that  it  is  a  good  plan 
to  call  attention  to  the  amount  of  rates 
which  are  paid  in  the  counties  by  land- 
lords, and  he  deduces  from  that  that  we 
are  making  an  attempt  to  give  money  to 
the  landlords.  There  is  a  large  amount 
of  uninstructed  sympathy  with  that 
statement  among  hon.  Members  opposite. 
How  does  the  case  stand  ?  We  are  pro- 
jjosing  to  give  money  for  distribution  by 
the  County  Councils  and  the  Town 
Councils  tluoughout  Scotland,   and   the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  says  we  are  pro- 
posing to  give  it  to  the  landlords. 

•Mr.  CAMPBKLL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
did  not  say  yoa  were  projxxsing  to  give 
it  to  the  landlords.  I  said,  if  the  money 
was  devoted  as  the  Government  jjmpose, 
there  is  a  chance  of  a  large  part  of  it 
going  to  landlords  owing  to  the  system 
of  rating. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  Tee;  but  I 
think  the  right  hon. Gentleman  will  grant 
me  this — and,  if  he  does  not  grant  it  the 
House  knows  it — that  in  describing  our 
alternative  scheme  of  relieving  the  rate- 
payers, he  presented  it  as  conierrtnp  a 
boon  on  the  landlords.  I  want  to  show 
how  the  fact  stands.  We  are  giving 
this  money  equally  between  counties  and 
burghs. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  No, 
no. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  ;  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Aberdeen  speaks 
a  great  deal  more  frequently  in  the 
House  than  I  do,  and  I  realiy  think  whon 
I  am  speaking  I  might  be  conceded  a 
freedom  from  listening  to  him.  1  say 
we  are  giving  this  money  between  the 
counties  and  burghs  of  Scotland,  and  in 
what  proportion  between  the  two  ? 
The  oonntiee  are  about  £13,500,000 
of  valuation,  and  the  burghs  are 
about  £12,000,000.  Accordingly,  they 
are  very  nearly  equal.  In  the  burgha 
the  rating  is  wholly  upon  the  occupiers  ; 
and  accordingly,  in  the  burghs  you  arc 
conferring  it  on  the  occupiGrs,  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  landlords.  I  turn  to  the 
counties  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who,  by-the-bye,  is  a  Scottish  landlord, 
apparently  is  so  ignorant  of  his  own 
aSairs  tliat  he  does  not  know  that  of 
rates  administered  by  the  County 
Councils,  the  greater  part  falls,  not  upon 
the  landlords  alone,  but  half  on  landlords 
and  half  on  occupiers.  The  rates  levied 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  accord- 
ing to  the  last  Local  Taxation  Accounts 
were  £187,000,  which  fell  on  owners 
alone,  and  the  road  rates  in  counties 
were  £255,000.     I  think   I    must   say 

VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [thikd  seeibs.] 


that    liberties    are    being    taken    with 
this    Committee    when    assertions    are 
made    by   the    right   hon.    Gentleman, 
who  I  do  not  say  consciously  misleads 
the   Committee   on   the    subject,    when 
he    leavea     out    of    (iccount    the    half 
of  that  which  fell  on  the  occupiers  only, 
and  then,  turning  to  the  other  half,  mis- 
represents it  to  this  extent,  that  of  the 
half   he   selects  the   greater    part   is  a 
divided      rate.       Accordingly,     I     say, 
to    represent    the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment    as     being    an     attempt     to 
favour  the  class  of  landlords,  is  one  of 
the  wildest  and  most  desperate  attempts 
that  has  come  fi-om  a  quarter  in  which, 
I  am  afraid,  such  attempts  are  not  infre- 
quent.     The    right    hon.    Gentleman's 
proposal  is  marked  by  tliis  characteristic 
at  the  outset,  that,  if  such  a  proposal  is 
carried  out  to  its  results,  and  unlimited 
by  figures — and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  no  figures — it  carries  with  it 
consequences  which  are  absolutely  unten- 
able if  yon  have  the  slightest  regard  to 
the  interests  of  the  ratepayers.     There 
are  some  Members  who  may  be  anxious 
to    know   how   the    facts  stand    about 
our    educutional    scheme.     Is    there   a 
necessity    for     a     larger    grant      than 
MOfiOOl     That   is  the  question   which 
is   primarily  before  the  Committee,  but 
which   lias  boon   voluntarily  altered  by 
the     right    hon.    Gentleman.     Ho    has 
indulged  in  a  long  historical  narrative, 
mostly   entirely   inaccurate,  as  to  what 
took   place   only  so  lately  as  last  year. 
Parliament  is  not  committed  in  any  sense 
or  degree  to  the  wild  scheme  of  enfran- 
chising   or    freeing  education  in  Scot- 
land.    Nothing  of  the  kind.     Whon  the 
Local  Government  Bill  was  introduced, 
the  giving  of  the  money  to  the  relief  of 
fees  was  an  integral  part  of  our  scheme. 
Speaking  with    the  special  instructions 
of  the  Government,  I  said,  in  introducing 
the   Local   Government    BUI,    that    we 
thought  ourselves  justified  in  proposing 
reUef    to    fees,    because,    inasmuch    as 
parents  were  compelled  to  pay  fees   for 
the   compulsory  standards,  there  was  at 
least  an  opening  give;n  for  the  approval 
of  Parliament  to  relief  by  the   payment 
of  these  fees.     I  made  no  limitation  on 
the    subject.     Our   proposal   related  to 
the  luwer  standards,   but  the   principl.; 
we  have  asserted  aa  regards  the  compul- 
sory   standards    is  irrespective  of  the 
2  B 
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number.  Is  there  the  smallest  warrant 
for  saying  that  wc  have  gone  beyond 
that !  I  do  not  remember,  except  in  the 
speeches  or  lectures  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  that 
there  was  ou  the  part  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men any  recommendation  of  the  wider 
scheme  wliich  is  now  enunciated.  Most 
certainly,  among  the  cautious  utterances 
wliich  came  from  that  quarter,  I  do  not 
think  there  was  much  said  about  the 
"  wide  diffusion  of  knowledge,"  spoken 
of  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Stirling.  Our  proposals  being  thus 
limited,  what  I  am  concerned  to  show  is> 
that  we  are  now  completing  them  by 
the  grant  of  £40,000.  In  the  first  place, 
I  want  to  ask  this :  To  what  extent  is 
it  that  our  present  supply  of  money  falls 
short  of  freemg  the  five  compulsory 
standards  in  State-aided  schools  ?  Here 
ia  the  answer.  There  are  3,134 
State-aided  soho^)l8.  2,981  have  no 
fees  in  compulsory  standards ;  that 
I  leavBS  only  153  in  wliich  there  are 
Bome  fees  ;  but  of  those  13  are  voluntary 
schools,  which  lie  outside  oar  scheme 
and  do  not  take  the  grant.  Forty-two 
are  fee-paying  schools  in  the  large  towns, 
where,  I  think,  it  would  be  preposterous 
to  force  people  to  go  free  when  they 
want  to  pay,  leaving  only  98  schools  in 
which  the  state  of  matters  is  this  :  that 
they  come  under  the  second  alternative 
of  our  regulations  and  provide  the  first 
throe  standards  absolutely  free  and  only 
a  proportion  free  in  the  Fourth  and 
Fifth  Standards.  Therefore,  the  problem 
before  us  in  order  to  confer  free  educa- 
tion in  the  State-aided  schools  in  Scot- 
land is  merely  to  get  rid  of  the  payment 
of  fees  in  98  schools. 

Mb.  HUNTER:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  how  those  figures 
are  to  bo  reconciled  with  the  lloturn 
presented  to  the  Hodbo  on  the  16th 
March,  from  which  it  appears  that 
there  are  25  schools  only  which  are 
under  the  five  standards,  16  where  the 
grant  is  not  claimed,  and  42  where  it 
ia  claimed. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBKK'l'SON  :  That  is 

a  very  fair  question.     The  hon.  Member 

is  quite  accurate  in  sajring  the  smaller 

figure  was  the  figure  at  a  previous  date  ; 
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but  the  increase  to  98  has  arisen  from 
the  fact  that  the  School  Boards  found 
that  they  had  outmn  thoir  funds,  and 
accordingly  they  were  reducing  these 
School  Boards  which  accepted  freedom 
ill  the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Standard  abso- 
lutely to  School  Boards  in  which  freedom 
wasonlyacceptcdfora  proportion  of  places. 
Before  leaving  this  subject,  let  me  point 
out  that,  so  far  as  the  mere  problem  of 
dealing  with  free  education  in  the  State- 
aided  schools  within  the  five  oompolsory 
standards  is  concerned,  we  are  limited  to 
98  schools  alone  requiring  aid,  but  I  soo, 
and  we  have  always  seen,  the  force  of 
the  indication  given  by  the  increase  from 
25  to  98.  Some  of  the  School  Boards 
have  gone  too  far  for  their  means,  and 
they  have  enfranchised  tlie  standards 
without  attending  to  their  resources. 
If  we  were  to  stand  by  the  98 — and  I  do 
not  see  any  reosiin  why  it  should  bo 
much  increased — if  we  were  to  look  a 
little  ahead,  we  should  have  to  regard 
the  financial  position  of  the  School 
B<:iards  generally,  in  order  to  conjecture 
whether  more  might  come  into  the  98, 
so  as  to  increa.se  the  number.  And  this 
leads  me  to  consider  the  question  of  how 
stands  the  balance  between  the  financial 
state  of  the  school  managers  before  our 
system  was  introduced  and  after.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stirling  gave  figures  which,  I  think,  he 
will  find  are  not  quite  accurate.  I  will 
state  what  I  believe  are  the  accurate 
figures  as  regards,  in  the  first  place,  the 
receipts  of  the  School  Boards  and  school 
managers  when  the  system  of  fees  for 
the  five  standards  was  permitted.  They 
amounted  to  £315,000,of  which  £295,000 
was  paid  primarily  by  parents,  and  about 
£20,000  by  Parochial  Btjards  as  standing 
in  loco  pare^itis  to  poor  children.  I  want 
to  make  this  quite  clear.  In  striking  a 
balance  sheet,  of  course,  you  take  into 
account  what  is  the  alteration  of  the 
scheme  as  affected  by  your  plan  of  last 
year.  £315,000  is  the  sum  we  start 
from.  But  part  of  that  is  covered  by  the 
Sixth  Standard  and  the  extra  sttindards. 
Tliorefore,  to  compare  what  the  School 
Boards  got  OS  compared  with  what  they 
gave  up,  yuu  must  reduce  the  total  receipts 
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by  the  amount  of  the  higher  stAndards, 
which  we  do  not  touch.  I  do  not  know 
what  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  consider  to 
be  the  cost  of  the  Sixth  Standard  and  the 
special  subjects,  but  they  will  not  quarrel 
if  I  put  it  at  as  low  a  figure  as  possible 
— say  10  per  cent.  I  understand  that  is 
a  very  low  estimate.  That  leaves 
£283,000  as  the  amount  of  fees  wtu'ch 
we  may  ascribe  to  the  five  compulsory 
standards.  Now,  wo  already  give 
£250,000,  and  we  propo.se  to  give  £40,000 
more.  Thus  the  Committee  will  see  that 
while  it  requires  £33,000  wo  give 
£40,000.  Accordingly,  I  do  tliink  tliiU 
we  make  adequately  fair  jirovision.  The 
mai^in  between  £33,000,  and  £40,000 
is  on  the  footing  that  fees  were  probably 
rising  when  we  did  away  with  them. 
If  a  defect  can  be  pointed  out  in  this 
calculation  it  is  on  the  side  of  our  being 
more  than  liberal.  Now,  in  what  I  say 
I  am  addressing  myself  to  the  Committee 
ujwn  tlie  footing  that  yon  are  not  going 
to  adrjpt  the  mere  genei-al  difl'usion  of 
knowledge,  but  stick  to  the  compulsory 
standards.  I  pursue  this  because  I 
think  the  ptunt  is  important.  It  has 
been  suggested,  and  I  have  not  the  least 
doubt  that  the  reflection  occurs  to  many 
hon.  Gentlemen,  that,  after  all,  one  can 
name  places  where  there  is  greater  de- 
ficiency in  the  rate  than  will  be  made  up 
by  the  grant  we  jiropose.  I  conceive 
that  to  be  the  case,  but  every  effort  t<i 
eqnaliscf  jjayments  by  a  grant  of  tliis 
kind  must  necessarily  regard  the  aggre- 
gate and  not  individual  cases.  I  will 
tell  the  Committee  why.  Because  the 
scale  of  fees  varies  to  a  very  great 
extent.  There  are  some  places,  which  I 
could  name  if  it  were  not  Invidious, 
where  there  ia  a  heavy  deficit.  But 
these  plaoea  are  the  rich  and  not  the 
poor  places.  The  reason  of  the  deficit  is 
a  simple  one  :  that  In  these  places  they 
have  fixed  high  fees,  that  being  merely 
an  indication  of  their  wealth,  and  it  is 
in  consequence  of  that  that  onr  grant, 
which  is  distributed  according  to  the 
average  attendance,  is  inadequate  to 
fill  up  the  gap  made  by  the  with- 
drawal of  fees  which  are  only  cal- 
culated on  their  own  affluent  abilities. 
Therefore,  it  is  in  vain  to  jiursue  any 
plan  for  filling  up  gaps  and  holes  in  the 
finances  of  School  Boards.  If  we  do 
that,  the  resalt  will  be  either  that  tve 


ehall  give  the  money  entirely  over  to 
th(wo  large  and  rich  places,  and  gfive 
nothing  to  the  poorer  districts,  or  that 
we  shall  have  to  increase  our  additions 
enormously  and  give  to  the  poor  dis- 
tricts pari  pnmu  according  to  tiie  emer- 
gencies of  the  richer  districts  created  by 
requirements  of  which  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts are  entirely  ignorant.  I  venture 
to  think  the  Committee  will  appreciate 
the  justness  of  the  standard  I  suggested, 
and  if  that  is  .so,  is  not  the  conclusive 
reason  this  :  that  in  the  bottom  of  their 
hearts  and  minds  they  know  that  the  fair 
principle  of  distribution  of  tliis  money 
ought  to  be,  education  or  no  education, 
the  relief  of  the  people  who  have  to  pay 
rates.  There  is,  however,  one  point 
which  I  ought  not  to  omit.  I  included 
2,981  as  the  number  of  school  managers 
who  have  no  fees  in  the  compulsory 
standards,  but  in  that  there  are  degrees 
of  liberality.  Of  these  2,247  Iiavo 
alxilighcd  fees  up  to  and  Including  the 
Fifth  Standard,  but  734  have  outstripped 
Parliament's  notions  of  liberality  and 
abolisjied  fees  altogether.  Then  there 
comes  the  question  which  has  been 
boldly  mooted  by  the  right  hon.  Genile- 
man  In  his  adventurous  speech.  I  quite 
understand  that  if  School  Boards  are  so 
constituted  that  Members  can  retain 
their  seats  after  having  voted  In  favour 
of  a  wide  diffusion  of  knowledge.  Parlia- 
ment cannot  control  them.  That  is 
quite  a  matter  for  them  to  dete'rmine, 
and  if  a  programme  of  that  kind  finds 
acceptance  in  the  arena  of  School  Boards, 
good  and  well ;  but  the  question  wo 
have  to  consider  is  whether  it  Is  permis- 
sible te  us  to  take  money  which  In  the 
first  view  belongs  to  the  ratepayers, 
and  apply  it  to  those  elevated  and  expen- 
sive notions.  I  think  the  Committee 
will  decline  to  ag^ree  with  them.  I 
fully  believe  that  education  In  Scotland 
is  extremely  popular.  I  am  entirely  in 
favour  of  giving  all  projxir  facilities  for 
that  purpose,  but  I  do  not  think  there 
would  be  any  justification  for  Parliament 
'  to  take  away  money  which  primarily 
I  belongs  to  the  larger  class  of  the  rate'- 
I  payers,  and  Limiting  the  gift.  \Crieii  oj 
"  No,  no  !  "]  Certainly  the  larger  classes. 
Does  any  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  pretend 
to  such  st.atisticiil  knowledge  as  to  believe 
that  all  people  who  pay  rates  have  chil- 
dren at  the  Bovd  or  elementary  schools  ? 
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That  is  putting  an  exception  in  favour 
of  unmarried  and  childless  people  which 
is  not  to  be  found  in  Statutes.  Is  this  the 
proper  moment  to  make  the  present  pro- 
posal ?  Why,  of  all  others,  it  seems  the 
very  moment  when  it  would  be  very  un- 
wise to  make  any  fresh  departure,  to  en- 
courage any  fresh  unrecognised  liabili- 
ties on  the  part  of  the  rates  or  rate- 
payers towards  the  cost  of  education. 
It  is  an  open  secret  that  there  are  pro- 
jio.sala  in  conteraiilation  as  regards  Eng- 
land for  asisisting  education  by  grants 
from  public  moneys.  If  so,  it  will  be 
homo  m  mind  when  that  method  ia 
applied  to  Scotland  tliat  the  transaction 
of  last  year  was  not  a  vote  of  Imperial 
money  to  Scotch  education,  but  was  a 
surrender,  on  assignation  from  the  Scotch 
ratepayers  towards  free  education. 
Would  it  not  he  well  to  wait,  leaving 
our  hands  free,  having  nearly  completed 
the  system  to  whieli  Parliament  is 
already  committed,  and  ent"r  upon  the 
consideration  of  what  is  to  be  done  for 
Scotland  then,  witli  all  the  fresh  ideas 
furnished  by  the  aspirations  of  Scotch 
opinion,  and  also  enlightened  by  the 
experience  of  the  last  experimental  year. 
I  think  the  Committee  would  do  wisely 
to  adopt  the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
and  I  cannot  believe  any  defeat  will  he 
encountered  by  Scotch  education  if  we  dfi 
not  limit  our  aspirations  by  what  would 
be  merely  a  tentative  and  somewhat 
limited  plan. 

(10.40.)  Mb.  HUNTER:  With  one 
statement  we  shall  all  agree,  that  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  wa.s 
most  incorrectly  described  as  a  policy  of 
free  education.  I  thank  the  right  hon. 
Gentlenuvn  for  the  admis8ion,becauBesome 
of  his  friends  in  Scotland  have  been 
posing  as  advocates  of  free  education, 
and  have  claimed  credit  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  this  policy.  One  point,  then,  is 
cleared  up.  I  would  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  in  endeavouring  to  extort 
from  the  Tory  Party  free  education  for 
Scotland,  wo  have  been  engaged  in  a 
very  difficult  and  arduous  task.  The 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
never  been  a  policy  of  freq  education; 
it  has  been  entirely  opposed  to  free 
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education,  and  they  have  never  budged 
one  inch,  or  made  the  slightest  conces- 
sion, except  under  terror  of  losing  all 
Tory  representation  in  Scotland.  On 
December  21st,  1888,  the  application 
of  the  Probate  Duty  in  Scotland  to 
free  education  was  suggested  by  myself 
about  half- past  2  in  the  morning. 
I  did  not  want  a  patent  for  the  idea ;  I 
presented  it  as  n  free  gift  to  the  Chan 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  because  it 
appeared  not  to  have  occurred  to  him, 
and  I  told  him  he  would  make  himself 
most  popular  if,  instead  of  foolishly 
squandering  the  money  on  what  he  was 
pleased  to  call  the  rates,  he  devoted  it 
to  freeing  education.  I  might  as  well 
have  appealed  to  a  stone  wall.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  listen 
to  me,  and  then,  for  once  in  my  life,  I 
made  a  great  mistake.  I  allowed  him  to 
take  the  Second  Reading  of  his  Bill  after 
1 2  o'clock,  when  a  simple  objection  would 
have  stayed  its  progress.  That  was  on 
Tuesday.  On  the  next  morning  I  re- 
pented of  my  error,  and  arranged  with 
the  late  Mr.  Biggar,  the  Whip  of  the 
Irish  Party,  that  on  the  Wednesday  his 
friends  of  the  Irish  Party  should  dis- 
cuss those  grievances  which  afHicted 
them  until  half-past  4,  by  which  time 
I  hoped  1  might  bring  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  reason.  Sir,  sweet  are  the 
uses  of  obstruction  !  Before  3  o'clock 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  sur- 
rendered te  force  majeure  and  consented 
to  confine  his  Bill  to  the  then  coming 
year.  The  fact  was,  he  had  an  engage- 
ment at  dinner  that  evening  ;  he  had  to 
meet  the  Civil  servants  at  the  Hdtel 
Metropole,  and  make  what  we  all  re- 
cognised as  an  important  speech  ;  so  be- 
tween the  Irish  Members  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  d.iy,  and  the  coming  dinner, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  much 
against  his  will,  saw  reason  and  con- 
sented to  make  his  Bill  applicable  to  the 
current  year.  That  gave  us  an  opportu- 
nity to  test  the  opinion  of  Scotland  in 
regard  to  the  application  of  the  Probate 
Duty.  It  happened  that  on  this  side 
there  was  exhibited  an  unanimous  opinion 
in  favour  of  education.     What  did  the 
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GovenmieTit  do  1  After  t.hoy  wore  made 
acquainted  with  this  unanimous  opinion, 
they  introduced  a  Bill  which  limited  the 
application  of  the  principle  of  free  edu- 
cation to  Standards  I.,  II.,  and  III.  That 
■was  wlmtwc  met  with  in  the  beginning 
of  the  Session  of  1889,  and  that  conces- 
sion was  made,  but,  I  agree  with  the 
Lord  Advocate,  not  beoause  they  hold 
the  slightest  possible  inclination  in  favour 
of  free  education — I  am  sure  they  have 
not— but  solely  and  simply  to  stave  off 
the  demand  for  free  education  and  to 
defeat  the  purpose  of  those  who  are  in 
favour  of  that  proposal.  What  did  the 
Government  do  after  they  had  intro- 
duced their  Bill  in  1889  ?  They  stood  to 
it  in  the  firmest  possible  manner.  I 
remember  going  with  a  deputation  to 
meet  the  Seoretery  for  ScotLind,  and  it 
was  very  near  the  time  when  tlie  Go- 
vernment Bill  would  be  going  into  Com- 
mittee, and  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
put  down  his  foot  in  the  firmest  manner 
and  said  he  would  have  nothing  to  do 
with  free  education,  and  would  not  go 
an  inch  beyond  the  Third  Standard. 
Well,  we  are  familiar  with  the  causes  that 
induced  the  Government  to  go  beyond 
that,  and  make  another  concession.  We 
had  a  Division  in  Committee,  and  52 
Scotch  Members  voted  against  the  Go- 
vernment, and  only  lOintheirfavour.  The 
next  day  the  Government  came  down 
and  announced  another  surrender.  There- 
fore, I  cheerfully  recognise  the  claim  of 
the  Lord  Advocate  to  be  an  enemy  of 
free  education  and  one  who  has  not 
taken  any  Bte]i8  towards  it,  except  under 
external  compulsion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  this  dilemma :  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  at  the  present  time  very 
nearly  a  fourth  of  the  schools  in  Scot- 
land have  adopted  the  principle  of  free 
education  through  all  the  standards — 700 
out  of  nearly  3,000.  The  argument 
upon  principle  is,  therefore,  not  now  an 
open  one,  because  these  schools  which 
have  ab)lished  fees  could  not  have  done 
80  without  the  express  consent  of  the 
Education  Department,  which  includis, 
of  course,  the  right  hon,  Qeutleman 
himself. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Permit 
me  to  explain.  The  consent  of  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  was 
limited   only  to  certifying  that  certain 


conditions  were    fulfilled  ;    assent    was 
given  to  nothing  beyond. 

Mb.  hunter  :  That  is  open  to 
another  difficulty  ;  that  the  Scotch  De- 
partment, for  what  reason  I  do  not  know, 
sanctioned  that  relief  in  the  case  of  25 
per  cent,  of  the  schools,  and  now  they 
refuse  it. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Certainly, 
because  the  question  was  whether  they 
came  under  conditions  of  which  the 
Education  Department  was  especially 
seized,  and  on  this  the  Department 
assented  to  the  arrangement, 

Mb.  HUNTER:  Well,  in  700  odd 
schools  the  Department  have  sanctioned 
free  education. 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Assent 
was  limited  to  those  considerations  with 
which  the  Department  are  conversant, 
the  first  five  standards. 

Mb.  HUNTER  :  Well,  the  fact  is  they 
did  it. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  It  is 
inconvenient  to  continue  interrupting 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  if  he  continues 
repeating  his  statement,  he  must  consider 
me  as  giving  the  most  emphatic  denial 
tliat  courtesy  wiU  allow. 

Mb.  HUNTER :  Well,  it  is  not  denied 
that  734  schools  have  abolished  fees  in 
all  standards.  Now,  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
in  regai-d  to  the  alternative  proposal,  to 
which  the  Lord  Advocate  alluded.  I 
should  greatly  regret  if  there  should  be 
any  mistake  or  exaggeration  on  this  point. 
The  Government  divide  the  £50,000 
between  the  counties  and  the  burghs, 
not  according  to  the  amount  of  the  rates 
which  are  payable  by  them  respectively, 
but  according  to  their  wealth,  which  is 
a  totally  irrelevant  consideration.  The 
result  is,  that  for  every  6d.  given  for  the 
relief  of  rates  in  burghs.  Is.  6d.  is  given 
for  the  relief  of  rates  in  counties.  That 
is  a  fact  not  cap.ible  of  serious  denial, 
because  you  find  in  burghs,  rates  are, 
roughly  s{)eaking,  throe  times  what  they 
lire  in  ooanties.     You  have  adopted  not 
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the  standard  ef  burden  of  rates,  whicli 
would  be  relevant,  but  tho  standard  of 
wealth,  which  is  wholly  irrelevant.  It  is 
in  the  power  of  the  County  Councils  to 
apply  the  money  in  relief  of  tho  rates 
that  are  paid  by  landlords  only.  In 
Aberdeen  7.5  |jer  cent,  of  tho  houses  are 
nnder  £10  rental  ;  and  tho  benefit  would 
be  5d.  to  a  man  at  £10,  3d.  to  a  man  at 
£6.  For  these  ridiculous  benefits  the 
people  of  iScotlnnd  are  to  be  denied 
the  dearest  wish  of  their  hearts — the  com- 
pletion of  the  scheme  of  free  education. 
I  ask  the  Government  to  make  this  con- 
cession, because,  in  the  first  place,  it  is 
obvious  that  if  we  have  a  system  of 
free  education  for  the  lower  standards 
and  begin  school  fees  for  the  higher, 
we  deal  a  deadly  blow  at  these  higher 
standards.  But  another  reason  for  the 
concession  is,  that  it  i.s  demanded  by  the 
almost  universal  opinion  of  Scotland. 
The  distinction  between  non-compulsory 
and  compulsory  stiindards  does  not  com- 
mend itself  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 
Why  shduld  the  Government,  having 
swallowed  the  camel,  now  strain  at  the 
gnat?  The  total  amount  required  is 
very  small  compared  with  what  has 
been  already  given,  and  their  refusal  is 
viewed  by  the  people  of  Scotland,  not 
with  amazement,  but  with  absolute 
stupefaction.  I  ask  the  Government  to 
rememl)er  that  tlie  tax  out  of  which  this 
money  comes  was  iraj>osed  against 
tho  wishes  of  two  to  one  of  tho 
Scottish  Members.  That  taxation  pro- 
dnoCB  £200,000  a  year,  equal  to  Is.  per 
head  of  the  population  of  Scotland,  or  an 
average  of  5s.  per  family.  When  the 
working  man  is  told  that  a  fifth  of  that 
goes  to  the  provision  of  pensions  for  the 
police,  he  will  not  unnaturally  say,  I 
would  rather  the  Is.  went  towards  a 
pension  for  myself.  Then  anotlier 
Is.  is  to  be  expended  on  the  ex- 
tension of  free  education.  Tliat  the 
people  of  Scotland  are  not  only  proparod 
to  assent  to,  but  they  enthosiostically 
welcome  it.  What  becomes  of  the 
other  38. ?  You  propose  to  give  Is.  3d. 
to  the  rates.  But  this  will  scarcely 
'benefit  the  poorer  ratepayer ;  he  will 
only  benefit  to  the  extent  of  the  3d., 
while  the  richer  ratepayer  will  not  only 
Mr.  Hunter 


get  all  the  Is.  3d.  which  is  intended  to 
go  to  him,  but  also  the  Is.  which  ia 
withdrawn  from  the  poorer  rate- 
payer. Still  you  have  Is.  9d.  left, 
and  what  does  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  say  about  that?  He  says 
"  I  cannot  give  that  to  yon  ;  I  mnst  give 
that  to  England."  And  thus  the  whole 
of  the  5s.  is  disposed  of,  and  a  more 
outrageous  or  more  iniquitous  financial 
proceeding  it  would  be  difficult  to 
imagine.  Out  of  the  £200,000  you  are 
giving  the  working  man  only  a  jxUtry  3d. 
or  -kl.,  a  result  that  is  at  once  ludicrous 
and  scandalous.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
the  Scotch  Members  will  not  consent  to 
this  waste  of  money,  and  that  they  are 
determined  that  their  schools  shall  be  free 
fi-om  top  to  bottom.  There  are  magnifi- 
cent palaces  of  education  in  Scotland,  but 
over  their  portals  is  written  "  The  sons  of 
working  men  not  admitted  here,"  I 
hope  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
qner  will  reconsider  the  matter,  that  he 
will  compare  tlie  advantages  to  be  gained 
by  concession  with  those  likely  to  result 
from  resistance,  and  that  he  will  make 
provision  out  of  this  Fund  to  abolish  all 
school  fees  in  Scotland. 

(11.5.)  Me.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk, 
itc.) :  I  think  the  appeal  of  the  bon. 
Member  ia  not  likely  to  bo  successful  by 
reason  of .  tho  manner  in  which  he  has 
treated  the  concessions  made  last  year  to 
those  who,  in  the  course  of  the  Del»tes  on 
tho  Local  Government  Bill,  demanded 
Free  Education  for  Scotland,  1  do  not 
think  it  was  fair  for  the  hoir.  Meuilx>r 
for  'Aberdoon  to  claim  for  himself  and 
his  friends  the  credit  for  the  concessions 
granted  last  year  by  the  Uuiontst 
Government.  But  I  am  sorry  tliat  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  the  only  speaker 
to  introduce  Party  considerations  into 
this  Del«te.  I  think  the  Lord  Advocate 
would  have  been  better  advised  had  he 
not  taunted  the  right  hon.  GentlemaTi 
the  Member  for  Stirling  Burghs  with 
the  introduction  of  Party  [wlitics  into  to- 
night's Debate.  He  taunted  him  with  a 
new  born  zeal  for  free  education,  and  said 
his  only  limit  wos  the  widest  diffusion 
of   knowledge    that    can  be  given .      J 
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venture  to  say  that  the  Scotch  people 
care  very  little  as  to  when  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  first  came  to  the  conclasion 
he  now  seums  to  hold,  that  education 
throughout  the  elementary  schools  of 
Scotland  should  be  free.  This  is  absolutely 
a  non-party  question  in  Scotland,  and  I 
say  that  the  opinion  of  the  people 
80  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  gather 
it,  is  that,  as  far  as  possible,  clenion- 
tary  education  should  be  free.  I 
represent  not  a  rich  city  like  Edinburgh, 
or  a  rich  burgh  like  Glasgow,  but  com- 
jttratively  poor  districts,  and  on  their 
bt3half  I  can  only  express  regret  that 
the  Government  have  not  seen  their  way 
to  giving  a  larger  sum  than  they  propose 
for  educational  purposes.  To  carry  free 
education  from  the  elementary  schools 
to  the  higher  schools,  and  from  the 
higher  si'hoola  to  the  University,  maybe 
a  dream  of  the  future,  but  it  is  not  de- 
sired at  the  present  time  by  the  Scotch 
people  ;  at  this  moment  they  only  desire 
to  see  elementary  educfl.tion_  absolutely 
free,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  we  ask 
the  Government  to  grant  a  further  sura. 
I  appreciate  the  difficulty  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  find  themselves. 
Of  coarse  they  do  not  know  if  the  extra 
duty  on  spirits  and  beer  will  be  imposud 
for  a  longer  period  than  one  year, 
and  if  tliey  freed  all  the  standards 
now  they  would  be  committing  them- 
selves to  the  proposition  that  the  stan- 
dards other  than  the  compulsory  ones 
bhould  be  free  in  the  future.  I  admit 
that  it  is  not  unreasonable  for  the 
Government  to  say  that,  at  any  nite  "for 
this  Session,  all  they  can  do  is  to  free 
the  compulsory  standards.  But  why 
should  the  Government  refuse  the  sug- 
gestion that  has  been  made  to  them,  that 
they  shonld  give  the  County  Councils 
the  right,  if  they  deem  it  advisable,  to 
apply  some  portion  of  this  money  to  the 
purposes  of  education,  so  that  the  County 
Councils  may  hand  some  part  of  the 
money  over  to  the  School  Boards  to 
lessen  the  burden'of  fees?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer stated,  in  answer  to  a  question  I 
put  to  him  the  other  day,  that  it  was 
not  in  the  power  of  the  County  Councils 
to  give  grants  for  educational  purposes, 
as  thoy  had  no  oontrolover  suoh  matters. 


But  if  he  will  not  go  so  far  as  is  sug- 
gested in  the  Amendment  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  he  surely  might  make  some 
concession,  and  allow  County  and 
Town  Councils  to  grant  for  educational 
purposes  some  portion  of  this  money  if 
they  so  decide,  so  as  to  lessen  the  burden 
of  school  fees.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  in  the  Debate  last  year,  some  of  us 
protested  strongly  against  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  to  free  the  lower  stan- 
dards. We  felt  that  if  anything  was  to  bo 
dona  for  the  relief  of  education,  it  should 
be  rather  by  abolishing  the  fees  in  the 
higher  standards.  Daring  the  whole  of 
lost  year's  Debate  there  was  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  in  my  name 
which  suggested  that.  The  Amend- 
ment we  are  now  discussing  is  a  step  in 
the  same  direction,  and  unless  Her 
NLijosty's  Government  modify  their 
scheme  by  accepting  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Stirling  Burghs,  or  by  adopting 
the  suggestion  I  have  mentioned,  very 
few  of  the  Scottish  Members  will  sup- 
port Her  Majesty's  Government  on  this 
matter.  The  Scottish  people  are  anxious 
to  see  elementary  education  entirely 
freed  from  school  fees,  and  I  hope  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  meet  this 
widespread  feeling,  and  the  all  but 
unanimous  wish  of  the  Scotch  Members^ 

•(11,16.)  SiB  LYON  PLAYFAIR 
(Leeds,  S.) :  When  we  discussed  in  this 
House  the  proposal  to  appoint  a  Minister 
for  Scotland,  I  expressed  my  fear  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  would  lie  the  Minister 
for  Education  in  this  House,  and  that 
the  real  Minister  would  bo  in  the  other 
House.  The  sfieech  of  the  Lord  Advocate 
to-night  has  confirmed  my  worst  appre 
hensions  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
Scottish  education  would  be  dealt  with. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of 
the  "  wild  scheme  "  of  free  education  for 
Scotland.  Will  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  hold  that  Lmgunge  in  the 
constituencies  at  the  next  Geueral  Elec- 
tion ! 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Certainly, 
sir ;  and  I  shall  state  the  matter  exactly 
as  I  did  to-night — the  "  wild  language 
of  the  scheme  as  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  op^iosite." 
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•Sir  L.  PLAYFAIR:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  "  the  wild  scheme 
of  free  edacation." 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBEETSON  :  Yes, 
the  word  "  the  "  being  demonstrative  of 
the  scheme  of  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman, 
including  free  University  education. 

•Sffi  L.  PLAYFAIR  :  The  whole  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  was 
against  free  education  in  Scotland  in  the 
upper  standards,  though  the  principle 
of  the  Scotch  system  is  to  encourage 
higher  education  in  public  schools. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears 
to  have  wholly  mistaken  the  prinuijilcs 
which  have  ruled  Scotch  education 
in  the  past.  I  should  not  have 
objected  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  done  for  Scotland  what  tlie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  done 
for  Wales  in  the  matter  of  intermediate 
education.  On  the  contrary,  I  should 
have  been  exceedingly  pleased.  What 
we  ask  is  that  the  Government  should 
free  the  upper  standards  as  tiiey 
had  freed  the  lower.  The  great 
bulk  of  the  Scottish  Members  request 
that  the  money  shall  be  applied  to  that 
purpose.  Why  should  not  the  Govern- 
H^ent  be  gracious  and  carry  oat  the  work 
they  have  begun  ?  Tiie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlenmn,  whose  speeches  I  always  read 
with  interest,  took  much  credit  at  Inver- 
ness hist  year  to  the  Government  for 
having  freed  education  in  Scotland. 
But,  if  he  wishes  the  Government  to 
retain  that  credit,  if  he  wishes  them  to 
hold  a  position  in  Scotch  politics  in  the 
future,  I  would  advise  them  not  to  apply 
this  money  to  a  mere  reduction  of  the 
rates,  but  to  accede  to  the  wishes  j>f 
the  Scotch  people  and  free  the  upper 
standards. 

(11.23.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  188;  Noes  164.— (Div.  List,  No. 
207.) 

•(11.36.)  Mk.  C,  S.  PARKER  (Perth): 
I  hope  that  the  Government,  after  the 
Division  just  taken,  will  be  open  to  argu- 
ment. I  think  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
will  not  find  it  easy  to  defend  in  Scotland 
the  language  he  has  uttered  in  this 
House.     It    is    the    general    wish    of 


Scotland  that  education  in  all  the 
stondards  should  be  free ;  it  is  not  a 
wild  scheme  which  is  entertained  either 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Stirling  Burghs,  or  by  anyone 
else.  It  is  the  deliberate  conviction  of 
teachers,  of  School  Boards,  and  of  others 
who  best  understand  the  question,  tliat 
it  is  not  well  to  confine  freedom  from 
fees  to  the  compulsory  standards.  I  hope 
that  the  Government  will  re-consider 
the  position,  and  will  not  limit  the 
application  of  this  money,  so  cut  down 
as  it  now  is  to  £40,000.  There  are 
many  School  Boards  in  Scotland 
which  have  freed  all  the  compulsory 
stiindards,  and  in  their  case  if  tliis 
money  may  not  be  applied  to  the 
higher  standards  it  will  become  simply 
a  grant  in  relief  of  the  Rites.  Why 
should  not  the  Government  leave  it 
open  to  School  Boards  to  use  the  money 
at  their  discretion,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  Dover  House?  I  hare 
only  one  other  remark  to  make.  Wbereas 
the  Lord  Advocate  seemed  to  put  his 
foot  down  firmly  against  going  beyond 
abolishing  the  fees  for  the  compulsory 
standards,  yet,  afterwards,  he  seemed 
to  forget  that  principle  when  ho  dwelt 
on  what  might  be  done  for  Scotch 
education  next  year,  and  agreed  that 
whenever  England  got  money  from 
National  Funds  for  purposes  of  free 
elementary  education,  Scotland  should 
insist  on  having  a  corresponding  sum 
for  higher  instruction. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  lines 
1 3  and  1 4,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  of 
children  in  the  compulsory  standards  of 
the  Scotch  Code.)  "  —  {Mr.  CfiarUs 
Parker.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

(11.43.)  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON: 
I  can  hardly  suppose  that  the  Committee 
will  expect  any  formal  reply  from  me  on 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member,  which  is  manifestly  within  the 
scope  of  the  Debate  which  has  just 
closed.  The  question  between  the  com- 
pulsory and  non-compulsory  standards 
was  the  gist  and  t-ssence  of  that  debate. 
The  h(  in.  Member  has  totally  misconceived 
what  I  have  said.  I  have  not  indicated,  and 
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did  not  intend  to  indicate,  that  in  future 
years  the  non -compulsory  standard  will 
be  the  subject  of  any  grant  by  Parlia- 
ment. 

(11.44.)  Mtt.  D.  CRAWFORD 
(Lanark,  N.B.)  :  I  think  we  have  reason 
to  complain  of  the  manner  in  whioh  this 
important  subject  has  been  treated  by 
the  Lord  Advocate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Stirling  Burghs  as  if  it  was  a  wild 
and  vague  proposition  for  the  diffusion 
of  useful  knowledge.  The  Lord  Advocate 
evidently  spoke  under  great  excitement 
in  the  greater  part  of  his  speech,  which 
must  have  been  intended  as  a  reply  to 
some  castigation  which  he  had  pre- 
viously received  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  becau.se  the  speech  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  was  in  no  way  relevant  to  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  If 
my  right  hon.  Friend  feels  that  he  has 
been  extinguished  by  the  exuberant 
eloquence  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  he  must 
feel  he  is  buried  in  flowers,  because  such 
an  accumulation  of  flowers  of  rhetoric  as 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
presented  to  the  Uouse  we  have  rarely 
had  the  advantage  of  hearing.  Indeed, 
I  was  glad  when  at  last  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  to  figures,  and  returned 
to  his  accustomed  clear  style  of  oratory. 
This  question  of  devoting  the  money  to 
freeing  non-compulsory  standards  is  a 
very  important  one  for  Scotland.  I  for 
one  disapprove  altogether  of  this  system 
of  grants  in  aid  by  which  one  interest 
after  another  is  sought  to  be  bribed.  We 
have  some  reason  to  complain,  when  we 
have  a  useful  object  on  which  almost  all 
the  Representatives  of  Scotland  are  at 
one,  that  the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exche- 
quer takes  no  pains  to  ascertain  what  the 
wishes  of  the  Scottish  people  are ;  and 
when  they  are  forced  on  his  attention, 
he  attempts  some  means  for  the  disposal 
of  the  money  which  will  go  contrary  to 
"'  - [thied  sEEres.] 
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our  wishes.  There  is  no  object  of  legis- 
lation which  Scotland  cares  fur  that  the  ' 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  does  not  find 
some  op{X)rtunity  of  flouting  and  thwart- 
ing, and  though  I  believe  there  is  jost ' 
reason  to  complain  of  the  manner  in 
which  Scottish  business  is  neglected  in 
this  House,  it  is  with  regret  that  I 
observe  when  proposals  about  Scottish 
Home  Rule  are  mooted,  which  we  tliink 
extreme,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer makes  it  impossible  for  us  to  give 
an  answer  to  them  to  our  constituents. 
From  the  point  of  view  of  Party,  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  do  the  Opposition  nothing  but  good, 
but  1  would  rather  see  the  people  get  this 
bciuii  timn  secure  a  Party  advantage,  and 
I  therefore  appeal  to  the  Government  at 
the  eleventh  hour  to  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

(11.52.)  Mk.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow, 
St.  Rollox)  :  According  to  this  clause, 
the  jG40,000  can  only  be  applied  for  the 
purpose  of  freeing  education  in  the 
compulsory  xtandards.  Yet  the  statistics 
quoted  by  the  Lord  Advocate  shew  that 
tliese  standards  are  already  free  in  all 
the  elementary  schools,  and  that 
more  money  is  not  required.  You  are 
dealing  with  Imperial  money,  and  I  main- 
tain that  every  portion  of  Scotland  is 
entitled  to  a  share  of  it,  and  that  it  is 
wrong  to  impose  a  restriction  that  the 
moneyshallbe  applied  tofreeing  education 
in  the  compulsory  stiindards.  I  contend 
that  the  money  could  not  Ix)  better  spent 
than  in  freeing  the  higher  standards,  and 
in  that  way,  you  will  be  placing  all  your 
schools  in  the  same  position  as  the  734 
schools  which  charge  no  fee  whatever. 
I  hope  that  the  Amendment  will  be 
carried. 

(11.55.)  Dk.  CLARK  (Caithness): 
In  Caithness  all  the  oompolsory 
standards  in  the  schools  are  free.  The 
rates  in  that  county  are  high,  varying 
from  2s.  to  48.  6d.  in  the£l,  and  the  fees 
low,  and  I  am  anxious  to  know  whether 
we  are  to  lose  our  share  of  this 
money. 
2  S 
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(11.56.)    Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Order  I 
No,  Sir.    The  schools  indicsated  by  the 
hon.  Member  will  participate  in  the  grant 
just  as  the  others  would. 

*(11.57.)  Me.  C.  S.  PARKER :  H  the 
Clause  passes  in  its  present  form,  will  a 
School  Board  be  able  to  pay  the  fees  in 
the  compulsory  standards  out  of  this 
grant  of  £40,000,  and  then  apply  money 
from  the  Probate  Duty  to  the  sixth 
standard  ? 

(11.58.)  Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON : 
Yes,  Sir.  The  condition  of  the  payment 
will  be,  that  the  Boards  shall  free  the 
compulsory  standards.  When  that  is 
done,  they  may  deal  with  the  rest  of  the 
money  as  they  please. 

(11.59.)  Mb.  HUNTER:  I  cannot 
agree  with  that  construction  of  the  clause. 
It  is  distinctly  stated  that  the  £40,000 
shall  be  applied  for  the  compulsory 
standards,  and  the  effect  of  that  will  be 
that  those  schools  which  provide  for 
more  than  the  fire  standards  must 
necessarily  be  deprived  of  any  share  of 
this  grant. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 


Committee   report 
again  to-morrow. 


Progress;     to    sit 


TENANTS'  COMPENSATION  BILL. 
(No.  259.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
to-morrow. 

FISHERIES  REGULATIONS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.-(No.  63.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Me.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  In  moving  the  discharge  of  this 
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claim  the  indulgence  of  this 
House  while  I  say  a  very  few  words. 
Six  years  ago  I  was  asked  by  the  then 
Government  to  preside  over  a  Commit- 
tee appointed  to  inquire  into  the  question 
of  the  Scotch  Fisheries.  I  was  asked 
to  state  what  were  my  views  upon  the 
subject,  and  to  put  them  in  the  form  of 
a  Bill,  which  I  did.  That  Bill,  however, 
was  not  passed.  I  subsequently  re- 
introduced the  measure  with  certain 
Amendments,  but  the  Government  said 
they  would  themselves  take  up  the 
matter.  They  did  so,  but  their  mea- 
sure was  nothing  but  an  emasculated 
edition  of  my  Bill.  The  matter  is  one 
of  very  great  importance  to  the  fishing 
interests  of  Scotland,  but  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  been  able  to  see  their 
way  to  obtaining  a  full  consideration  of 
the  measure  this  Session.  It  would  have 
been  perfectly  possible  for  them,  at  any 
rate,  to  have  passed  a  simple  measure 
dealing  with  the  important  matter  of  the 
mussel  fisheries.  I  beg  to  enter  my 
strongest  and  most  indignant  protest 
against  the  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  neglected  the  Scotch  fishery 
interests,  and  having  done  that  I  move 
that  the  Order  be  discharged  and  the  Bill 
withdrawn. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

GENERAL  POLICE  AND  IMPROVEMENT 
(SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1862)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.-(No.  181.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  29 tit  July,  1890. 


ALDER8H0T    ROADS    BILL,-(No.    219.) 
Committed  for  Tliursday  next. 

LONDON    STREETS   (REMOVAL    OF 

GATES)    BILL. 
Beporteii  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amomlments. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 
Second  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee   made,   and   to   be  printed.  (No. 
233)  :     To    be    considered    on    Friday 
next 

CUSTOMS  CONSOLIDATION  ACT.  1876. 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  162.) 
Reiwrted  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Iaw,  Ac, 
with  an  Amendment  :  The  Report 
thereof  received ;  and  Bill  re-committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Thursday  nest. 

MARRIAGES  IN  BRITISH  EMBASSIES, 
&c.  BILL.— (No.  167.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Qeneral  Bills,  with  Anlend- 
ments :  The  Report  thereof  received  : 
and  Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next ;  and 
to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  234.) 

PHARMACY  ACT  (IRELAND)  (1878) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  172.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Qeneral  Bills,  with  Amend- 
ments :  The  Report  thereof  received  ; 
and  Bill  re-coramitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Friday  next  ;  and 
to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  235.) 

SHREWSBURY  AND  HOLYHEAD  ROAD 

(ANGLESEA        AND         CARNARVON, 

BILL.— (No.  210.) 

Read  2*  (accoi-ding  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 
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ELEMENTARY      EDUCATION      (BLIND 

AND    DEAF)    BILL.— (No.    16S.) 

coMMrrrEE. 

House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit 
ment)  (according  to  order). 

Clause  1. 

The  LORD  PRESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  :  I 
have  an  Amendment  in  Clauite  1.  My 
noble  Friend  opposite,  who  takes  an 
interest  in  this  question,  was  anxious  that 
deaf  mutes  should  have  at  least  eight 
years  of  compulsory  education.  In 
Committee  that  proposal  was  considered, 
on  the  footing  that  they  should  stay 
where  they  were  being  educated  until 
they  were  1 6  years  of  age.  By  the  Bill 
thoy  are  made  children  up  to  the  age  of 
IC,  but  the  compulsory  attendance  was- 
only  up  to  14.  In  order  to  ensure 
that  there  shall,  if  possible,  be 
the  eight  years'  compulsory  education, 
I  propose,  and  my  noble  Friend  assents, 
to  leave  out  in  line  7  the  words  "  except 
in  the  case  of  a  deaf  child  under  seven 
years  of  age." 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  I  certainly 
regret  to  find  that  in  the  Standing 
Committee  the  general  sense  of  the 
Committee  was  againttt  the  proposal 
which  I  made.  The  proposal  was  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commissioners ;  but  as  that  was 
the  case  I  regretfully  acquiesced  that 
the  course  of  education  should  take 
eight  years.  The  Committee  recom- 
mended that  the  age  should  be  16,  and 
I  myself  think  that  best.  I  accept  th& 
proposal  which  the  noble  Viscount  haff- 
made. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  7,  to  leave 
oat  the  words  "  except  in  the  case  of  a 
deaf  child  under  seven  years  of  age." 

Agreed  to. 

Clause  12. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  ;  I  have 
given  notice  of  an  Amendment  for  the 
purpose  of  being  able  to  make  some 
remarks  upon  this  clause  of  the  Bill. 
It  is  the  clause  which  provides  that  the 
County  Councils  are  to  pay  half  the 
expense  which  has  been  incurred  under 
this  Bill. 

ViscouvT  CRANBROOK :  Half  of  the 
net  expense. 
2  T 
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Thk  Earl  or  KIMBERLEY  :  Exactly 
80.  The  questiou  how  to  provide  for 
the  expense  inouiTed  under  this  Bill 
seems,  I  fully  admit,  to  be  one  of  some 
iliffieulty.  At  first  it  certainly  occurred 
to  me  that  a  better  arrangement  would 
have  been  that  any  wlief  to  be  given  to 

'  {iftrticular  School  Authorities  sliould  be  in 
the  form  of  a  contribution  from  the 
whole   Union  ;  but  I  quite  saw,  when  1 

,  endeavoured  to  frame  such  an  Amend- 
taent,  that  there  are  great  diiBculties  iu 

1  inaking  such  a  provision,  because  the 
School  Authorities  ai-o  of  two  kinds 
under  this  Bill  :  there  is  the  School 
Authority  represented  by  the  School 
Board,  and  there  is  the  School  Authority 
Ivhich  is  represented  by  the  Attendance 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians.  Of  course,  if  you  provide 
that  a  Union  rate  should  be  levied,  then 
it  must  be  levied  by  the  Board  of 
Ouardians,  and  that  would  place  them 
in  some  sort  over  the  School  Board.  I  do 
not  quite  see,  I  freely  admit,  how  to  frame 
such  an  Amendment.  It  is  quite 
])!issible  an  Amendment  of  that  kind 
might  be  framed,  but  I  have  not  that 
minute  acquaintance  with  such  mattei-s 
which  would  justify  me  in  making  such 
a  proposal.  To  give  the  renaon  why  I 
tiiink  on  consideration  it  would  be  better 
that  this  clause  should  be  struck  out,  my 
objection  is  a  general  one.  I  do  not  like 
the  idea  of  making  the  County  Councils 
mere  conduit  pipes  for  making  payments 
to  other  bo<iies.  A  County  Council  is  a 
body  which  ought  to  exercise  an  intelli- 
gent control  over  all  matters  where 
money  is  to  be  paid  ont  of  the  County 
Rate  ;  and,  as  I  understjiud  this  Bill,  all 
the  County  Council  would  have  to  do 
would  be  simply  to  supply  so  much 
money  towards  the  expenses  of  these 
various  School  Authorities ;  it  would 
have  really  no  voice  in  the  matter,  except 
possibly  to  say  that  a  particular  expense 
would  be  a  reasonable  one.  My  own 
impression  is  that  the  proper  course 
would  be  that  each  School  Authority 
.should  provide  for  it.3  own  deof-mutes 
and  blind.  If  there  are  any  deaf-mutes 
and  blind  children  in  a  district,  why 
should  not  that  district  provide  for  them 
in  the  same  way  as  it  provides  for  the 
ordinary  unafflicted  children  who  Imve 
to  Ije  provided  for  in  the  district?  In 
large    iiarishes,    I   do   not    think    there 


would  be  any  real  objection.  The 
only  difficulty  which  I  see  is  in  the 
casus  which  I  fully  admit  may  exist 
where  there  are  vei-y  small  jiarishes, 
having  to  provide  for  such  children. 
But  I  do  not  suppose  the  number  of 
deaf-mutes  and  blind  children  would  be 
considerable  in  any  one  of  those  parishes, 
and  therefore  I  do  not  see  that  the 
burden  would  be  very  serious.  What  I 
contend  is  that  if  it  is  necessary  there 
should  be  an  additional  grant  made 
towards  those  particular  parishes  or 
School  Boards,  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling these  particular  children  to  be 
educated.  It  would  be  far  more  reason- 
able that  that  should  be  a  grant  made 
by  the  Education  Department  than  by 
the  County  Council.  This  is  a  matter  of 
education.  This  Bill  provides  that  the 
bluid  and  deaf-mutes  should  be  educated. 
Their  education  will  necessarily,  I  appre- 
hend, cost  more  than  the  education  of 
ordinary  children.  If  that  is  so,  as  it  is 
a  matter  of  national  imjwrtance  that  these 
children  should  be  educated,  if  anj'  ad- 
ditional expense  is  incurred  thereby,  I 
do  not  see  why  there  should  not  be  a 
special  grant  made  in  that  way,  and  I  do 
not  see  why  it  would  not  lie  possible  then 
to  leave  the  various  parishes  to  make< 
their  own  arrangements.  It  would  be 
entirely  a  matter  of  contribution  towards 
the  maintenance  of  larger  estsiblishments. 
Of  course,  I  need  hardly  say  that  I  do  not 
intend  to  press  the  matter  to  a  Division. 
My  object  is  to  draw  attention  generally 
to  the  nature  of  the  clause,  and  8[>ecially 
to  say  what  I  think  will  be  found  to  1>e 
the  case,  that  there  will  probably  be  veryi 
considerable  objections  put  forward 
throughout  the  country  to  making  this 
provision  by  way  of  a  rate  to  be  paid  by 
the  County  Council.  I  am  not  inclined 
to  push  the  objection  which  I  am  going 
to  mention  very  far,  but  the  noble 
Viscount  knows  as  well  as  I  do  what 
jealousy  is  felt  in  regard  to  the  applica-. 
tion  of  money  derived  from  the  rates  for 
voluntary  schools.  Of  course,  these 
giants  from  the  rates  will  be,  in  reality, 
applied  for  the  maintenance  of  these 
poor  children.  But,  as  I  have  said,  I  am 
not  inclined  to  press  the  objection  on 
that  ground  very  strongly  ;  still,  as  it  is 
an  objection  which  obtains  very  strongly 
throughout  the  country  I  cannot  help 
feeling  that  there  will  on  that  account 
be  a  great  deal  of  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
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-which  everyone  mast,  I  think,  desire  to 

see  passed. 

Viscv)UNT  CRAJf  BROOK  :  I  am  very 
much  indebted  to  the  noble  Elarl  und  t<i 
the  Committee  for  the  \Ttty  in  which 
*hey  have  received  the  Bill  and  disoussed 
it.  I  quite  admit  there  are  great  ditK- 
•culties  iu  dealing'  with  this  question  in 
England  which  would  not  exist  in  Scot- 
land, because  there  they  have  schools 
where  one  system  could  be  adopted 
throughout.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
«zpense,  I  called  the  noble  Elarl  Lord 
Kimberley's  attention  to  the  fact  that  it 
is  the  net  expense  that  has  to  be  dealt 
with,  because  under  this  Bill  it  will  be 

[•observed  that  nothing  is  laid  down  as  to 
the  amount  which  the  State  will  give  for 
the  purpose  of  this  education,  and,  there- 
fore, whatever  it  is  the  net  expense  will 
be  whatever  has  to  be  provided  beyond 
that.  It  may  be  according  to  the  grant 
which  will  be  given  through  the  Educa- 
tion Depiirtuient  that  the  necessity  for 

I  4iny  large  espynditure  may  be  obviated. 
But  I  thought  that  was   entirely  n  ques- 

i  tionior  the  other  House,  and,  therefore,  I 
have  only  put  in  that  there  should   be 

[that  power  through  the  Education 
Department  to  make  a  Parliamentary 
grant  for  this  purpose.  Then  with 
regard  to  the  Voluntary  Scliool  question 
I  think  the  noble  Elarl  will  see  there  is 
not  mucli  risk  on  that  head  in  this  case. 
For  the  blind  uiid  the  deaf-mutes  the 
amouut  of  expense  will  ha  different. 
The  expense  of  educating  tlie  blind  will 
be  much  less  than  that  of  educating  deaf- 
mutes,  because,  with  the  exception  of 
the  nece.s8ary  embossed  books  and  moans 
of  that  kind  for  teaching  1  hem  there  is 
nothing  very  exceptional  in  their  case  as 
regards  expenditure.  It  is  nothing  like 
«o  great  in  regard  to  the  numbers  of 
taacliers  required,  and  so  on,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  deaf-mutes.  I  believe  the  noble 
Earl  opposite,  wlio  has  acquainted  him- 
self 60  thoroughly  with  the  subject, 
knuws  how  few  deaf-mutes  can  be  taught 
by  a  single  person.  But  with  the  blind 
that  is  different.  Perhaps  1  may  be  per- 
mitted to  say  for  a  moment  tlint  there  is 
a  good  deal  of  misconception  entertained 
as  t'l  the  duties  of  the  -Department  with 
which  I  am  connected.  People  write 
as  if  its  duties  were  not  merely  to  see 
to  elementary  education,  but  to  continue 
tlie  manual  and  technic-al  instruction  up  to 
the  ago  of  21.     Tliat,  of  course,  is  quite 


beyond  the  purview  of  the  Department 
over  which  I  have  the  honour  to  preside, 
at  all  events  at  present.  That  duty  may 
be  cast  upon  it  hereafter,  but  at  present 
it  is  not.  Therefore,  this  Bill  is  confined 
to  what  I  may  call  the  "  child  age."  It 
is  only  that  with  which  we  have  to  deal. 
In  these  cases  the  question  of  rates  I 
quite  admit  is  very  important.  I  may 
recall  the  fact  that  I  showed  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  and  others  a  card  which  I 
had  received,  giving  particulars  of  one 
case  where  a  marriage  between  deaf- 
mutes  produced  five  deaf-mute  children, 
all  practiciiUy  falling  upon  the  rates,  that 
is  to  say,  looking  to  charity  in  order  to 
get  their  education.  The  Guardians  in 
all  cases  have  to  find  whatever  money  is 
found,  except  where  the  parents  are  in 
good  circumstances  and  can  contribute 
towards  the  cost ;  and  I  find  the  amount 
is  as  much  as  j£18  per  hend.  So  that  in 
that  case  of  five  children  in  one  family 
there  is  a  sum  of  £90  to  be  found  for  that 
purpose  by  one  small  parish  which  might 
uot,  in  fact,  be  able  to  raise  much  more 
than  that  sum  even  if  it  had  a  2d.  rate. 
My  idea  was,  as  far  as  possible,  to  spread 
the  burden  of  these  children  as  has  been 
done  in  other  cases — diseased,  sick,  and 
others — so  that  they  might  be  provided 
for  in  degree.  Formerly,  as  your  Lord- 
shijw  know,  everything  was  charged 
upon  each  parish  in  London,  but  now  all 
sncli  charges  are  thrown  on  the  Common 
Fund.  And  so  with  regard  to  the  County 
Councils ;  the  County  Councils  have  at 
present,  by  the  24th  section  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  to  provide,  in  a 
great  many  instances,  money  very  much 
iu  the  same  way  as  this.  This,  of  course, 
will  be  a  much  smaller  sum,  one  which 
will  not  press  very  heavily  upon  the 
Councils,  or,  indeed,  upon  the  Unions. 
But  there  is  one  fact  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  omitted  to  mention.  In  the  case 
of  a  School  Attendance  Committee,  the 
power  belongs, of  course,  to  thcGuardians; 
but  there  may  he  a  very  large  part  of  the 
Union  under  the  School  Boards,  and 
there  may  be  only  a  small  part  without 
the  School  Boards,  and  having  Voluntary 
Schools.  Therefore,  the  area  would  bo  a 
very  limited  one,  as  it  is  under  the 
School  Attendance  Committee.  That 
part  which  is  outside  the  School  Boards' 
districts  forms  an  important  part,  be- 
cause there  the  School  Attendance  Com- 
mittee would,  of  course,  have  no  power 
2  T  2 
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of  interference  with  the  School  Boards. 
Well,  tlmt  being  so,  the  noble  Earl  will 
see  how  very  difficult  it  is  to  lay  down 
any  rule  as  to  6xiug  the  charge  upon  the 
Gnardiaua.  The  subject  has  been  most 
carefully  considered.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board  was  so  extremely  hostUe  to 
patting  it  ujton  the  Guardians,  and  they 
made  so  many  real  boTid  fide  objections 
upon  the  subject,  that  we  thought  that 
was  the  best  way- — though  I  do  not 
myself  think  it  a  very  good  way — that 
waa  open  to  us  to  keep  the  expense 
within  bounds.  Those  who  have  to  pro- 
vide for  these  children  will  have  such 
help  from  ttie  State  as  the  House  of 
Commons  tliink  fit  to  grant ;  and, 
in  addition  to  that,  the  local  bodies 
will  contribute.  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  noble  Earl  for  letting  me  send  down 
the  Bill  in  tlmt  shape  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  where  it  is  much  more  fitting 
to  be  discussed  than  here.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  anytliing  more  that  I  need  add 
with  regard  to  this  clause. 

Report  of  Amendment  to  be  received 
on  Thursday  next. 

SETTLED  LAND  BILL.— (No.  185) 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

Bill  read  3'  (according  to  order.) 
Lord  HERSCHELL  ;  There  is  one 
Amendment  which  I  have  to  move.  It 
is  really  to  carry  out  what  the  House 
decided.  The  Amendment  was  intro- 
duced by  the  noble  Lord,  Lord  Fever- 
sham,  in  line  15,  with  regard  to  the 
restoration  and  re-building  of  the  man- 
sion house.  The  word  "  re-building  " 
does  not  appear  in  the  Bill  as  printed, 
and  "  restoration  "  does.  I  move,  there- 
fore, to  leave  out  the  word  "  restoration  " 
and  to  insert  "  re-building." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

FLASHING  SIGNALS-ADMIRAL 
COLOMB'S  INVENTION. 
QUESTION — 0D8EEVATI0K8. 

Lord  SUDELEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  Admiral 
Golomb  has  accepted  the  oflFer  of  £2,000, 
which  my  noble  Friend  who  represents 
the  Admiralty  stated  was  to  be  made  to 
him  in  a  letter  which  was  to  be  sent  to 
himi 

Yucounl  Cranhrook 
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ELPHINSTONE:  In  answer 
to  my  noble  Friend's  question,  I  can 
only  say  that  there  has  been  a  quite 
nnavoidable  delay  in  sending  the  letter 
I  mentioned  to  Admiral  Colomh.  That 
letter  has  now  gone  to  him,  and  until  we 
receive  liis  reply  I  am  unable  to  giva 
the  noble  Lord  the  answer  he  desires. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE, 
(PROCEDURE)  BILL. 

noto 
SUPREME  COURT  OF  JTTDICATURB 

BILL.— (No.  231.) 

REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)   ACT 

(1886)    AMENDMENT    BILL.-(No.    200.> 

Read  3"  (according  to  order)  with  the 

Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 

to  the  Commons. 

STATUTE  LAW    REVISION  (No.  2) 

BILL.- (No.  230.) 
Read  2'  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whola 
House  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Standing 
Order  No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in 
order  to  its  being  dispensed  with. 

Hoaae  adjourned  at  five  minutes  before- 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, » 

q\iart«r  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OP    COMMONS, 
Tuetday,  29th  July,  1890. 


QUESTIONS. 

TONGA. 
Mr.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  ASairs  if  he  is  aware  that  King 
George  of  Tonga  has  not  carried  out  his 
promise  to  Her  Majesty's  Commissioner 
as  to  religious  liberty  and  freedom  of 
worship  ;  and  whether  any  steps  are  to 
be  taken  1 

•The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Feroosson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The 
reports  we  have  received  on  the  subject 
are  unsatisfactory,  and  Sir  J.  Thurston 
started  last  May  for  Tonga  in  order  to 
make  representations  to  the  King  with 
a  view  of   bringing  about  a  better  state 
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of  things.  We  have  not  yet  received 
liis  Report,  and  have  no  confirmation  of 
the  telegrams  which  have  appeared  in 
the  Press  in  the  course  of  the  last  few 
days. 

THE  FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOPS 
ACT. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  lias  been  called  to  the 
decision  of  the  Judges  in  the  High  Court 
at  Edinburgh  on  the  14th  instant,  in  the 
case  of  an  appeal  from  the  Court  of  the 
Sheriff  Substitute  at  Dundee,  under  "The 
Factory  and  Workshops  Act,  1878," 
and  to  the  opinion  expressed  thereon  by 
the  Lord  Justice  Clerk  that  the  fact 
that  the  woman  alleged  to  hove  been 
illegally  employed  in  a  workshop  having 
remained  at  work  of  her  own  "  free 
•will "  and  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
occupier,  exonerates  the  latter  from 
respunsibility  for  the  offence ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  obtain  from  the  High  Court  at 
Edinburgh  a  declaration  of  the  legal 
construction  to  he  jmt  upon  Sections  S3, 
86,  and  87  of  "  The  Factory  and  Work- 
shops Act,  1878  1" 

Toe  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
MATrnEws,  Birmingham,  E.):  Yes,  Sir; 
my  attention  lias  been  drawn  to  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Justiciary  Court  of  Appeal  at 
Edinburgh  in  the  cjise  in  question.  I 
have  con.sulted  tlio  Lord  Advocate,  and 
am  advised  that  there  is  no  procedure 
by  which  the  decision  in  this  particular 
case  can  be  brought  under  review.  In 
view,  however,  of  the  importance  of  the 
question  at  issue,  I  have  given  instruc- 
tions to  tlio  Chief  Inspector,  in  the 
event  of  a  similar  case  recurring,  to  take 
steps  to  bring  the  point  of  law  involved 
again  before  the  II  igh  Court  of  Justiciary 
for  further  consideration. 

BURI.^Ti  GUOUND  AT  "WOOLER. 
Sir  EDWARD  GREY  (Northumber- 
land, Berwick)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  a  new  burial  ground  has  been 
recently  sanctioned  at  Woolur,  which  is 
to  be  held  as  an  extension  of  the  old 
churchj-ard  ;  and  whether  18  ik  19 
Vic.  8.  3,  which  enacts  that  this  ciia 
only  be  done  by  a  anaoimous  vote  of  the 


ratepayers,  has  been  complied  with  in 
this  case  7 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  There  has  been  at 
Wooler  an  extension  of  the  old  church- 
yard not  provided  under  the  Burial  Acts 
or  at  the  expense  of  the  rates,  but  pro- 
vided by  private  munificence  and  deed 
of  gift  under  the  30  &  31  Vict.,  c. 
133.  No  consent  of  ratepayers  is 
required  for  the  acquisitic  n  of  a  burial 
ground  under  that  Statute,  and  neither 
Section  3  nor  Section  10  of  the  18  & 
19  Vict.,  c.  128,  is  applicable  to  the 
case. 

THE  STEAMSHIP  BALLA. 
Mr.  J.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Buard  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  "Jones  v.  George  " 
which  was  tried  before  Mr.  Burchell  and 
a  jury  in  tlio  London  Sheriffs  Court  on 
the  17th  instant,  in  which  the  plaintifE 
was  a  boatman  and  a  meml)er  of  the  life- 
Ixjftt  crew  at  Margate,  and  the  defendant 
the  captain  of  the  steamship  Bulla  which 
on  17th  May  last  had  stranded  on  the 
Goodwin  Sands  ;  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  plaintiff  testified  on  oath 
that  when  he  went  in  the  lifeboat  to  the 
rescue  of  the  Balla  and  boarded  her  alone, 
the  defendant  struck  him  a  violent  blow 
and  further  caused  or  permitted  the 
mate  to  cut  through  one  of  the  ropes  of 
the  ship's  ladder,  so  that  the  plaintiff's 
life  was  placed  in  danger  as  he  was 
leaving  the  ship,  ho  will  cause  such 
further  inquiries  as  ho  may  think  desir- 
able to  bo  made  into  the  facts  of  the  case  ; 
and  whether,  if  the  evidence  given  on 
oath  by  the  plaintiff  in  the  case  of  "  Jonoa 
i".  George  "  be  corroborated,  he  will  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  directing  a  Board 
of  Trade  inquiry  to  be  held  into  the  case 
with  a  view  of  considering  the  conduct 
of  the  captain  and  of  the  mate  of  the 
Balla  1 
•The  president  oi>  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  HioK.s  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.):  My  attention  has  been  called  to 
this  case,  and  I  have  ordered  an  investiga- 
tion before  a  Local  Marine  Board  into 
tho  conduct  of  the  master  and  mate  of 
the  Balla. 

DAIRY  EDUCATION. 
Mk.  ATKINSON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of   the   Board   of  Agriculture 
if  he  is  willing  to  encourage  donations 
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towards  establishing  butter  making 
classes  by  grants  of  doimtions  of  a 
similar  amount   from  his  Department  ? 

The  president  or  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin.  Lincoln- 
shiro,  Sleaford) :  I  am  exceedingly 
anxious  to  promote  dniry  education  in 
the  country,  in  which  direction  there 
appears  to  be  room  for  considerable 
improvement  in  many  districts,  so  far 
OS  the  funds  at  ray  disposal  admit  of  it. 
But  tefore  the  Board  makes  any  grant, 
it  is  necessarj"  they  should  have  a  specific 
scheme  before  them ;  and  any  such 
scheme,  I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend, 
coming  either  from  himself  or  any  other 
quarter,  will  haye  my  careful  considera- 
Uon. 

Mb.  fen  wick  (Northumberland, 
S''ansbeck)  :  Has  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  any  objection  to  consider  the 
matter  with  the  view  of  facilitating 
dairy  education  in  the  country  1  Will 
not  the  Department  over  which  he  has 
I  flontrol  undertake  to  facilitate  some  such 
Scheme  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  am  considering  the 
whole  subject  now  ;  hut  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  recollect  that  the  sura  at  my 
disposal  is  extremely  limited,  and  the 
Board   is  only  able,  under  its  existiag 

EDwera,  to  act    njwn    the    principle    of 
elping  those  who   help  themselves.     I 
J  have  done   everything  in  my  power   to 

firomote  and  stimulate  interest  in  the 
ubject,  but  I  am  afraid  that  the  develop- 
[ment  of  any  general  scheme  upon   the 
I  subject   can  only   be    very   gradual    iu 
character. 

ISSUE  OF  SCOTCH    RAILWAY 
TICKETS. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the   President   of   the   Board   of   Trade 
•jvhether   he    is   aware   that    it    is    the 
custom  at  many  of  the  railway  stations 
iu  the  North  of  Scotland  to  issue  pas- 
Bengcr  tickets  only  two  or  three  minutes 
I  before  trains  are  due,  thus  putting  pas- 
sengers to  groat  inconvenience,  and  some 
'  danger,  when   they   have   to   cross   the 
railway    to   catch    trains ;   whether   the 
law  requires  that  ample  time  should  be 
given  for  procuring  passenger  tickuts  ; 
and   whether  Railway  Companies  incur 
any  penalties  for  not  issuing  tickets  to 
passengers  in  reaaouable  time  before  the 
departure  of  trains  J 
JUr.  Atkinson 


♦Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  have  no 
ofiicial  information  on  this  subject.  I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  if  too 
short  a  time  is  allowed  fi:>r  the  issue  ol 
tickets  at  stations  it  would  be  productive 
of  inconvenience,  and  might  lead  to  some 
danger.  The  matter  is  not  one  in  which 
I  have  any  statutory  power  to  interfere. 
The  issue  of  tickets  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  Railway  Companies,  who  are  not 
under  any  legal  obligations  in  respect  U> 
the  time  allotted  for  the  purchase. 

ZDLULAND. 

Me.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.) :  I  U-g 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  with  reference  to  state- 
ments in  "Further  Correspondence 
respecting  the  Affairs  of  Znluland,"' 
Parliamentary  Paper  6,070,  has  the 
Chief  Yamela,  mentioned  on  page  44^ 
been,  or  will  be  be,  rewarded  with 
Usutu  cattle  for  his  exertions  in  putting 
down  the  disturbances ;  and  at  what 
time  and  place  did  Sir  A.  Haveloek 
promise  him  a  reward  for  his  exertions  ! 

l^E  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  The 
Secret^vry  of  State  has  no  information  on 
this  point  beyond  the  passage  iu  the 
Blue  BiX)k,  not  having  yet  received  the- 
further  Despatch  from  Mr.  Osborn 
therein  promised. 

THE  POSTAGE  RATES  BILL. 

Mr.  SUiULERS  (Huddersfield) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  Oeneml  if  he  oaa 
explain  to  the  House  why  the  Postage 
Rates  Bill,  which  was  read  the  first  time 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  on  22nd  ihiy, 
and  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  which  was  read  and  discharged  on 
Thursday  last,  has  not  been  printed  and 
distributed  to  Members  1 
•The  P0ST>LA.STER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raises,  Cambridge  University) :  li 
would,  of  course,  have  been  necessary 
to  print  and  distribute  the  Postage  Ratea 
Bill  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers- 
before  I  could  have  asked  the  House  to 
read  it  a  second  time.  But  as  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  there  did  not 
appear  to  be  any  reasonable  prospect  of 
bringing  the  Bill  on  at  a  time  when  it. 
could  be  fairly  discussed,  it  appeared  to 
me  the  best  course  to  move  to  discharge 
the  Order. 
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DUTIES  OF  WATER  OOMPANfES. 

Mr.  TATTOX  EGERTON"  (Cheshire. 
Knutsford)  :  I  beg  to  iisk  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
his  attention  ims  been  aillcd  to  tlie 
quality  of  the  water  supplied  by  tlie 
Grand  Junction  Water  Company,  which 
contained  on  24th  July  33  pur  cent, 
xuorc  oi-gnnio  ammonia  than  the  sample 
taken  on  23rd  July,  1889,  and  nearly 
double  the  amount  of  that  contained  in 
the  Chelsea  Water  Company's  wati-r, 
namely,  16'4,  as  against  9'2,  per  lOU 
mil. ;  also  the  solids,  on  heating,  showed 
,a  marked  blnckcning,  and  the  colour  wivs 
of  a  marked  yellow  colour  ;  whether  this 
all  indicates  bad  filtration  ;  and  what 
penalty  attaches  to  supplying  water  of 
such  an  inferior  character'/ 
•The  president  ok  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RiTcniE, 
|T(Xwer  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  My 
attention  had  not  been  called  to  the 
subject  before  tho  question  appeared.  I 
will  make  incjuiries. 

Mr.  T.  EGERTON  :  I  hope  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will  recognise  the  urgency 
of  this  matter.  There  is  now  a  large 
increase  of  enteric  fever  in  the  Metro- 
polis, and  this  water  is  nothing  but 
diluted  sewage.  1  hope  that  a  searching 
inquiry  will  be  made  without  delay. 

METKOPOLITAN  FIKE  BHIGADE 
STATIONS. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  E.xche- 
quer  whether  he  has  considered  a  letter 
from  the  London  County  Council,  of 
26th  April,  showing  cause  for  exempting 
the  Fire  Brigade  Stations  througliout 
London  from  liability  to  Inhabited 
House  Duty  ;  whether  about  60  stations 
are  maintained  at  a  large  annual  outlay 
exclusively  for  public  services ;  and 
whether,  in  order  to  increase  the  protec- 
tion from  fire  thereby  afforded  to  the 
population  of  the  Metropolis,  he  will 
take  any  steps  to  meet  their  views  \ 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosoHES,  St.  George "s,  Han- 
over Square) :  Yes,  Sir ;  and  I  have 
instructed  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
to  do  all  that  is  legally  possible  in  tho 
direction  of  exempting  the  London  Fire 
Brigade  Stations,  and  I  believe  that  the 
result  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  Loudon 
County  Council. 


BECHUAN  ALAND. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  M'ARTHUR 
(Leicester) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colon ieti 
whether  the  land  settlement  which  took 
place  in  British  Bechuanaland  aft-r  the 
extension  to  that  country  of  the  Queen's 
sovereignty,  which  received  at  the  time 
the  apjiroval  of  the  High  Commis-sioner 
and  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
secured  to  the  varinos  tribes  or  clan.s  of  the 
Natives  of  the  country  certain  tracts  of 
land  as  an  in.<vlienable  possession  ;  whether 
the  Aflrainisti-ator  of  British  Bechuana- 
!iind  hiis  recently  issued  a  legislative  pro- 
clamation to  determine  the  tenure  of 
Native  reserves,  and  to  vest  the  title 
thereto  in  trustees,  one  of  whom  may 
ho  the  Native  Chief,  thus  more  or  less 
closely  following  the  course  recommended 
in  the  Cape  Colony ;  whether  this 
change  has  ever  been  requested  by  the 
Natives  ;  whether  they  were  consulted 
before  the  proclamation  was  issued  ;  and 
whether  it  was  made  at  the  instance  of 
Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State. 

Baron  U.  de  WORMS:  The  answer 
to  the  first  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question  is  in  the  affirmative. 
Such  a  legislative  proclamation  as  that 
mentioned  in  the  second  paragnvph  was 
issued  14  months  ago.  The  land  re- 
mains inalienable,  except  that  provision 
is  made  for  granting  individual  titles  to 
natives  in  certain  cases.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  correspondence  to  show 
whether  the  natives  requested  that  the 
proeliimation  might  be  issued,  or  were 
consulted  alxiut  it  previously.  It  was 
not  issued  at  the  instance  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  but  hos  been  approved  by 
him. 

THE  IN  D I  no  RYOTS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampt^jn) -. 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  any  reply  has 
been  received  to  the  Despatch  sent  to  the 
Government  of  India  as  to  the  Indigo 
ryots  ;  and  whether  he  can  now  consent 
to  tho  Return  asked  for  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham)  ; 
The  Despatch  was  sent  out  on  June  19th, 
and  no  reply  has  yet  been  received. 
The  Secretary  of  State  cannot  tell 
whether  the  Return  can  be  given  till  he 
is  informed  by  the  Government  of  India. 
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THE  BURMESE  DACOIT  BOH  YAN 
MY  UN. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cookerniouth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  has  inquired  into  and  can 
eive  any  information  regarding  the 
statement  of  the  Times  correspondent  at 

angoon,  to  the  efEect  that  a  notorious 
D:u;oit  leader,  having  surrendered  on  a 
promise  of  pardon  given  him,  has  never- 
theless been  "  sentenced  to  death  after 
a  trial  conducted  in  an  unsatisfactory 
manner  ? " 

SiB  J.  GORST  :  The  statements  of  the 
Times  correspondent  at  Rangoon  do  not 
generally  commend  themselves  for  accu- 
racy to  the  Secretary  of  State,  but  in 
this  case  he  has  inquired  by  telegraph 
whether  there  is  an}-  truth  in  the  state- 
ment. 

THE  AMEER  OP  AFGHANISTAN. 

Mb.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  I  beg 
'  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  wlietbcr  any  engagement  has  been 
entered  into  by  Her  Jrlajesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  by  the  Government  of  India, 
with  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  guaran- 
teeing the  integrity  of  his  north-western 
frontier  as  delimited  in  accordance  with 
the  Protocol  between  Russia  and  this 
country  of  10th  September,  1885  ;  and 
whether  any  further  undertaking  has 
been  added  to  that  contained  in  a  Letter 
delivered  to  the  Ameer  on  20th  July, 
1880,  the  terras  of  which  were  rej^eattil 
to  him  by  the  G«vernment  of  India  on 
22nd  February  and  16th  June,  1883, 
whereby  the  British  Government  re- 
served to  itself  the  right  to  be  the  sole 
judge  as  to  the  occasion,  nature,  and 
extent  of  any  military  aid  which  it 
might  grant  to  him  in  repelling  foreign 
invasion  ? 

Sib  J.  GURST:  The  engagemenU  of 
the  British  Government  with  the  present 
Ameer  of  Afglmuistan  will  lie  found 
recorded  at  page  40  of  the  Return, 
Afghanistan  No.  1,  of  1881.  They  have 
not  undergone  any  modifici\tion  since  that 
date. 

THE    NEW    MAGAZINE   RIFLE. 
Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  1  beg  to 
ask  the    Secretary  of    State    for   War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 


the  report  in  the  Tiviet  of  the   practice 
with  the  new  magazine  rifle  at  Bisley  : — 

"  Even  in  bo  short  an  exhibition  the  new 
service  rifle  was  found  wanting.  Several  men 
were  obligfod  to  fall  out  of  the  ranks  because 
their  rifles  became  jammed.  I  myself  saw  two 
men  of  the  Royal  Scots  and  one  other  m&nin 
this  position.  We  have  been  shooting  with 
Martinis  for  a  fortnight,  and  there  has  been  no 
jamming.  We  have  seen  the  magazine  rifle 
nsed  for  an  afternoon,  and  there  has  been  jam- 
ming;" 

and  whether  this  is  due  to  defects  in  the 
rifle  itself  or  in  the  cartridge  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  roE 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  My  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  statements  in  the  Times  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  refers,  and  I  have 
called  for  a  Report  on  the  subject. 

THE  SOUTHAM  MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  ascertain  from  the  Clerk  to 
the  Magistrates  at  Southam,  in  Warwick- 
shire, upon  how  many  occasions,  during 
the  last  five  years,  the  business  of  the 
Bu'nch  has  had  to  be  adjourned  in  conse- 
quence of  the  non-attendance  of  a 
quorum  of  Magistrates  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  notwithstanding  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county  has  done 
ovei-ything  in  his  power  to  secure  a 
sufficient  attendance,  serious  incon- 
venience and  loss  of  time  have  been 
caused  to  the  public  by  these  adjourn- 
ments, and  tlmt  attention  has  frequently 
been  and  is  now  being  called  to  this  in 
the  public  Press  ;  and  whether  any  steps 
can  lie  taken  to  ensure  in  the  future  a 
proper  attendance  of  Magistrates  1 

Me.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  to-day 
written  to  the  Clerk  to  the  Justices  to 
ask  for  information  on  this  matter,  and 
will  in  due  course  acquaint  the  hon. 
Member  with  the  result  of  my  inquiries. 

POSTCARDS. 

Mb.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether, 
as  there  seems  to  l)e  a  misunderstanding 
on  the  subject,  he  will  definitely  state 
whether  ordifinry  corresjwndence  cards 
with  a  halfjieniiy  stamp  afiixed  can  Ije 
used  instend  of  official  jHjstcards  1 

•Mr.  RAIKES:  My  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  must  be  in 
the   negative.     No  cards  but  postcards 


I 


4 


1169 


The  Mailer  of 


IJuLY  29.  1890} 


ike  Hawks. 


1170 


can  bear  communications  of  the  nature 
of  a  letter  without  becoming  liable  to 
letter  postage. 

DUDDON  ELEMENTARY  SCHOOL. 

Ma.  WALTER  M'LAREN  (Cheshire. 
Crewe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Duddon  Elementary  School,  in  the 
Parish  of  Tarvin,  Cheshire,  wliich 
was  erected  by  a  voluntary  rate  over  the 
town.ships  of  Duddon,  Burton,  Clotton, 
and  Stapleford,  has  had  less  than  seven 
scholars  in  attendance  at  any  time  for 
the  last  two  years ;  that  the  mistress 
and  about  120  scholars,  all  except  three, 
left  the  school  in  consequfnce  of  the 
aotion  of  the  clergyman  ;  tliat  these  120 
children  are  now  being  taught  in  a  room 
whicli  is  so  inadequate  to  the  require- 
menta  of  the  De]iartment  that  for  two 
yeai*s  it  has  declined  to  examine  the 
school  or  to  make  any  grant ;  and  that  the 
ratepayers  generally  wished  the  mistress 
to  be  retained,  while  tlie  clergj'man 
insisted  on  her  dismissal ;  can  he  state 
what  was  the  cause  of  the  dismissal  of 
the  mistress ;  whether  he  will  «iuse  an 
inquiry  to  be  made  by  the  Department, 
with  a  view  to  the  school  being  handed 
over  to  the  ratepayers,  who  are  willing 
to  support  it,  or  whether  ho  will  order  a 
fresh  election  of  school  managers ;  and 
what  steps  he  is  prepared  to  take  to  see 
thut  the  children  of  the  township  are 
tauglit  in  a  school  recognised  by  the 
Department  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  oi-  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hakt  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  1  am  informed  that  the  facts 
of  the  case  are,  in  the  main,  as  stated  in 
the  first  part  of  the  question.  The 
managers  appear  to  have  been  dissatisfied 
with  the  teacher's  manner,  and  the 
Department  had  no  right  to  interfere 
with  their  discretion  in  dismissing  her. 
I  have  no  power  to  order  an  inquiry  for 
the  purpose  suggested,  nor  to  cause  a 
fresh  election  of  school  managers,  but 
I  will  see  what  can  be  done  to  bring  the 
present  unsatisfactory  state  of  things  to 
an  end. 

COMPOSITTON  FOR  SHIPS. 
Sib  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wolver- 
hampton,   W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord   of  the    Admiralty    whether    any 
instructions  for  guidance  in  the  applica- 


tion of  compositions  have  been  drawn  up 
by  Commander  Pitt ;  whether  he  will 
lay  these  upon  the  Table  of  the  House; 
wliether  the  experts  on  the  late  Com- 
mittee, or  the  technical  dockyard  oiEcers, 
have  been  consulted  as  to  the  efBcacy  of 
these  instructions  as  applicable  to  the 
various  compositions  used  upon  the 
bottoms  of  Her  Majesty's  aliips  ; 
whether  any  of  those  supplying 
compositions  to  the  Admiralty  have 
been  consulted  by  Commander  Pitt 
with  reference  to  these  instructions, 
and,  if  so,  what  firms  or  agents  ;  and 
what  are  the  names  of  "  the  more  costly 
and  less  durable  comjwsitious  "  reported 
against  by  Commander  Pitt? 

TnE  FIRST  LORD  or  the  ADML 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex,  Ealing)  ;  My  answer  to  the  first 
two  questions  is  in  the  affirmative.  As 
regards  the  next  two  questions,  I  am 
unable,  in  the  absence  of  Commander 
Pitt  from  London,  to  give  the  informa- 
tion required.  As  regards  the  last 
question,  the  least  invidious  and 
simplest  method  of  answering  it  is  to 
state  that  at  the  present  moment  the 
Adminilty  liave  only  standing  contracts 
for  fonr  compositions,  namely,  Hay's, 
Peacock'.-;,  Crease's,  and  Rahetgiu's. 

THK  MASTER  OF  THE  HAWKS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  how  much 
of  the  annual  sum  of  X965,  about  to  be 
commuted  and  paid  in  full  to  the  Master 
of  the  Hawks  for  his  sole  use,  was  set 
apart  for  the  employment  of  servants 
who  are  not  now  ompliiyed,  and  for  the 
keep  of  hawks  which  are  not  kept ;  when 
such  payments  ceased  to  be  applied  to 
the  purposes  for  which  they  were  so 
set  apart ;  whether  these  payments 
have  since  been  applied  by  the  Master 
of  the  Hawks  to  his  own  use,  and  what 
is  the  total  amount  of  these  payments  so 
appropriated  ;  at  what  rate  the  salary  of 
the  Msister  of  the  Hawks  is  to  be  com- 
muted; and  at  what  rate  the  payments 
for  servants  not  employed  and  birds  not 
kept  are  to  bo  commuted  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  The 
emoluments  attaching  to  the  Mastership 
of  the  Hawks  as  granted  by  the  original 
patent  were  given  in  the  Appendix  to  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  of  1887, 
according  to  which  they  consisted  of — 
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salary  of  the  master,  £391  Is.  5d. ;  four 
falconerfl,  at  £50  per  annum  each,  £200  ; 
ftUowanco  for  liawks,  Ac,  £782  lOs. — 
total,  £1,373  lis.  5d.  These  payments 
wore  subject  t<j  deductions  in  respect  of 
land  tax  and  fees,  reducing  to  £965  the 
total  sura  payable  to  the  Duke  of  St. 
Albans.  It  is  not  precisely  known  how 
these  deductions  were  made,  and  there- 
foie  it  is  only  possible  to  assume  that 
tJiey  were  made  rateably  from  the  salary 
and  the  allowances.  On  this  assumption, 
£275  would  represent  the  salary  of  the 
master,  and  £690  allowances.  It  is  not 
on  record  when  the  allowances  ceased  to 
be  applied  for  the  purposes  for  which 
they  wore  originally  intended.  The 
Treasury  liave  no  cognisance  of  the 
application  of  these  allowances,  but  they 
have  lieen  advised  by  the  Law  Officers  on 
more  than  one  occasion  that  the  jmyraent 
of  the  allowances  as  well  as  of  the  salary 
is  binding  on  the  State.  The  Treasury, 
in  the  offer  which  they  have  made  to 
the  Duke,  had  in  mind  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Select  Committee,  that  pay- 
jnents  to  holders  of  hereditary  offices 
[Vhere  no  service  is 
with  the  life 
bolder. 

Mb.  HANBUKY:  Do  I  understand 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  to  say  that 
the  Treasury  have  made  no  inquiry  t 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  did  not  say  that 
the  Treasury  have  made  no  inquiry.     I 
paid  the  Treasury  have  been  unable  to 
[^certain. 

UNSKILLED  MtNERS. 

Me.    PICELA.RD   (York,    W.R.,   Nor- 

manton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 

I  State  for  the  Home  Depirtment  whether 

tis    attention     has     been    called    to    a 

JBtatement  made  by  Mr.  Martin,  Inspector 

Vpi    Mines     for    the  Western    Division, 

(to  the  effect  that  although  "  The  Mines 

Act,  1887,"  prohibits  unskilled  persons 

working  at  tiie  working  face  of  the  mine 

unless  they  have  worked  two  years  at 

the  working  face  of  the  mine  under  the 

supervision  of  a  skilled  workman,  four 

unskilled  workmen  may  so  work  at  the 

working  face  of  the  mine  without  having 

worked  two  years  under  the  supervision 

of  a  skilled  workman  ;  and,  considering 

the    effect    such    an    interpretation    (if 

'  correct)  of  this  section  of  the  Act  may 

have  upon    managers    of     mines,   what 

instructions  he   will   give  to  the  Mines 

Jtr.  Jackson 


Inspectors  generally  on  a  matter 
involving  the  safety  of  mines  and  the 
lives  of  the  miners? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  unable  to 
trace  in  the  Inspector's  Ropirt  any 
passage  bearing  out  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member,  neither  am  I  disposed  to 
concur  in  the  construction  of  General 
Rule  39  mentioned  in  the  question.  As 
I  informed  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
Tydvil  in  May  last,  I  have  no  reason  fco 
believe  that  the  Inspectors  are  unmindful 
of  the  rule  or  of  the  importance  of  en- 
forcing it ;  and  if  any  esses  of  a  breach 
of  the  rule  ore  brought  to  my  notice  I 
shall  certamly  take  the  necessary  steps 
to  secure  its  proper  observance. 

THE    LLANERCH    COLLIEKY 
EXPLOSION. 

Mk.  PICKARD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Deimrt- 
ment  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  verbatim  copy  of  tha 
shorthand  notes  taken  at  the  Coroner's 
inquest  on  the  17G  bodies  killed  by  the 
explosion  at  the  Llanereh  Colliery, 
Monmouth,  on  6th  February,  1890 ; 
whether  ho  will  give  instructions  to 
prosecute  the  manager  and  firemen  for 
liaving  violated  General  Rules  4,  8,  and 
12  of  "The  Mines  Act,  1887";  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  safety  and 
well-being  of  our  miners  generally,  and 
the  Llanereh  miners  in  particular,  he 
will  institute  a  special  inquiry  into  the 
cause  or  causes  of  the  explosion  at  this 
colliery,  as  provided  in  Section  45  of 
"  The  Mines  Act,  1887  "  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  no  reason 
to  believe  that  there  is  any  widespread 
demand  for  these  notes,  which  arp 
voluminous,  and  I  am  therefore  unwilling 
to  sanction  the  expense  of  laying  them 
ujwn  the  Table,  which  would  be  con- 
siderable ;  but  I  shall  be  happy  to  show 
tikcm  to  any  hon.  Member  who  is  in- 
terested in  the  subject.  Having  regard 
to  the  iipinion  expressed  in  page  12  of 
the  Report  of  the  learned  counsel,  I  do 
not  propose  to  give  instructions  that  a 
prosecution  shaU  be  instituted.  I  con- 
sider that  the  able  and  exhaustive  Report 
already  made  has  rendered  unnecessary 
a  special  inquiry  under  Section  45,  wliich 
would  not,  in  my  opinion,  be  likely  to 
tend  to  any  further  elucidation  of  tho 
facts,  or  throw  more  light  on  the  actual 
causes  of  the  explosion. 
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Mr.  FENWICK  :  May  I  ask  whether 
.e  right  hon.  Gentleman,  after  reading 
the  rules,  admits  that  there  was  any 
violation  of  Rules  4,  S,  and  12  ;  and  may 
I  also  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  undertake  to  lay  on  the  Table 
the  Minutes  of  the  evidence  taken  at  the 
inquiry  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  If  there  is  any 
general  desire,  I  would  have  them 
printed.  GenemlJy  speaking,  there  are 
not  more  than  half  a  dozen  Members 
who  desire  to  see  such  Papers.  On  a 
former  occasion  I  found  extremely  few 
copies  were  asked  for.  The  able  gentle- 
man who  conducted  the  inquiry  was  of 
opinion  that  there  was  not  sufficient 
evidence  to  justify  a  prosecution. 

THE  HOME  OFFICE  VOTE. 

Mr.  PICKARD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  can  state  to  the  House 
when  the  Home  Office  Vote  will  be  taken? 

Mil.  MATTHEWS:  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  leader  of  the  House  in- 
forms me  that  he  cannot  yet  fix  the  day 
when  this  Vot«  will  be  taken. 

CYPRUS. 

Mr.  CONrBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  w^hether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  aware  that  in 
the  Ottoman  Empire  it  is  the  practice,  as 
required  by  law,  for  the  election  of 
Bishops  by  the  variou.s  Christian  com- 
munities to  be  ratified  by  the  Sultan, 
and  Letters  of  Investiture  (Berat) 
granted  to  the  chosen  Prelates  by  His 
Imperial  Majesty  ;  whether  a  request  for 
this  recognition  by  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  has  already  been  made  on  behalf 
of  the  Cypriote  Bishops  by  His  Beatitude 
the  Archbishop  of  Cyprus  ;  and  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  recommending  Her 
Majesty  to  grant  to  each  of  the  Greek 
Orthodox  Bishops  of  Kition,  Kyrenia, 
and  Paphos  a  Warrant  under  the  Royal 
Sign  Manual,  confirming  these  dignitaries 
in  the  temporalities  of  their  respective 
sees,  to  which  they  have  been  elected 
since  tho  British  occupation  of  Cyprus  in 
July,  1S78? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  The  answer 
to  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question  is  in  the  affirmative. 
With  regard  to  the  third,  I  would    refer 
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him  to  tho  concluding  portion  of  the 
Secretary  of  State's  Despatch  of  March  22 
Inst  (on  pages  40  and  41  of  Blue  BookC. 
6,00.'?),  in  which  it  was  e.xplained  that  in 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty'  Government 
the  subject  of  episcopal  dues  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Local  Legislature. 

EXCESSIVE    MOHTALITY    AMONG 
CORNISH  MINERS, 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  will  grant  the  Rt'turn 
relating  to  the  excessive  mortality  of  thp 
Cornish  miners,  which  stimls  in  his 
name  upon  the  Orders  of  the  Day  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir;  I  am 
prepared  to  grant  this  Return. 

ERZEROUM. 
Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  now 
give  the  House  any  fuller  information 
as  t»3  the  deplorable  conflict  which  took 
place  in  the  end  of  June  at  Erzeroum,  in 
Armenia,  due  to  the  desecration  of  a 
church  by  the  Local  Turkish  Authorities, 
a  conflict  in  which  a  very  large  number 
of  Christians  are  reported  to  have  been 
slaughtered  by  a  mob  composed  in  lorge 
part  of  Turkish  soldiers  ;  and  whether 
any  He|X)rt,  and  of  what  date,  has  been 
received  from  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at- 
Erzeroum  upon  this  subject  1 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  Later  Report* , 
have  been  received  uj)  to  July  5  from 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Erzeroum,  but 
not  differing  as  to  the  occurrences  of 
June  20  and  following  days  from  those 
to  which  I  referred  in  my  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stoke-upon-Trent. 
Those  Reports  do  not  warrant  the  view 
of  those  occurrences  taken  in  this  ques- 
tion, but  there  was  a  lamentable  loss  of 
life  and  subsequent  rioting.  Order  is. 
stated  to  have  been  restored.  A  Court 
was  inquiring  into  the  occurrences,  and 
when  the  reinforcements,  which  were 
near  at  hand,  should  arrive  it  was  ex- 
pected that  the  apprehensions  which  were  j 
still  felt  would  be  allayed.  As  I  hav» 
already  stated.  Papers  will  be  presented, 
when  they  will  afford  a  satisfactory 
account  of  what  has  taken  place. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  When  will  these  Paper*  J 
be  presented  1 
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•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  These  matters 
are  still  under  inquiry,  and  it  ia  impos- 
sible to  say  when  the  Papers  will  be 
ready. 

PBISONERS'    VISITORS. 

Me.  J.  BARRY  (Wexfoi-d,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has 
received  direct  informotion  to  the  efifect 
that  at  the  request  of  James  Egan,  a 
prisoner  in  the  Convict  Prison  at  Chat 
ham,  a  Member  of  this  House  had  an 
interview  with  him  yesterday  (28th  July,) 
when  the  prisoner  wished  to  make  a 
statement  respecting  a  special  grievance 
connected  with  his  treatment  in  prison, 
that  the  warder  who  was  present  said  lie 
had  special  instructions  not  to  allow  any 
reference  to  prison  treatment,  or  any 
allusion  to  be  made  to  the  recent  inquiry 
held  as  to  the  treatment  of  certain 
prisoners  in  Chatham  Prison  ;  whether 
this  action  is  in  accordance  with  ordinary 
usage ;  and  whether  as  the  prisoner 
declares  the  question  is  one  of  life  and 
death  to  him,  he  will  grant  a  special 
visit  to  two  Members  of  this  House,  at 
which  the  prisoner  shall  be  permitted  to 
make  a  statement  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  under- 
stand the  facts  to  be  as  stated.  The 
action  of  the  officer  present  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  ordinary  usage.  Ample 
provision  is  made  by  the  standing  orders 
that  prisoners  shall  liave  opportunities  of 
making  complaints,  or  any  application  to 
snperior  authority,  by  means  of  inter- 
views with  the  Governor  or  Deputy 
Governor,  or  Visiting  Director,  or  by 
Memorial  to  the  Board  of  Directors,  or 
to  the  Secretary  of  State.  They  may 
also  make  any  complaint  to  the  Prison 
Visitors.  1  have  before  stated  in  this 
House  that  neither  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment nor  any  other  persons  can  bo 
allowed  access  to  a  prisoner  for  the  pur- 
pose of  investigating  a  matter  of  prison 
discipline. 

Mk.  MAC  NEILL  :  Does  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  remember  informing  rae 
across  the  floor  of  the  House  that  Mr. 
Soames  and  Pigott  had  an  interview 
with  a  prisoner  in  the  interest  of  the 
Timet,  and  why  is  the  privilege  accorded 
to  them  denied  to  Members  of  the  Housel 

Mr.  MArrHEWS :  I  do  not  think  the 
ton.  Member  is  accurately  representing 
the  point  of  my  answer.     The  point  of 


my  present  answer  is  that  an  interview 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  a  matter 
of  prison  discipline  has  never  been 
allowed.  If  the  hon.  Member  wishes 
for  further  information  he  had  better 
give  notice  of  a  question. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  I  will  repeat  it  on 
Tiiursday. 

Mr.  J.  BARRY  :  It  is  a  matter  of  life 
and  duath  in  this  case,  and  I  will  there- 
fore ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  consent  to  allow  this  man 
to  see  two  Members  of  the  House  so  that 
he  may  make  a  statement  as  to  his 
special  grievance  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No,  Sir  ;  I  cannot 
accede  to  tliat  application.  I  am  myself 
perfectly  prepared  to  receive  any  com- 
plaints. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  r  Did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  a  doctor  from  out- 
side to  visit  Daly  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  This  case  is  en- 
tirely  different  from  that  of  the  prisoner 
Daly.  I  did  allow  a  doctor  to  visit  Daly, 
because  fears  were  expressed  that  the 
prison  doctor  had  not  taken  a  right  view 
of  his  case.  That  was  a  totally  different 
mutter  to  allowing  any  two  Members  of 
the  House  to  visit  a  prisoner  for  the 
purpose  of  inquiring  into  prison  disci- 
pline. 

Me.  J.  BARRY  :  Some  time  ago  I 
addressed  two  applications  for  leave  to 
visit  this  man  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  both  were  refused  in  dis- 
courteous terms. 

RAILWAY  R.\TE.S. 
Me.  WALTER  M'LAREN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  the  draft 
classification  of  merchandise  traffic  with 
proposed  maximum  rates,  just  issued  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  for  the  Great 
Western  and  London  and  North- Western 
Railway  Companies,  the  rate  of  con- 
veyance for  milk,  including  station  and 
service  terminals,  and  charges  for  empty 
cans,  averages  about  twice  the  rate  which 
these  companies  now  charge,  and  more 
than  double  the  rates  which  the  Midland 
and  Groat  Eastern  charge  ;  what  is  the 
reason  for  this  great  rise  in  the  rates  for 
the  c.\rrii^e  of  milk  over  existing  rates, 
when  there  has  been  a  reduction  in  the 
rates  for  many  other  commodities ;  why 
the  return  of  empty  cans  is  liable  to  a 
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charge  varying  from  4d.  to  8d.  when  at 
at  present  the  Great  Western  only- 
charges  2d.  and  the  London  and  North- 
western charges  nothing ;  and  what 
opportunities  the  representatives  of 
dairy  farmers  will  liavo  of  objecting  to 
these  rates  before  they  become  law  ? 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  cannot 
accept  the  statements  contained  in  the 
first  and  thir<i  paragraphs  of  this  ques- 
tion as  either  accurate  or  complete ;  but 
at  the  present  time  it  would  be  prema- 
ture to  enter  into  the  details  of  the 
subject,  because  the  Statutory  Report  to 
Parliament  lias  not  yet  been  made. 
When  that  Report  is  made,  the  repre- 
sentatives of  dairy  farmers  will  see  pre- 
cisely how  the  matter  sbinda  ;  and  in  the 
event  of  a  Provisional  Order  being 
brought  before  Parliament  nest  Session 
containing  rates  which  are  not  satisfac- 
tory to  them,  they  would  have  full 
opportunity  of  opposing  those  rates  in 
the  House,  or  before  the  Committee  to 
which  tbe  Bill  would  be  referred.  But 
I  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  any  rates  proposed  will  be 
maximum  rates,  and  that  th^r  allowance 
by  no  means  necessarily  involves  any 
increase  in  the  rates  at  present  actually 
charged. 


CULTIVATION    OF  SUGAR   BEET. 

Mb.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  suita- 
bility of  large  tracts  of  land  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  to  the  growth  of 
sugar  beet ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  necessary  capital  for  promoting  the 
establishment  of  such  an  industry  would 
be  immediately  forthcoming  upon  tlie 
ratification  of  the  Sugar  Convention,  and 
the  couBoquent  aboUtion  of  bounties ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  existing 
agricultural  depression  and  the  fact  that 
few  crops  would  give  so  large  a  profit 
per  acre,  and  open  up  such  extensive 
employment  to  the  aerricultural  popula- 
tion, ,08  sugar  beet,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  give  the  matter  their 
serious  consideration  1 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpoue  the  question  until 
Thursday.  It  only  appeared  on  the  Paper 
this  morning,  and  I  have  not  had  time 
to  obtain  information. 


THE  PAY  OF  THE  POLICE. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Depiirtment  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  London  have  raised  the  pay  of 
the  City  Police  Force,  and  if  he  prof^ioses 
to  take  similar  action,  and  to  what  extent 
with  i-egard  to  the  Metropolitan  Force  ? 

Mr.  AL^TTHEWS  :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  alluded  to  in  the- 
question  beyond  newspaper  reports.  The 
Corporation  of  London  have  resource* 
which  will  enable  them  always  to  keep 
the  pay  of  the  City  Police  above  tliat 
of  the  Metropolitan  Force.  I  cannot 
admit  that  this  example  should  serve  as 
a  guide  for  the  Metropolis,  nor  am  I  in  a^ 
position  to  state  that  I  shall  take  any 
action  of  the  kind  indicated, 

THE  FOOT  GUARDS. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  fBethnal  Green, 
S.W.);  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  correct,  as 
stated  by  the  military  correspondent  of 
the  Times,  that  at  the  inspection  on 
Saturday  of  four  battalions  of  the  Foot 
Guards  the  aggregate  of  all  ranks  was- 
"  considerably  under  2,000  ;"  and  what  is 
the  establishment  strength  of  these  four 
battalions  1 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  total 
number  of  all  ranks  of  the  four  battalions 
which  paraded  for  inspection  on  the  26th 
inst.  was  2,387,  out  of  .3,172  effectives, 
including  recruits,  men  in  hospital,  ic. 
The  establishment  of  these  four  battalions 
is  3,362.  The  recruiting  for  the  Brigade 
of  Foot  Guards  compares  favourably 
with  former  years.  The  waste  this  year 
has  been  abnormally  large,  as  all  the 
men  enlisted  under  the  old  rule  of  seven 
years  -with  the  colours  go  to  the  Reserve 
as  well  as  the  usual  annual  proportion  of 
men  enlisted  for  three  years'  service 
with  the  colours  ;  but,  in  spite  of  this 
double  drain,  the  Brigade  is  only  slightly 
nnder  its  establishment. 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 
Mb.  BARCLAY:  I  beg  to  ask  tbe 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
■nhether  he  proposes  to  take  steps  to 
verify  the  statement  recently  made  by 
the  Agricultural  Department  of  the 
Uuited  States  that  pleuro-puenmonia  no 
longer  exists  in  that  country,  with  the 
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view  of  determining  whether  cattle  may 
now  be  freely  imported  from  the  United 
States? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN" :  I  ara  not  aware  of 
any  atat«ment  made  by  the  Agricultural 
Department  of  the  United  States  tlint 
pleoro-pnenmouia  no  longer  exists  in 
that  country,  in  any  public  document  or 
otherwise.  The  hon.  Member  was  good 
«nough  to  Bend  mo  a  communication 
on  the  1 0th  of  this  month  from  the 
Agricnltnral  Department  of  the  United 
States  addressed  to  himiielf,  in  which  it 
is  stated  "  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  not 
known  to  exist  in  the  United  States  at  the 
present  time,"  which  is  a  very  different 
matter.  I  liave  not  thought  it  necessary 
to  endeavour  to  verify  the  statement, 
seeing  that  within  a  comparatively  short 
time  animals  undoubtedly  suffering  from 
that  disease,  within  the  knowledge  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture,  have  been 
landed  at  Liverpool  from  the  United 
States. 

NIGHT    MAILS      BETWEEN     LONDOX 
AND  PLYMOUTH. 

Me.  WILLIAM  M'ARTHUR  (Corn- 
wall, Mid.,  St.  Austell) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Ghanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  wliether  he 
will  reconsider  the  fact«  and  arguments 
repeatedly  laid  before  him  by  iofluen- 
tially  supported  Memorials  from  upwards 
of  200  public  bodies  under  seal  or 
resolution,  in  favour  of  contributing 
towards  the  establishment  of  additional 
night  mail  trains  between  London  and 
Plymouth  ;  whether  the  proposed  trains 
would  very  materially  improve  the  postal 
inter-communication  between  almost 
«vory  town  west  of  Basingstoke  as  far  as 
PeiJisance  and  the  Scilly  Isles,  as  well  as 
to  and  from  London,  and  especially 
between  the  Naval  Establishments 
of  Portsmnnth  and  Devonport ;  whether 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  im- 
proving the  existing  postal  arrangements 
between  many  of  the  towns  in  the  five 
south-western  counties  by  utilising  the 
railways  now  traversing  them,  the  mails 
now  being  conveyed  by  mail  carts  during 
the  night  for  many  miles ;  whether  the 
proposed  improved  service  has  been 
approved  by  Her  Majesty's  Postmaster 
General ;  and  whether  the  expenditure 
asked  is  small  for  the  services  to  be  ren- 
dered ? 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  I  will  consider  what 
dooisiou  ought  to  be  arrived  at. 
Mr.  Jiarday 


COUNTY    COURT    JUDGE    OF     BIPON. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampt.n) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  if  he 
can  state  to  the  House  whether  any  com- 
jilaiut  has  reached  the  Ijord  Chancellor 
with  reference  to  language  used  towards 
witnesses  by  the  County  Court  Judge  of 
Rij>on  ;  and  whether  any  inquiry  wfll  be 
made  in  the  matter  1 

The  attorney  GENKRAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  In  answer  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  am 
informed  that  a  complaint  of  the  kind 
referred  to  has  reached  the  Tjord  Chan- 
cellor, and  that  inquiry  is  being  made 
into  the  matter. 

ANGLO-GERMAN  AGREEMENT. 
Mr.  SUMMERS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  Government  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  entering  into  negotia- 
tions with  the  German  Emperor,  pro- 
viding for  the  submission  to  arbitration 
of  any  question  or  dispute  that  may  here- 
after arise  in  connection  with  the  Anglo- 
German  Agreement ;  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  inserting  an  arbitration  clause 
in  tho  proposed  Anglo-French  Agree- 
ment ;  and  whether  the  Government  ^vill 
consider  the  advisability  of  inserting  an 
arbitration  clause  in  the  proposed  Anglo- 
Portngnese  Agreement? 
•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  In  answer  to 
these  questions,  I  have  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  cannot  undertake 
such  general  engagements.  I'hey  have 
shown  in  recent  instances  their  readiness 
to  refer  to  arbitration  special  and  defined 
cases,  fit  subjects  for  reference  to  arbi- 
tration. But  there  might  be  cases  of 
difference  in  which  our  indifeasible  rights 
might  be  challenged,  and  which  we  could 
not  submit  as  open  questions. 

PUBLIC  BILLS. 
Mr.  LENG  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Loi-d  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  21  Bills  appeared  yester- 
day in  the  Government  Orders  of  the 
Day,  besides  the  Orders  of  Supply  and  a 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  he  will 
consult  the  convenienoe  of  the  House  by 
placing  on  the  Orders  such  a  number  of 
Bills  as  there  is  reasonable  expectation 
may  be  dealt  with  during  the  sitting  of 
the  House  ? 
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•The  first  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  am  afraid  it  would  not  he 
practicable,  nor  for  the  convenience  of 
the  House,  that  Orders  should  be  post- 
poned to  a  late  day  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  and  no  other  course  is  open, 
according  to  practice,  but  to  place  them 
on  the  Paper,  in  order  that  they  may  be 
disposed  of  if  they  are  reached, 

CONSTABLE  OF  CARNARVON  CASTLE. 
Mil.  DAVID  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  I  beg  to  aak  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  in  past  times  the 
offices  of  Constable  of  Carnarvon  Castle 
and  Mayor  of  Carnarvon  were  vested  in 
the  same  person  ;  and  if  he  can  give  any 
reason  why  the  repeatedly  expressed 
wish  uf  the  Town  Council  of  Carnarvon 
was  disregarded  in  making  the  recent 
appointment  to  the  constableship  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  past  history  of  the  Constables 
of  Carnarvon  Castle,  but  I  would  suggest 
that  if  more  information  ns  to  the  ]irefient 
appointment  is  wanted,  it  would  be 
desirable  ttmtfaturo  questions  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Prime  Minister  in 
another  place. 

THE  ARGENTINE  REVOLOTION. 

Mr.  HOZIER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  news  from  Buenos  Ayres  1 

Siu  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  following 
telegram  baa  been  received  from  Buenos 
Ayres,  dated  2.30  p.m.,  July  28  : — 

"  Armistice  prolonged  till  2  thii  afternoon. 
I*re«i(ieDt  retumeil  to  capital.  GovcrDinent 
forces  enid  to  bo  strongly  reinforced.  H.5  p.m. 
— Hoslililies  not  renewed.  Negotiations  for 
cApitulaiion  of  insurgents  proceeding.  Terms 
of  Qovernmeni  not  yet  accopted." 

FREE   EDUCATION   IN    SCOTLAND. 

Mk.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  1  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  Division  on  Monday,  in  which  5G 
Scotch  Members  took  part,  14  voting  in 
favourof  theGovernment,and4"2  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  Member  for  the 
Stirling  Bui^hs  (Mi-.  Campbell-Banner- 
man),  the  Government  will  re-consider 
before  the  Report  whether  they  cannot 
appl}'  the  money  available  in  conse- 
quence of  the  withdrawal  of  the  proposals 
referring  to  licences  in  Scotland  towards 


promoting  free  education  in  that  country 
in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
Scotch  Members? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Of  course,  the 
Government  will  seriously  consider 
everything  connected  with  the  business 
of  this  House  ;  but  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
prospect  of  a  change  in  the  views  of  the 
Government,  based  as  they  are  upon  a 
full  regard  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  so  far  as  Scotland  is  concerned,  and 
as  regards  the  legislation  for  next  yeac. 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  TROOPS    AT 
EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
I  wish  to  know  whether  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  seen  a  paragraph 
in  the  newspapers  of  this  morning  stating 
tliat  a  force  of  marines  have  been  em- 
barked from  a  gunboat  on  one  of  the 
islands  on  the  coast  of  Kerry  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  in  carrying  out 
evictions? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  give  notice  of  the  question. 

THE  IRISH  MAILS. 
Mr.  MACAKTNEY  (Antrim,  S.):  t 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  arrangements  could  be  made  to 
ship  and  land  the  mails  and  luggage  at 
Holyhead  and  Kingstown  by  mechanical 
means,  so  as  t<.i  avoid  the  delay  that  is 
occasioned  by  the  present  system  ? 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  am  not 
surprised  that  my  hon.  Friend  should 
have  called  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject. The  present  system  of  shipping, 
and  landing  the  mails  and  baggage  at 
Holyhead  and  Kingstown  by  hand  must 
cause  great  delay,  and  is  a  terrible  blot 
on  a  service  which  is,  in  all  other 
respects,  perhaps  the  best  of  its  kind  in 
the  worldl  I  have  been  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Post  Office,  the  City  of 
Dublin  Steam  Packet  Company,  and  the 
London  and  North- Western  Railway 
Company,  in  the  hope  of  eilecting  an 
improvement  of  the  kind  suggested  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  The  City  of  Dublin 
Company  were  willing  to  incur  con- 
siderable expense  for  this  purpose, 
but  I  find  the  Post  Office  obstinately 
determined  to  adhere  to  the  present 
system,  and  the  Railway  Company 
would  do  nothing  to  assist  in  a  change. 
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I  am  unable  to  do  more,  as  it  is  not  in 
my  power  to  insist  on  an  improvement 
in  the  matter. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Sexton  (Belfast,  W.), 

•Sir  M.  hicks  beach  said:  I  do 
not  think  that  I  ean  lay  the  corres(X)nd- 
enco  between  two  Departments  of  the 
Government  njwn  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  correspondence 
between  the  Railway  Company  and  the 
Steam  Packet  Company  7 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  will  see 
what  I  can  do. 

THE  CLERK  OF  THE  BANDON  UNION 
Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork.  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  G^nerul  for  Ireland 
whether  complaints  have  reached  him 
that  Mr.  Haynes,  Clerk  of  the  Bandon 
(County  Cork)  Poor  Law  Union,  resides 
five  miles  from  the  offices  of  the  Union, 
with  his  brothers,  who  are  under  police 
protection,  and  that  he  there  keeps, 
during  several  days  of  the  week,  the 
rate  books  and  other  books  belonging  to 
the  Union,  to  the  inconvenience  of  the 
ratej«yer8 ;  and  whether  he  will  be 
compelled  to  attend  at  his  ofiBce  daily 
for  the  prescribed  number  of  hours,  as 
laid  down  by  the  Local  Government 
Board! 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Clerk  of  the 
Bandon  Union  reports  that  it  is  the  case 
that  he  resides  about  five  miles  from  the 
workhouse,  at  his  mother's  house,  with 
his  brothers,  who  are  not  under  police 
protection.  He  states  that  it  is  not  the 
case  that  he  has  kept  the  rate  books  or  any 
other  books  of  the  Union  at  his  residence 
to  the  inconvenience  of  the  rnteiiayers. 
The  general  regulations  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  defining  the  duties 
of  the  clerk  of  a  Union  do  not  prescribe 
any  hours  during  which  he  must  attend 
at  his  office,  but  he  is  bound  under 
Section  9  of  6  &  7  Vict.,  c.  92,  to 
permit  persons  aSected  by  any  rate  in 
the  Union  to  hare  access  to  the  valuation 
■whereon  it  was  bosed.'at  all  times  be- 
tween 10  o'clock  in  the  forenoon  on 
every  day  except  Sundays.  No  com- 
plaints have  been  made  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  as  to  inconvenience 
resulting  from  the  situation  of  the  clerk's 
present  n-sidence. 

Sir  M.  Hick*  Beach 


Mb.  FLYNN  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  no  complaint  has  been 
made.  I  make  a  complaint  now,  and  I 
ask  him  to  ascertain  whether  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  a  number  of  ratepayers 
went  to  the  office  and  requested  to  see 
the  rate  books,  and  that  the  Clerk  de- 
clined to  show  them  1 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  any  new  matter  is  brought  before 
the  Local  Government  Board  it  will  be 
inquired  into. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  action 
of  Mr.  Haynes,  clerk  of  the  Bandon 
(County  Cork)  Poor  Law  Union  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  at  a  recent  contest  for  the 
Guardianship  of  one  of  the  Electoral 
Divisions,  Mr.  Haynes,  acting  as  Return- 
ing Officer,  refused  to  issue  voting  jiapers 
in  connection  with  a  number  of  claims 
ap(>ointing  proxies  by  the  nuns  of  the 
convent,  though  these  were  accurately 
signed  and  lodged  in  due  course  ;  also 
that  he  similarly  refused  to  issue  voting- 
{Kvpers  in  the  case  uf  John  Cummins  & 
Sons,  joint  owners,  though  he  i.ssued 
them  to  Robinson  &  Sons,  who  are 
similarly  circumstanced  ;  and  whether 
he  will  call  upon  Mr.  Haynes  for 
an  explanation  of  the  alleged  circum- 
stances? 

Mk.  MADDEN  :  The  Returning 
Officer  reports  to  the  effect  that,  having 
doubts  as  to  the  ownership  of  the  pro. 
perty  out  of  which  the  nuns  claim  io 
vote,  he  took  tlie  steps  required  by  the 
26th  Section  of  6  and  7  Vict.,  c.  92,  and 
the  nuns,  not  having  produced  the 
necessary  evidence,  he  was  debarred  from 
ailmitting  them  to  vote.  With  regard  to 
the  case  of  John  Cummins  &  Sons,  they, 
as  being  a  joint  business  company,  were 
disqualified  to  vote  themselves,  and  they 
had  not  qualified  any  officer  on  their 
belialf  in  the  manner  required  by  Section 
86  of  1  A-  2  Vict ,  c.  56.  With  respect 
to  John  aud  William  Robinson,  the 
Returning  Officer  states  that  he  had  no 
reason  to  doubt  the  legality  of  their 
claims. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  Is  it  necessary  to 
produce  evidence,  or  is  not  the  rate  book 
sufficient  evidence  t 

Mr.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir;  it  is  not 
necessary  to  produce  evidence. 


1185 


bptTii 


{JuLT  29,  1890} 


eeneti. 


1186 


^ 


THE    ROYAL   IRISH    CONSTABULARY. 

Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  two  members  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  attended  a  meeting 
of  tradesmen  and  labourers  held  in 
Droghedfl,  County  Louth,  Ireland,  for 
trades  union  jiurposcs  on  9th  July,  and 
took  notes  of  the  proceedings  ;  and,  if 
80,  by  wliose  orders,  on  what  authority, 
and  with  what  object  they  did  so  1 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  the  meeting 
referred  to  was  a  public  one,  held  in  the 
open  air,  and  convened  by  placard.  It 
was  oi^eanised  in  connection  with  an 
existing  strike  among  the  employes  of  a 
local  Steamship  Company,  and  the  Local 
OflBcer  directed  two  policemen  to  attend 
and  take  notes,  which  was  accordingly 
done. 

SPIRIT   MCEN'CEP. 

Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  tliat  a 
man  named  Charles  Mitchel,  residing  at 
Sliantonagh,  County  Monaghan,  recently 
obtained  a  temporaiy  retail  spirit  licence 
for  consumption  on  the  premises ;  and  if 
80,  by  whose  authority,  and  on  what 
grounds  ;  whether  his  attention  liaa 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  Mitchel's 
applicatiiins  repeatedly  made  at  Quarter 
Sessions  fur  sevenil  years  were  always 
opposed  by  the  landlord  of  the  place, 
the  clergy  of  all  denominations,  and  the 
inhabitftnts  generally,  on  the  grounds 
that  the  ])lace  being  a  thinly  populated 
country  district,  a  jmblic  house  was  not 
required,  and,  if  allowed,  would  l>e  a 
source  of  deraorali.satiou  amongst  the 
people,  and  that  the  Magistrates  of  the 
district,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
County  Court  Judge,  unanimously'  re- 
fused the  application  on  every  occaaion  ; 
but  that  on  the  20th  inst.,  at  the  Caatle- 
blaney  Quarter  Sessions,  when  Milchel 
again  applied  to  have  his  temporary 
retail  licence  made  jwrmanent,  of  the  18 
Magistrates  on  the  Bench,  three  were 
Resident  Magistrates,  two  of  whom 
came  from  other  counties,  and  three 
others  of  the  numl)cr  came  from  otlier 
districts  to  ."iupport  Mitchel's  claim ; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  expression  of  opinion  by  the  Chair- 
man that  the  Bench  was  packed  in 
Mitchel's  interest ;  and  to  the  fact  that 

VOL.  CCCXLVIL     [third  sz:ms.] 


he  ordered  the  application  to  stand  over 
till  October  next ;  whether  he  can  say  by 
whose  authority,  and  for  what  reason, 
Resident  Magistrates  from  other  coun- 
ties attended  the  hearing  of  this  case  ; 
and  whether  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  will  be  called  to  the  conduct 
of  the  other  Justices  who  attended  from 
other  districts? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  It  is  the  case  that 
Mr.    Charles  Mitchel  was  recently,   on 
the  recommendation  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, allowed  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue   to  sell   excisable    liquors   for 
consumption  on    his  promises   pending 
his  application   to  Quarter  Sessions  on 
20th  June  last,  on  which  date  this  per- 
mission to  sell  expired.     I  am  informed 
that  the  facts  are  not  accurately  repre- 
sented  in  the  second  paragraph.     The 
application  was  not  opposed  by  the  in- 
habitants generally.     It  waa  opposed  by 
the  landlord  and  two  local  clergymen  of 
different  denominations,  but  was  favoured 
by  another   local  clergyman.     The  [ilace 
is  a  leading  highway,  and  the  applicant 
is  a  shopkeeper,  doing  a  very  large  trade 
in   the  localitj-,  which  is   represented  to 
liavo  a  good  average  country  population, 
and  many  of  his  customers  were  anxious 
that  he  .should  get   the  more  extended 
licence.     He     holds    already     a    spirit, 
grocer's,  and  beer  retailer's  licence.    The 
application  has  not  been  refused  on  the 
previous  occasions  unanimously.    On  the 
contrary,   it  was   carried  by  only   very 
small  majorities.     Of  the  three  Resident 
Magistrates  present,  one  belonged  to  the 
district,  the  second   had  Iteen  recently 
in    charge   of   it,  and   belonged    to    en 
adjoining  district,  and  the  third  belonged 
to  another  adjoining  district,  in  part  of 
the  {wlice  district  of  which  the  pi-emises 
in  question  are  situate.     All  the  Magis- 
trates who  attend  the  Quarter  Sessions 
were  Magistrates  for  the  County  Long- 
ford,  and    had   a   right  to  do  so.     The 
Chairman  is   reported  to  have  made  use 
of  no  such  expression  as  that  attributed 
to   him,  but   upon   a  point  of   law   he 
decided   that  the  licence  could   only  be 
granted  at  the  Annual  (October)  Licens- 
ing vSessiims.     The  Resident  Magistimtes 
who    attended  are  Magisti-ates    for  the 
County  Monaghan,  and  therefore  had  a 
right  to  be  present. 

Mr.   FLYNN  :  Is  it    usual  for   Resi- 
dent   Magistrates   to   attend    Liocusing 
Sessions  ? 
•2  U 
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Mr.  madden  :  Yes,  Sir,  it  is  usual. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Has  not  the  Lord 
Chancellor  laid  down  the  dictum  that 
it  is  wrong  for  a  Resident  Magistrate  to 
attend  a  Licensing  Session  outside  his 
own  district  1 

Mr,  madden  :  Tlie  ordinary  Mngis- 
tmtes  ai-e- assigned  to  particular  districts, 
but  a  Resident  Magistrate  may  attend 
generally. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  Did 
not  two  of  these  Magistrates  come  from 
a  distance  to  ratify  the  decision  of  the 
Magistrates  at  the  Sessions,  and  is  he 
aware  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  dis- 
missed from  the  Commission  uf  the 
Peace,  Mr.  James  Byrne,  because  he 
went  from  Mallow  to  another  district  for 
the  hearing  of  a  case  in  which  an  appeal 
■was  granted.  Why  then,  in  this  case, 
were  two  Resident  Magistrates  allowed 
to  travel  from  one  part  of  tho  county  to 
another  in  order  to  decide  a  case  in 
which  the  Crown  was  concerned  1 

Mr.  madden  :  The  Resident  Magis- 
trates are  all  ilagistrates  for  the  whole 
of  the  county.  Tliere  is  no  analogy 
between  the  position  of  an  ordinary 
Magistrate  and  tliat  of  a  Resident  Mngis- 
trote.  The  latter  can  attend  all  Licens- 
ing Sessions  in  the  county. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Mr. 
T.  W.  Ru.-vSELL  (Tyrooe,  S.), 

Mr.  madden  said  :  I  have  given  all 
tho  information  in  my  possession. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL :  Were  not  two 
Resident  Magistrates  imported  into  this 
ccnnty  specially  for  the  purpose  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  Certainly  not. 

LTGHTKEEPER8. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
what  period  of  leave  is  annually  allowed 
to  lightkeepera  in  Great  Britain ; 
whether  the  practice  in  Ireland  is  not 
to  allow  any  leave  ;  and  if  there  is  any 
sufficient  reason  why  the  Irish  and 
British  lightkeepers  should  not  bo  treated 
alike  in  this  respect  ? 
•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  The  grant 
of  annual  leave  to  lightkeepere  is  es- 
sentially a  question  within  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Lighthouse  Authorities,  and 
one  in  which  I  cannot  interfere.  I  have 
asked  the  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish 
Boards  for  their  regulations  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  if  he  desires  it  I  shall  be  ready 


to  send  the  information  to  the  hon. 
Member  when  I  receive  it. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  shall  be  glad  if  the 
right  lion.  Member  will  follow  the  matter 
up. 

Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  am  not  at 
present  aware  what  the  regulations 
are. 

THE  SUMMARY  JURISDICTION  ACT. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  be^ 
to  ask  tho  Attorney  General  whether, 
in  view  of  tlie  fact  that  "  The  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Act,  1879,"  provides  the 
right  of  appeal  to  Quarter  Sessions  to 
any  person  who  is  adjudged  by  a  convic- 
tion or  order  of  a  Summary  Court  of 
Jurisdiction  in  England  to  be  imprisoned 
without  the  option  uf  a  fine,  even  in  casea 
where  the  term  of  imprisonment  is  less 
than  one  month,  whereas  in  Ireland 
there  is  no  such  appeal  to  Quarter 
Sessions  from  the  Petty  Sessions,  unJesa 
the  term  of  imprisonment  exceeds  one 
month,  the  Government  will  extend  to- 
Irishmen  the  same  right  of  appeal  which 
is  now  afforded  to  persons  in  England  J 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  The  law  in  Eng- 
land is  correctly  stated  in  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member,  subject  to  certain  ex- 
ceptions, which  are  not  material.  I  need 
scarcely  siy  that  it  is  quite  beyond  my 
province  to  express  any  opinion  upon 
questions  of  legislation  for  Ireland. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Skstos, 

Mr.  MADDEN  said :  A  person  sen- 
tenced in  Ireland  to  less  than  a  month's 
imprisonment  ha-s  no  right  of  appeal.  To 
issue  instructions  sanctioning  an  appeal 
would  in  the  first  case  necessitate  tha 
repeal  of  the  Act. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  forgot  that  thoi-e  was  a 
promise  that  there  should  be  un  appeal 
in  all  cases.  Will  he  not  give  to  an  Irish- 
man the  same  right  that  on  English 
subject  now  enjoys  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  an  alteration  of  the  law  ho  hiid 
better  put  a  Question  on  the  Paper. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mb.    J.    MORLEY    (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  If  the  Local  Taxation  Bill  passes 
through  Committee  to-night  what  will 
be  tho  first  business  to-morrow  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMFTH  :  The  Post  Office 
Estimates. 
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In  reply  to  Mr,  Bbtce, 
•Mr.  W.   H.   smith   said :  It  will  be 
necessary   tt»  proceed   with  the  English 
Police  Bill    first,  and  then    to  take  the 
Scotch  BiU, 


EAST  INDIA    (CIVIL  SERVANTS). 

Report,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence, 
brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  327.] 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE. 
To  Mr.  Ricliard  Chamberlain,  for  one 
month,   on  iu:count   of  ill-health. — (J/r. 
Aruitrutfier.) 

MALTA  (ORDINANCE  No.  6.) 

Address  for — 

"  Copy  of  Mnltese  Ordinance  No.  5,  of  1867, 
entitled  '  An  OrdioAoce  to  amend  the  laws 
relative  to  the  rights  and  d>itiea  emanating 
from  marridgp,  and  to  separation  of  married 
persons.'  " — (Mr.  Hummert.) 

ALIENS. 
Order  [18th  July]  for  an  Address  for 
a  Return  relative  thereto  read,  and  dis- 
charged ;  and,  instead  thereof  : — 

ALIENS. 

Address  for — 

"  Return  showing  the  names  of  all  Aliens  to 
whom  Certificates  of  Naturalisation  have  been 
issued  since  the  25th  day  of  July,  1889,  giving 
the  country  and  place  of  residence  of  the  per- 
sons to  whom  Certificates  have  been  granted, 
and  including  information  as  to  any  Aliens 
who  have,  since  the  same  date,  obtained  Acts 
of  Naturalisation  from  the  Legislature."— (.If r. 
Lataten. ) 

ADJOURNMENT   MOTIONS  UNDER 
STANDING  ORDER  No.  IX. 

Return  ordered — 

"  Of  Motions  for  Adjournment  under  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  IX.,  showing  the  date  of  each 
Motion,  the  namo  of  the  Member  proposing, 
the  definite  matter  of  urgent  public  impor- 
tance, and  the  result  of  any  Division  taken 
therein  in  the  Session  1B90  (in  the  same  form 
as,  and  in  continuation  of.  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No,  30,  of  the  present  Session." — (ilfr. 
Arl/iur  Elliot.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to  Elections 
(Scothuid)  (Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices) 
Bill,  with  Aiunndments  ;  tliat  they  have 
passed  a  Bill,  intituled  "  An  Act  respect- 
ing the  expenses  of  High  Sheriffs  in  con- 


nection with  the  AssiKes."  [Sheriffs 
(Assizes  Ex[iense8)Bill  [iorrf*] ;  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bill, — That  they  have 
agreed  to  some  of  the  Amendments  made 
by  this  House  to  Statute  Law  Revision 
Bill,  with  Amendments;  and  have  dis- 
agreed to  others  of  the  said  Amendments, 
for  which  they  assigned  their  reasons  ; 
and  have  mode  consequential  Amend- 
ments to  the  Bill. 

MO T ION . 


PUBLIC  M0SEUMS  AVD  OTIIXASICMS. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Powell,  Bill  to  enable  Urban 
Sanitary  Authorities  to  provide  and  maintain 
Museums  and  Gymnasiums,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Powell,  Dr.  Farquharson, 
Mr.  Edward  Hardcastle,  Mr.  Kentick,  Mr. 
Mallock,  and  Mr.  Samuel  Smith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  iOO.] 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


FOREIGN  JURISDICTION  (CONSOLIDA- 
TION) BILL  [LORDS].— (No.  38.3  ) 
SECOND    READIXG. 

(4.20.)  Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

SiE  R.  WEBSTER :  In  moving  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  I  wish  to 
explain  tliat  it  makes  no  alteration  in 
the  law  on  the  subject  of  foreign  juris- 
diction, but  only  consolidates  it. 

Qaeation,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  (CUSTOMS  AND 

EXCISE)  DUTIES  BILL.— (No.  214.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  again  proposed,  in  page  2, 
lines  13  and  14,  to  leavo  out  the  words 
"  Of  children  in  the  compulsory  stan- 
dards of  the  Scoteh  Code."  —  {Mr. 
Charles  Parker.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  [mrt 
of  the  Clause." 

(4.24.)     Mr.    HUNTER    (Aberdeen, 

N.)  :  When  the   Debate  was  adjourned 

Inst  night  I   wa-s  venturing   to  suggest 

why  these  words  should  be  omitted  from 
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the  clause.  In  the  firat  place  I  may 
point  out  thftt  the  clause  is  entirely 
inconsistent  with  the  practice  of  the 
Scotch  Educational  Department,  which 
has  already  sanctioned,  in  the  caae  of  700 
schools,  relief  from  the  payment  of  foes 
for  the  highest  standard.  In  the  Divi- 
sion ■wliich  occurred  last  night  the 
Government  were  supported  only  by  14 
out  of  56  Scotch  Members,  42,  or  a 
majority  of  three  to  one,  having  voted 
against  them.  lAst  year  tbe  highest 
watermark  against  the  Grovernment  was 
five  to  one.  Are  they  going  to  tel!  the 
people  of  Scotland  that  they  will  yield 
to  a  majority  of  five  to  one,  but  not 
to  a  majority  of  three  to  ooe?  It  may 
be  said  that  the  Government  cannot 
afford  to  give  money  to  the  Sixth 
Standanl,  because  the  Sixth  Standard  is 
not  compulsory  ;  but  I  meet  that  argu- 
ment by  the  assertion  that  if  it  is  made 
complete  it  will  in  every  sense  Ixjcome 
compulsory.  At  present  we  are  in  this 
dilemma,  that  if  we  are  to  have  a  com- 
pulsory Sixth  Standard  we  must  have 
such  an  extension  of  grant  as  will  bear 
the  charge.  I  believe  I  am  within  the 
mark  when  I  say  that  every  School 
Board  and  everyone  who  has  given  atten- 
tion to  the  question  of  education  in  Scot- 
land are  unanimous,  or  all  but  unani- 
mous, in  favour  of  the  necessity  of  making 
the  Sixth  Standard  compulsf>ry.  Children 
pass  the  Sixth  Standanl,  some  at  the  age 
of  10  years,  nearly  all  at  11  years. 
Children  in  Scotland,  who  at  1 1  years  of 
age  are  withdniwn  from  school  and  at 
once  sent  to  work,  labour  under  two 
dLsad vantages.  In  the  first  place  the 
severity  of  their  work  makes  it  imj»s- 
sible  for  them  to  pursue  in  any  serious 
degree  their  school  studies,  and  in  the 
second  place,  after  they  leave  school  at 
that  tender  iige,  they  forget  in  no  long 
time  much  of  what  they  had  learnt 
there.  Anj'one  of  experience  who  has 
studied  the  question  will  say  that  an 
additional  year  in  the  Sixth  Standard 
would  bo  precious  beyond  anything,  both 
for  making  permanent  the  impressions  a 
boy  has  alrendy  received  and  as  a  begin- 
ning of  implanting  in  his  mind  a  notion 
of  tlie  higher  subjects  which  he  may 
pursue  in  later  life.  As  far  as  the 
educated  opinion  of  Scotland  is  con- 
cerned, there  are  no  two  views  ns  to  the 
propriety  of  making  the  Sixth  Standard 
compulsory.  I  believe  that  the  working 
Mr.  Hunter 


classes  in  Scotland  are  grateful  for  the 
boon  conferred  upon  them  last  year,  and 
if  the  House  were  to  go  further  and  make 
the  Sixth  Standard  free,  parents  would  be 
glad  to  make  a  sacrifice,  and  would  accept 
with  cheerfulness  the  extension  of  the 
compulsory  standards  so  as  to  include 
the  Sixth.  That,  I  think,  is  a  complete 
answer  to  the  view  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  put  forward.  Why  should  not 
the  Government  accept  this  Motion? 
The  opinion  of  Scotland  has  been  mani- 
fested in  the  Division  very  clearly  and 
distinctly,  and  I  l^elieve  it  is  much 
stronger  in  Scotland  itself  than  among 
the  Representatives  of  Scotland  in  this 
House.  Why  not  accept  the  view  of 
Scotland  on  the  point,  which  is  a  very 
small  one  ?  Before  free  education  was 
introduced  in  Scotland,  four  out  of  five 
parts  of  the  cost  of  education  were  borne 
by  the  State,  and  the  difiiculty  of  raising 
the  remaining  fifth  by  fees  was  so  great 
that  it  was  not  thought  worth  while 
to  stand  out  against  its  remission.  At 
present  the  total  amount  raised  by  fees 
is  about  l-35th  of  the  whole.  We  spend 
£1,320,000  on  education,  and  are  the 
Government  to  stand  out  now  on  account 
of  a  paltry  £40,000  ?  I  believe  the  real 
reason  which  influences  the  Government 
is  that  they  think  if  they  were  to  yield 
it  might  tie  their  hands  when  they 
come  next  year  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  free  education  in  England. 
I  certainly  am  in  favour  of  free  educa- 
tion in  the  higher  schools,  by  com])etition 
for  a  limited  number  of  places.  That  is 
the  system  on  which  we  have  proceeded 
in  Aberdeen  for  many  years,  and  it  has 
worked  extremely  well.  But  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  Scotland  needs  a  consider- 
able sum  of  money,  both  to  complete  and 
perfect  her  university  system,  and  for 
technical  and  secondary  education,  and  I 
tliink  it  is  hopeless  to  obtain  popular 
support  for  spending  money  on  higher 
education  until  you  have  completely 
freed  the  elementary  schools,  because 
money  so  spent  would  l>e  absorbed  mainly 
by  the  middle  and  wealthy  classes. 

(4.32.)  Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aber- 
deenshire, W.) :  Yesterflay  we  were 
beaten — but  not  with  very  much 
slaughter — on  an  Amendment  in  which 
we  took  veiy  deep  interest.  Now,  the 
Lord  Advocate  has  put  what  I  may  call 
a  moral  censure  on  us  by  not  taking  part 
in   this    Debtite.       I    submit    that    the 
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Amendment  is  a  reasonable  one,  because 
it  would  bridge  over  what  is  felt  to  be 
au  awkward  gap  iu  the  education  system 

r  of  Scotland.  At  present,  the  education 
given  to  the  Scotch  jjeople  is  a  bare 
nfinimum  ;  it  is  a  rough  framework  with 
a  thin  veneer  which  rapidly  wears  off 
later  in  life.  We  know  it  is  a  great 
temptation  to  poor  parents  suffering  from 
the  agricultural  depression  not  to  keep 
their  children  at  school  when  they  have 
pa.ssed  the  compulsory  standards,  and  I 
tliink  wu  should  do  all  we  can  to 
encourage  children  passing  into  the 
voluntary  standards,  in  which  they  would 
take  a  morj  sincere  interest  in  their 
educational  work  I  see  no  reason,  also, 
why  the  Education  Dcipartment  of  Scot- 
land sliould  not  ho  trusted  to  allocate 
the  money,  as  heretofore,  for  tho  benefit 
of  the  Scottish  people.  Children  ought 
to  be  encouraged,  by  rewards  of  some 
kind,  to  enter  the  voluntary  standards. 
This  is  done  already  in  some  casas  by 
means  of  bursaries  and  other  jiecuniary 
assistance.  The  idea  of  compulsion  is 
apt  to  raise  a  feeling  of  antagonism, 
whoreas,  in  the  case  1  have  indicated, 
children  would  carry  on  their  educational 
work  witli  a  feeling  akin  to  enthusiasm, 
thus  enabling  them  to  continue  their 
progress  in  the  higher  walks  of  education. 
I  believe  that  it  would  be  good  policy  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  yield  on 
this  point,  and  not  to  make  two  bites 
at  a  cherry. 

(4.40.)  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square)  :  1  think  tliat 
some  hon.  Members  from  Scotland  have 
done  scant  justice  to  the  feeling  of  the 
Scottish  people  in  favour  of  education.  I 
may  point  out  that  the  arguments 
brought  forward  with  reference  to  the 
attitude  fif  tho  working  classes  in  Scot- 
land regarding  education  abov.^  the  com- 
pulsory standards  are  not  in  accord  with 
the  history  of  the  Scottish  people  as 
regards  education  generally.  Though 
many  hon.  Members  may  find  fault  with 
the  financial  proposals  I  have  submitted, 
it  will  not  bo  denied  that  I,  too,  have 
some  feeling  in  favour  of  education.  I 
think  that  I  may  claim   to  have  been 

kirhat  is  called  an  educationalist  for  many 

'years.  Hon.  Members  have  urged  that 
this  is  but  a  small  matter  ;   but  1  think 

[the  decision  whether  or  not  the  standards 
above  the  compulsory  standards,  as  well 


as  the  compulsory  standards  themselves, 
shall  be  freed,  is  by  no  means  a  very 
small  ijuestion.  The  argument  has  been 
put  forward  that  the  Government  would 
be  justified  in  freeing  parents  from  the 
duty  (which  hon.  Members  now  entirely 
discard),  of  educating  or  contributing  to 
the  education  of  their  children.  We 
have  relieved  ptrents  from  that  duty 
where  the  State  has  enact(;:d  compulsion, 
but  the  Government  are  not  prepared  to 
sanction  the  principle  that  beyond  the 
compulsory  standards  education  must 
necessarily  be  free.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Aberdeen  has  remarked  that, 
with  the  views  which  I  hold  with  regard 
to  free  education,  I  should  not  bo  able  to 
show  my  face  in  any  part  of  Scotland 
without  being  metaphorically  torn  to 
pieces.  But  1  liave  appeared  before 
Scottish  audienc3s,  and  have  spoken  on 
this  question  of  fiit;e  education.  In 
Edinburgh,  during  my  first  candidature,  I 
dealt  with  this  subject,  and  I  asked  my 
audience,  which  was  largely  composed  of 
the  working  classes,  whether  it  was  or 
was  not  right  that  parents  should  be 
entirely  freed  from  the  duty  of  educat- 
ing their  children.  I  appealed  tn  them 
for  their  votes,  and  though  I  had  de- 
clared my  opposition  to  this  promiscuous 
free  education,  1  was  successful.  I 
was  able  to  secure  the  sufl'rages  of 
an  important  section  of  tho  working 
classes  of  Edinburgh  without  having 
pronounced  in  favour  of  free  edu- 
cation, but  nither  the  reverae ;  and, 
therefore,  I  cannot  refrain  from 
asking  myself  whether  hon.  Members 
opposite  so  entirely  represent  the 
feehiig  of  the  bulk  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land when  they  say  that  parents  are  not 
prepared  to  incur  some  sacritice  for  the 
education  of  their  children.  The  argu- 
ments of  hon.  Members,  however,  are  not 
only  in  favour  of  the  application  of  this 
system  to  Scotland,  but  they  argue  as  if  it 
were  discouraging  to  education  genemlly 
to  place  fees  upon  any  of  the  higher  stan- 
dards in  the  school.  The  argument  is 
that  if  a  working  man  has  been  freed 
from  tho  paj-ment  of  fees  in  the  lower 
standards,  he  will  be  certain  to  withdraw 
his  cliildren  from  school  when  they  reach 
the  upper  standards,  if  he  has  to  pay 
anything.  But  what  is  the  amount  of  tho 
fee  as  compared  to  the  value  of  the  child's 
labour?  ^yhen  the  compulsory  stan- 
dards are  passed,  the  child  has  arrived  at 
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an  age  when  he  can  earn  a  few  shilliii^B 
a  week,  and  if  the  parent  values  the 
child's  labour,  which  represents  a  few 
shillini^a  a  week,  is  it  to  be  believed  ho 
will  withdraw  because  of  the  few  pence 
he  may  have  to  pay  ?  I  do  not  think 
the  arcfument  holds  water  for  a  moment, 
especially  as  regards  Scotland,  and  hoii. 
Members  from  Scotland  do  injustice  to 
thei"  fellow-countrymen.  The  Govern- 
ment do  not  say  this  ia  a  largo  matter, 
but  a  large  principle  is  involved.  If 
thej-  could  meet  the  views  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Scotland  they  would  be  ex- 
tremely glad,  but  they  cannot  do  so  with- 
out assenting  to  a  principle  to  which  they 
Ate  opposed.  The  hon.  Member  from 
Aberdeen  urged  the  claims  of  the  work- 
ing classes,  but  the  hon.  Member  must 
bear  in  mind  that  while  in  England  large 
BDms  Jjave  lieen  employed  for  the  "  brutal 

,  aud  naked "  relief  6f  local  taxation,  in 
Scotland  we  have  given  £250,000  and 
now  £40,000  more  by  this  Bill  to 
primary  education,  so  that  altogether 
no  less  than  £290,000  is  going  to  the 
benefit  of  the  working  classes  and  their 
children.  No  other  members  of  the 
community  have  so  far  benefited  by 
the  application  of  any  portion  of  this 
monev- 

Me.  hunter  ;  That  is   not  so,   l»e- 

•  cause  in  Scotland  there  is  a  very  large 
projxirtion  of  what  may  be  called  the 
lower  middle  class,  who  habitually  send 
their  ciiildren  to  Board  schools. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  think  that  rather 
expands  the  argument  when  Parliament 
is  aeked  to  give  free  education  above  the 
compulsory  standards  to  the  lower  middle 
class  as  well  as  the  working  class  at  the 
expense  uf  the  State.  Have  those 
classes  no  duties  to  their  children  in  the 
direction  of  education  1  I  can  fancy 
that  there  are  many  others  represent- 
ing what  might  be  called  the  poorer 
middle  class  who  have  difficulty  enough 
to  scrape  together  the  money  jiaid  for  the 
education  of  their  children,  who  do  not 
go  to  elementary  schools,  yet  that  class 
is  to  be  taxed,  and  not  to  bo  relieved  of 
any  pirtion  of  the  rates,  because  the 
whole  of  the  money  is  to  go  to  one 
particular  class  of  school.  The  Govern- 
ment, liaving  dealt  so  largely  with 
Scotch  opinion  in  this  matter,  are 
scarcely  open  to  the  reproaches  wliich 
hon.  Members  have  levelled  at  them, 
that  they  are  putting  this  money  to  an 
Jfr.  G'oichen 


unfair  use,  or  are  checking  education  by 
the  [>rojMsals  they  liave  made. 
•(4.50.)  Mb.  S.  smith  (Flintshire) : 
As  a  Scotchman,  although  not  a  Scotch 
Member,  I  should  like  to  sjiy  a  word  05 
two  in  regard  to  this  Amendment.  I 
have  not  been  convinced  by  the  argu- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  I  believe  that  if  this  matter 
were  referred  to  the  Scotch  people,  the 
vast  majority  would  be  found  to  disagree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
grL>at  defect  in  the  educational  system 
of  Scotland,  as  of  England,  is  that  the 
average  school  age  is  far  too  short.  In 
Germany  the  average  school  age  is 
14  in  the  day  schools  and  17  in 
the  evening  continuation  schools;  in 
Switzerland  it  is  15  and  17  or  18  respec- 
tively ;  but  in  England  and  Scothvnd  the 
average  age  for  leaving  the  day  schools  is 
only  12,  and  not  more  than  4  per  cent, 
of  the  scholars  pass  into  any  kind  of 
continuation  schools.  Yet  from  12  to  16 
years  of  age  is  the  j)eriod  at  which  a 
child's  character  is  formed  either  for 
good  or  bad.  I  think  that  every  encour- 
agement should  be  offered  to  lengthen 
the  school  age,  but  the  effect  of  the 
Government's  proposal  is  to  penalise  the 
Sixth  Standard.  The  Government  have 
got  the  gratitude  of  the  Scotch  peoj)le  by 
what  they  have  already  done  for  free 
education  ;  let  them  do  the  thing  tho- 
roughly and  completely.  If  the  Govern- 
ment wish  to  htave  off  Scotch  Home 
Rule  they  mast  pay  heed  to  the  wishes 
of  the  Parliamentary  Representatives  of 
the  [Hjoplo,  because  in  Scotland  a  strong 
feeling  is  growing  up  that  those  wishes 
do  not  receive  sufficient  attention  in  the 
British  Parliament,  and  that  the  voices 
of  the  Scottish  Representatives  are  too 
often  voted  down.  I  regret  that  feeling, 
and  I  hope  the  Government  will  do  their 
best  to  lessen  it. 

(4.55.)  Mr.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire)  : 
I  wish  to  know  whether  the  insertion  of 
the  Amendment  will  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  School  Boards  abolishing 
fees  in  the  Sixth  Standard  if  they  are  so 
disposed. 

(4.56.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson,  Bute):  No 
einbargij  will  be  laid  on  the  proceeding 
of  School  Boards  in  the  direction  ray  hon. 
Friend  points  at.  That  will  be  just  as 
free  as  they  were  before.  These  words 
are   merely   indicative    of  our  wish,  in 
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muking  the  grant,  as  to  how  the  money 
shnll  be  expended. 

(4.57.)  Mb.  SYDN"Er  BUXTON 
(Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) :  As  an 
English  Member,  I  claim  to  take  an 
interest  in  this  subject,  because  of  the 
necessary  effect  of  the  education  pro- 
posals with  regard  to  Scotland  when  free 
fichools  are  extended  to  England,  as  we 
hop?  they  will  be,  next  year.  We  have 
■already  stated  that  we  object  to  the 
system  of  freeing  education  in  Scotland 
ty  means  of  grants  from  the  rates, 
which  we  hope  will  not  be  done  in 
England,  and  we  object  also  to  the  plan 
•of  freeing  the  lower  and  not  the  higher 
standards.  I  cannot  conceive  any  B3'gtem 
more  anti-educationalist  than  that  of  free- 
ing the  lower  standards  in  the  Elemen- 
tary Schools  and  charging  fees  in  the 
higher  standards.  Our  object  ought  to 
be  to  endeavour  to  keep  the  children  at 
school  as  long  as  possible.  It  may  b^^ 
contended  in  op)X)sition  to  the  view 
urged  by  the  Chanctjllor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  it  will  be  a  great  temptation  to 
the  parent  to  withdraw  his  children  from 
school  at  an  earlier  age  when,  bj'  keeping 
them  at  school,  he  will  have  to  begin  to 
pay  fees.  No  doubt  the  parent  has 
the  inducement  of  the  child's  wages 
to    withdraw    the     child    from    school, 

tfcut  it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament  not 
to  adil  to  that  temptation  by  charg- 
ing a  fee  aft«r  children  have  passed  the 
Fifth  Standard.  Personally,  I  would 
rather  see  the  higher  than  the  lower 
standards  {reo.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
very  reason  that  the  higher  standards 
are  not  compulsory  is  the  greatest  argu- 
(ment  for  making  them  free,  because  if 
you  cannot  force  a  parent  to  send  his 
child  of  12  or  13  yeai-s  to  8cho<il,  you 
-ought  to  do  your  best  to  encourage  him 
to  keep  his  child  at  school.  The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  said  that  this 
is  a  matter  of  principle  ;  that  it  is  not  a 
small   matter  at   all.     But   I  think  he 

iforgeta  that  already  this  principle  haa 
been  admitted,  inasmuch  as  already  in 
Scotland  there  are  something  like  730 
Bchools  ill  which  no  fees  are  charge<i  in 
the  higher  standards,  in  the  non-com- 
pulsory standards.  As  far  as  I  know,  no 
evil  results  have  ensued.  What  we  pro- 
pose is  that  the  parents  of  the  children 
in  the  other  2,000  and  odd  schools  should 
have  the  same  advantages  as  the  parents 
whose  children  go  to  the  730  schools. 


The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated 
very  truly  that  the  Scotch  have  always 
been  gi-oat  educationalists,  and  it  is  most 
satisfactory  to  know  there  are  no  less  than 
30,000  children  in  the  higher  standards  in 
tbuScottish  schools.  This  isa  smallmatter 
as  regards  nioney.  The  Government 
have  already  spent  a  very  large  sum 
indeed  iu  f  iveing  schools,  and  it  certainly 
is  very  regrettable  that  for  the  last 
ha'porth  of  tar  the  system  should  be 
six)iled.  I,  as  an  English  Member,  very 
sincerely  hope  the  Government  may  see 
their  way  to  accept  this  Amendment, 
because  when  the  system  of  free  educa- 
tion is  extended  to  England  we,  at  all 
events,  shall  insist  that  everyone  of  the 
standards  in  our  elementary  schools  shall 
be  free,  and  we  are  afraid  that  unless  the 
principle  is  accepted  in  Scotland,  we  may 
have  greater  difficulty  in  introducing  it 
iu  Entrland. 

(5.3.)  Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  stated  that  there  is  a  very 
large  principle  involved  in  paying  the  fees 
of  a  child  beyond  the  compulsory  standard. 
What  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do 
when  ho  comes  to  deal  with  free  educa- 
tion in  England,  where  the  compnlaory 
standard  varies  from  the  third  to  the 
sixth,  according  Ui  the  will  of  the 
Educational  Authorities  in  the  locality  ? 
The  standard  in  Scotland  was  fixed 
20  years  ago,  and  it  was  tixed  as  a 
minimum  standard  to  which  every  child 
must  attain  before  it  can  accept  any 
employment  ;  it  was  tixed  to  give  the 
child  the  minimum  of  an  elementary 
education.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  to  do  is  to  stereotype  that 
minimum,  and,  practically,  in  a  vast 
number  of  cases,  make  it  the  maximum 
of  education.  The  complaint  of  the 
Scotch  Educatiuii  Department  has  been 
for  years  that  the  uumter  of  children 
who  pass  the  Fifth  Standard  at  the  age 
of  10  to  12  is  increasing  every  year, 
in  consequence  of  improved  teaching, 
better  methods,  and  better  average  at- 
tendance. Every  year  a  larger  number 
of  children  are  passing  out  of  school  at 
these  early  ages.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  acquaints  himself  with  the 
practice  in  other  countries  he  will  find 
that  the  standard  is  not  one  of 
class,  but  of  age.  It  is  a  stan- 
dard varying  from  13  to  16  years  of 
age.     But  in  Scotland  there  are  uamben 
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of  children  who  are  passing  the 
Fifth  Standard  at  as  low  an  age 
as  10  and  11.  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  prepared  to  say  that  a  poor 
working  man  who  wants  to  keep  his 
child  at  school  until  it  is  12  or  13 
years  of  age  most  be  fined  6d.  a  week  if 
he  does  so  1 

•Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  I  did  not  say  tha* 
at  all. 

•Mb.  MUNDBLLA  :  That  is  the  prac- 
tical effect  iif  the  proposal. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  to  put  it  into  my 
mouth  that  this  is  a  fine  upon  parenUi. 
That  a  fee  should  be  called  a  fine  is  most 
extraordinary. 

•Mr.  M  UN  dell  a  :  The  right  hon, 
Gentleman  may  call  it  by  any  name  he 
pleases,  but  that  is  the  practical  result. 
In  England  it  will  be  regarded  ns  a  fine. 
In  nearly  all  of  our  colonies,  in  every 
country  in  Europe  where  there  is  a  good 
system  of  education,  the  education  of 
a  child  is  continued  until  he  has  passed 
completely  through  the  scliool,  and  if  he 
does  not  pass  through  the  school  before  a 
certain  age — 14  or  15  years — he  must 
compulsorily  attend  a  night  school  until 
he  has  pussed  through  the  wiiole  of 
the  school  curriculum.  Why  are  we 
dealing  with  the  fee  question  at  all  1 
Because  the  payment  of  fees  has  been  n 
great  hindrance  to  the  attendance  of 
children  at  scliool.  The  first  effect  in 
Scotland  of  making  education  free  to  the 
extent  it  has  been  made  free,  was  a  large 
increase  in  the  attendance  of  children  at 
school.  Children  have  been  kept  back, 
on  one  pretext  or  another,  but  the 
hindrance  was  generally  poverty.  When 
the  fees  were  abolished,  the  children 
wlio  had  been  kept  back  were  at  once 
sent  to  school,  children  were  sent  at  an 
earlier  age  than  they  had  ever  been  sent 
before,  and  there  were  demands  for  in- 
creased accommodation.  The  wages 
children  can  earn  are  a  great  temptation 
to  parents  to  withdraw  their  children 
from  school,  but  what  is  now  proposed  is 
that  a  parent,  in  addition  to  forfeiting 
the  wages  of  his  children  if  ho  keeps 
them  at  school  until  they  are  12  or  13, 
shall  put  his  hand  in  his  jiocket  and  pay, 
say  6d.  a  week.  I  am  afraid  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  hardly  considered 
how  imjjortant  sixpences  are  to  rural 
labourers,  and  poor  working  men. 
Mr.  Jfujidella 


•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  know  it  well.  In 
Sussex,  where  I  live,  the  labourers  are 
quit'j  as  poor  as  those  in  Scotbind. 

•Mu.  MLTNDELLA  :  In  Sussex,  where 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lives,  the 
childi'eu  do  not  attend  school  after  they 
have  possed  the  Fourth  Stjvndard.  In 
Sussex,  and,  indeed,  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  rural  districts  of  England^ 
the  working  man  has  to  jmy  heavy 
school  fees,  with  the  result  that 
ho  is  obliged  to  withdraw  his  children 
frr>m  scliool  as  early  as  he  can  ;  he  has- 
often  to  put  one  in  the  field  to  pay  the 
fees  for  the  education  of  the  others. 
Now,  a  precocious  child  can  pass  Stan- 
dard V.  at  ten  or  ten-and-a-half.  If  the 
parent  keeps  the  child  at  school  until  he 
is  13,  he  must  pay  fees  for  the  three 
years.  Some  children  cannot  pass  Stan- 
dard V.  until  they  are  13,  and  in  their 
cases  there  will  be  no  fines.  There  is 
no  inducement  to  withdniw  backward 
children  from  school,  the  iiulucenient  ia 
to  withdraw  the  clever  childrcTi.  That 
is  not  in  harmony  with  the  traditions  of 
Scotland,  although  I  am  sorry  the  Scotch 
people  arc  beginning  to  keep  their  chQ- 
dren  at  school  for  too  short  a  time,  aa 
the  hon.  Member  who  preceded  me  said 
this  has  an  important  bearing  on  the 
English  question.  There  are  towns  in 
England  where  no  child  is  allowed  to 
leave  school  until  he  has  passed  the 
Sixth  Standiird.  Under  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  system  the  children  in  such 
towns  will  have  their  fees  piiid  up  to 
the  Sixth  Standard,  because  that  is  the 
compulsciry  standard ;  but  tliere  are 
rural  districts  where  the  third  or  the- 
fourth  is  the  compulsoiy  standard.  ^Vhere 
there  is  the  most  need  of  help,  the  least 
help  will  be  given  in  accordance  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  plan. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  not  anticipate  the 
Government's  plan. 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  not  antici- 
pating the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pLan, 
but  I  am  fixing  him  to  his  principle,  and 
his  principle  is  that  we  must  not  go- 
beyond  the  compulsory  requirements  of 
the  State.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  lays  that  down  in  regard  to- 
Scotland,  there  will  be  a  very  poor 
chance  of  going  beyond  it  in  England. 
It  will  be  a  burning  shame  if,  in  this 
House,  the  will  of  the  Scotch  Members 
does     not     prevail     with      respect     to» 
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tlie  education  of  Scottish  children.  It 
will  be  discreditable  to  us  English  Mem- 
bers, on  whatever  side  of  the  House 
we  sit,  if  we  do  •  not  allow  the  Scotch 
people  to  distribute  this  nmney  in  the 
way  they  wish.  The  right  hon.  Gt-ntle- 
man  opposite  referred  to  his  having  been 
elected  for  Edinburgh.  He  was  so  elected 
when  under  the  a?gi8  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
but  he  was  not  so  successful  when  he 
desei-ted  that  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
standard.  There  has  been  a  great  march 
forwanl  in  this  question  of  education, 
and  every  one  interested  in  education  is 
thankful  for  the  movement.  If  the 
right  lion.  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  were  to  enunciate  to- 
day in  Scotland  the  principles  he  has 
enunciated  in  this  House,  I  am  quite  sure 
that  no  constituency  in  Scotland  would 
elect  him.  I  appeal  to  EiigUsh  County 
Members  not  to  be  tied  down  in  this 
matter  to  the  compulsory  standards,  and 
I  would  remind  English  Members 
generally  that  the  principle  of  this  pro- 
posal will  affect  England  as  well  as  Scot- 
land, and  I  maintain  that  it  is  a  very 
pernicious  one. 
•(5.17.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.)  :  I  will  not  stand  between  the  Gora- 
m.ittee  and  a  Division  many  moments,  but 
I  should  like  to  put  to  the  Government 
one  proposal.  Will  it  lie  denied  that 
public  opinion  throughout  Scotland  i.s 
universally  in  favour  of  freeing  the  high 
standards  rather  than  the  lower  ones?  If 
anything  came  out  of  the  discussion  last 
year,  and  li.ns  come  out  this  year,  it  is 
that  the  educationalist  in  Scotland  would 
rather  free  the  higher  standards  than  the 
lower.  It  is  no  great  burden  to  the 
parent  to  keep  a  child  in  the  early 
standards.  Its  food  and  clothes  cost  less, 
and  there  is  no  temptation  to  send  it 
to  labour,  but  when  a  parent  has  a  clever 
child  of  10  or  11,  the  temptation  to  take 
it  away  from  school  is  very  great.  We 
did  not  want  this  extra  6d.  on  whisky. 
We  opposed  it ;  but  now  that  we  have 
to  pay  the  money,  we  ask  the  Scotch 
Representatives  in  this  House  to  say  to 
what  the  money  is  to  be  applied. 
The  Goveniment  desire  to  tie  us  down 
80  that  the  County  Councils  can  only 
apply  it  to  a  limited  number  of  taxes. 
They  make  a  suggestion — and  I  admit 
it  is  no  more  than  a  suggestion — 
that  parents  should  only  be  relieved  of 


school  fees  up  to  the  Fifth  Standard,  but 
will  anyone  deny  that  this  will  be  a 
hint  to  every  School  Board  not  to  relieve 
pirents  above  the  Fifth  Standard,  and  a 
rebuke  to  those  School  Boards  who 
hitherto  have  been  giving  relief  up  to- 
the  Sixth  Standard  1  In  all  common 
sense  I  ask.  Are  we  Scotch  Members  of 
Parliament  to  be  expected  to  come  here 
and  give  such  votes  as  tlujse  we  have 
recorded  only  to  be  voted  down  by  the 
brute  force  of  numbers  ?  Are  we  to  be 
expected  to  jwiy  these  taxes  without  a 
voice  in  their  distribution  '(  I  hope  the 
Government  will  re-consider  this  matter. 
Nothing  more  disappointed  me  than  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  last 
night.  He  is  going  against  the  strongs 
sentiment  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  and 
against  three  to  one  of  the  Scotch  Repre- 
sentativea  He  is  discouraging  the  poor 
man  from  conferring  a  high-class  educa- 
tion on  his  children.  At  present  the 
nobleman's  son  pays  the  same  price  for 
the  education  of  his  son  at  the  University 
as  the  poor  man.  Is  there  any  degra- 
dittion  in  that  ?  Not  at  all ;  and  it  is. 
because  we  want  to  see  the  jinor  man's- 
son  stand  side  by  side  with  the  children 
of  the  upper  classes  without  there  being- 
degradation  anywhere  that  we  urge  the 
Government  to  re-consider  this  matter. 
It  is  a  pernicious  doctrine  that  the  son  of 
tlie  poor  man  should  have  his  fees  paid 
for  him  by  the  State,  while  the  son  of 
the  rich  man  should  piy  his  own  fees. 
To  tie  us  down  to  the  Fifth  Standard  is 
t<i  put  a  disparity  or  degradation  on 
State-aided  education  which  ought  to  be 
removed. 

(5.24.)  Mk.  C.  S.  PARKER  (Perth)  -. 
I  shall  go  to  a  Division  on  this  Amend- 
ment ;  but  before  we  divide,  I  desire 
to  say  that  the  omission  of  these 
words  will  simply  put  the  clause 
on  the  same  footing  as  last  year's  Act. 
The  Government  are  granting  a  further 
sura  of  money,  and  all  we  ask  is  that  it- 
should  be  voted  on  precisely  the  same 
conditions  as  the  money  last  year.  Right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  obscured 
that  issue.  Tiiey  have  spoken  of  it  as  a 
sacred  principle  that  we  should  not 
go  beyond  the  compulsory  standards. 
Where  did  they  get  that  principle  I 
Last  year  their  declarations  were  all  the 
other  way,  for  they  contested  the  prin- 
ciple   that    the    compulsory    standards. 
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should  be  freed,  holding  that  relief 
should  only  be  giveu  in  the  case  of  the 
first  fire  standards.  The  Lord  Advocate 
addresses  us  in  three  capacities — first,  as 
Minister  for  Education,  in  which  rMe  he 
ia  at  his  weakest;  secondly,  as  a  partisan, 
in  which  character  he  is  undeniably  a 
fiuocess,  making  a  brilliant  attack,  and, 
for  a  Minister  in  charge,  setting  an 
entirely  new  precedent  of  liveliness  in 
an  educational  Del»to  ;  but  he  comes  to 
VLB  in  a  third  capacity,  namely,  as  an 
interpreter  of  law.  We  ask  him  in  that 
capacity  what  is  the  reason  for  this  Bill, 
and  he  tells  us  that  these  words  will 
practically  not  liave  the  effect  of  ex- 
cluding the  higher  standards  after  the 
compulsory  standards  have  first  been 
provided  for.  He  says  that  money  is 
already  contributed  to  the  higher 
standards  under  the  Act  of  last  year, 
and  that  the  Bill  only  contains  a  friendly 
invitation.  Then,  if  that  is  so,  why  not 
take  out  these  words  and  put  the  clause 
exactly  on  the  footing  of  last  year's  Act '/ 
Why  not  vote  the  money  on  precisely 
the  same  conditions,  subject,  of  course, 
to  the  discretion  of  tlie  Education 
Department  ?  We  should  expect  to  hear 
from  the  Lord  Advocate  how  that  dis- 
cretion would  be  used.  I  hold  that  the 
omission  of  these  words  will  make  the 
issue  perfectly  clear. 

(5.28.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) : 
I  have  listened  with  great  attention  to 
the  Debate, and  IdonotthinkI  ever  heard 
in  the  House  of  Commons  a  discussion  so 
absolutely  one-sided — on  which  no 
answer,  or  nothing  deserving  the  name 
of  an  answer,  has  been  given  to  the  case 
presented.  This  is  not  to  be  solely  a 
Scotch  Debate.  We  have  received  clear 
warniog  that  the  principles  laid  down 
here  are  t<.i  be  the  principles  to  govern 
education  in  England.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  laid  down  as  a 
principle,  from  which  there  is  to  be  no 
deviation,  that  in  Scotlaudaud  in  England 
education  is  not  to  be  aesisted  above  the 
compulsory  standards.  The  right  hon. 
Grentleraan  appeals  to  his  Edinlmrsrh 
experience  ;  but  we  are  a  long  way  from 
the  year  1885.  The  right  hon.  Gantle- 
man  has  advanced  since  then — he  has 
advanced  to  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
But  what  was  the  position  taken  by  him 
then?  AVe  all  rememljer  his  fervid 
orations  against  free  educationaltogether. 
His  great  antagonist  >vas  the  right  hon. 
Mr.  C.  S.  Parker 


Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham — whom  we  do  not  see  here 
today — aud  it  was  against  the  "  un- 
authorised jirogramme  '•'  that  these  Edin- 
burgh speeches  were  made.  Well,  un- 
fortunately, we  have  the  antagonist  of 
free  education  here  to-night,  but  not  its 
great  advocate.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  been  forced  by  degrees, 
unwillingly,  in  the  direction  i^f  free 
education.  First,  he  was  against  it 
altogether.  He  thought  it  a  bad  principle 
and  resisted  it  in  1885.  Now,  circum- 
stances liave  changed,  and  he  is  com- 
pelled more  or  less  to  accept  it — less 
rather  than  more  always.  What  attempt 
has  there  been  made  to  answer  the 
powerful  argument  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  who  understands  this  subject 
better  than  any  man  in  this  House  ?  I 
dare  say  that  to  make  this  distinction  as 
to  the  compulsory  standards  is  to  dis- 
courage Tceeping  the  childr^-n  at  school. 
Everybody  knows  that  is  the  shameof  this 
country.  1  have  heard  it  over  and  over 
again  ob.served  that  a  country  like  Switzer- 
land can  keep  children  at  school  two  or 
throe  years  longer  than  we  do  here,  and 
with  very  great  advantage  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Swiss  people.  You  are 
passiug  children  at  an  early  age  through 
the  compulsory  standards,  and  you  are 
discouraging  keeping  them  at  school  till 
a  more  advanced  age.  How  is  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  treating  the 
subject?  It  is  the  minimum  that  can  be 
given,  and  it  is  to  be  given  as  though  it 
were  a  pauper  dole,  and  to  be  treated  as 
the  limit  of  our  contributions,  beyond 
which  the  bounty  of  the  State  shall  not  go. 
1  think  that  is  a  very  narrow  view.  It 
is  a  very  un-Scotch  view  ;  aud  when  we 
are  as  advanced  in  this  country,  and 
the  subject  is  thoroughly  understood,  it 
will  be  a  very  un-English  view  of  the 
question.  Now  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  been  obliged  to  leave 
his  anchorage,  ho  had  bettor  set  sail  and  go 
into  the  port  of  complete  free  education. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
money  at  his  disposal.  What  do  sensible 
people  do  ?  They  try  to  distribute  in 
the  manner  most  agreeable  and  consonant 
to  the  wishes  of  the  people  who  are  to 
receive  it.  Does  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  believe  that  what  he  is  doing 
now  is  most  consonant  to  the  wishes  of 
the  people  of  Scotland  ?  He  knows  that 
it  is  in  no  Party  spirit  that  the  enormous 
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majority  of  Scotch  Members  vote  for 
this.  It  is  uo  mere  Party  cry  at  all. 
He  knows  perfoctly  well  that  if  he  had 
consulted  the  Scotch  Members  or  the 
Scotch  people,  they  -would  have  told  him 
that  lie  lias  not  given  enough.  What 
they  waut  is  a  liberal  treatment  of  the 
whole  question  of  education.  Why, 
then,  these  pedantic  views  with  reference 
to  the  fixed  standards,  and  refusing  to 
give  the  Scotch  people  what  they  wish  ? 
You  will,  of  course,  carrj'  this  by  the 
majority  you  control.  It  will  not  be 
the  majority  of  the  Scotch  people.  I 
consider  it  most  unfair  and  unjust  to 
Scotland  that  you  should  call  in  the  aid 
of  the  English  majority  on  such  a  ques- 
tion. I  do  not  thiak  it  is  a  thing  which 
wilt  redound  to  your  advantage  or  to 
your  popularity  in  Scotland.  However, 
the  Lord  Advocate  must  be  the  judge  of 
that.  He  has  no  doubt  advised  tliat 
this  courst!  will  suit  your  book  best.  I 
do  not  dispute  his  judgment  upon  that 
subject.  We  shall  see.  But  I  rest  the 
matter  upon  this  point.  It  is  contrary 
to  the  expressed  wish  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  Scotland,  and  to  the  reason  of 
the  thing,  and  you  have  attempted  no 
answer  whatever  to  the  arguments  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield, 
or  to  the  overwhelming  arguments  of  the 
Soutc^h  Members.  While  I  admit  the 
rhetoric  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  even  he 
luis  not  attempti'd  to  meet  the  arguments. 
Whiitever  may  be  the  result  of  tliis 
Division,  I  am  quite  certain  that  the 
result  will  be  to  convince  everyone  that 
in  their  decision  the  Government  are 
wrong,  and  that  the  majority  of  Scotch 
Members  are  right  in  their  demands. 

(5.36.)  Mb.E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee): 
I  should  like  to  submit  one  consideration 
which  I  do  not  think  has  yet  been 
brought  forward,  that  is,  the  relations 
which  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
bt-ar  to  the  professional  and  personal 
interests  of  the  schoolmastei-s.  Two  or 
three  months  ago  I  had  the  honour  of 
meeting  a  deputation  representative  of 
the  public  schoolmasters  of  the  East  of 
Scotland.  They  said  that  in  the  present 
transition  state  of  things  the  fee  system 
cannot  last.  They  said  that  the  people 
of  Scotland,  having  tasted  blood  in  the 
matter  of  free  edueatiim,  will  not  1» 
ooiitent  (to  pay  fees  any  more.  They 
added  that  it  would  affect  their  pockets 
very   seriously,  because   the   Local   Au- 


thorities would  give  free  education  with- 
out increasing  the  rates,  and  they  would 
begin  by  lowering  the  salaries  of  the 
schoolmasters.  My  hon.  Friend  men- 
tioned yesterday  that  in  the  ]>arochial 
schools  if  a  promising  lad  desired  higher 
educalion  his  poverty  was  no  bar  to  hi^ 
acquiring  it,  and  he  was  educated,  if 
necessary,  at  the  expense  of  the  school- 
roaster.  Knowing  that,  I  recognise  the 
reasonableness  and  force  of  the  repre- 
sentation made  by  the  schoolmasters  of 
the  East  of  Scotland.  I  think  they  are 
right  in  saying  that  the  people  of 
Scotland  will  not  be  content  to  pay  fee* 
at  all,  seeing  that  five-sixths  of  the' 
school  children  are  already  provided  for 
free.  Scotland  has  not  treated  geueS 
ously  the  men  who  promoted  her  pubb'c  ' 
school  system,  and  who  rendered  her 
such  a  splendid  service.  The  point  taken 
by  the  representatives  of  the  school- 
masters, I  think,  touches  the  kernel  of 
the  question.  At  present  the  Lord 
Advocate  is  in  the  half-way  house.  The 
half-way  house  is  a  very  convenient 
thing,  but  people  do  not  like  to  stay 
there  all  their  lives.  But  that,  appa- 
rently, is  what  is  proposed  with  regard  to 
public  education  in  Scotland.  Now,  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to-night  was  an  example  of  his  very 
worst  style  of  Parliamentary  manner. 
He  made  the  complaint  tliat  all  the 
money  has  been  given  to  one  class,  the 
working  or  poorer  cla.ss ;  and  when  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Aberdeen  reb'eved  his  ignorance  by  re- 
minding him  that  the  public  education 
system  of  Scotland  was  never  confined  to 
the  jKX>rest  class,  instead  of  meeting 
that  objection,  he  merely  founded  upon 
it  ft  now  objection,  and  said  it  deepened 
the  difficulty.  That  is  a  rhetorical 
artifice,  a  trick  of  debate,  and  we  do  not 
want  these  fireworks  in  a  serious  Debate. 
How  does  this  money  come  ?  Simply 
because  ProviJeuce  in  its  wisdom  and 
kindness  has  bestowed  upon  us  what  we 
scarcely  expected,  a  blundering  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  comes  with 
a  sum  of  money,  the  result  of  his  mis- 
calculated schemes.  He  begins  by  setting 
aside  a  portion  of  this  money  for  the  use 
of  the  Scutch  people  ;  and  when  it  comes 
to  a  question  of  what  they  are  to  do  with 
that  money,  he  denies  to  the  Representa- 
tives of  Scotland  the  right  to  say  what 
use  they  shall  make  of  it.     It  seems  to 
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me  that  the  refusal  of  the  Government 
to  entertain  this  Amendment  is  in  direct 
contradiction  to  the  ear-marking  of  this 
money  for  national  purposes  which 
stands  on  the  face  of  tiieir  Bill.  The 
ChanceHor  of  the  Exchequer  has  spoken 
of  the  duty  of  parents  to  provide  educa- 
tion for  their  children,  and  the  Debate 
has  proceeded  very  much  on  that  basis. 
So  far  as  the  educational  opinion  of  Scot- 
land is  concerned,  that  is  an  entirely 
false  basis.  We  look  upon  it  not  as  a 
parents',  but  a  citizens',  question.  We 
consider  it  is  the  duty  of  citizens  to 
provide  the  best  education  possible  for 
the  cliildren  of  the  community.  We  do 
not  narrowly  inquire  into  the  parents' 
duty  in  the  matter.  We  say  tbat  Hie 
remnant  of  the  fee  system  which  is  still 
remaininguuder  the  lawisdeleteriousand 
harmful.  I  do  nut  think  the  explanation 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  makes  the  case  any 
better.  The  words  introduced  are  most 
awkward  and  embarrassing  ;  and  if  they 
stand,  we  shall,  uo  doubt,  two  or  three 
years'  hence,  have  to  take  the  opinion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wlien  he 
occupies  another  and  more  dignified 
position,  from  which  he  will  be 
entitled  to  speak  with  authority  »s 
to  the  meaning  of  these  words.  At 
present  he  is  no  more  an  authority 
on  the  meaning  of  these  words  than 
any  other  Member  of  this  House, 
lay  or  legal.  The  words  do  limit  this 
gift  to  the  compulsory  standanla,  and  it 
ia  against  that  limitation  tliat  the  wliuk- 
body  of  Scotch  Meml»rs  have  entered 
their  strong  and  unanimous  protest. 

(5.45.)  Mr.  M.  J.  STEWART 
(Kirkcudbright)  :  After  what  wo 
have  heard  with  regard  to  the  uni- 
versal view  of  Scotland,  I  may,  per- 
haps, bo  permitted  to  say  that  free 
education  in  Scotland  has  not  at  all 
proved  so  ^tisfactory  bb  was  expected. 
It  is  not  only  my  experience  as  the 
chairman  of  a  large  school,  but  the  ex- 
perience of  other  chairmen  of  School 
Boards  in  the  two  southern  counties  of 
Scotland,  that  there  is  difficulty  in 
getting  the  children  to  go  to  school.  1 
think  the  Government  are  perfectly 
right  in  taking  up  their  present  attitude. 
You  cannot  dissociate  the  parents'  duty 
from  their  children  ;  and  I  object  to  the 
parents  being  put  aside.  I  maintain  that 
Scotland  is  thoroughly  satisfied  with  the 
•£40,000,  and  we  ought  not  to  rush  into 
M):  E.  lioberlaon 
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the  matter  of  free  education  in  the  belief 
that  that  opinion  is  such  as  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  represented.  It  is  not. 
There!  is  a  strong  body  of  ojiiiiiou  as 
favourable  to  the  Government  on  this 
question  as  hon.  Members  opposite  can 
possibly  cliim  for  themselves. 

(5.-16.)  Mu.  HUNTER:  I  think 
it  is  most  desirable  chat  the  House 
should  understand  what  the  Government 
really  mean  by  this  clause.  By  the 
Returns  we  have  674  schools,  in  all  of 
which  fees  are  abolisheil  not  only  in  the 
compulsory,  but  all  the  stancLirds.  I 
wish  to  know  whether  any  portion  of 
the  money  will  go  to  these  schools  ? 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  think 
that  very  fairly  raises  the  question.  Ifc 
will. 

Mr.  hunter  :  If  this  money  is  given 
to  the  Board  Schools  it  must  necessarily 
he  given  ia  addition  to  the  school  fees, 
and,  therefoi-e,  is  not  in  aid  of  the  rate. 
If  you  limit  the  application,  I  do  not  see 
how  you  can,  consistently  with  law,  give 
money  to  that  class  of  schools.  If  yon 
do,  then  the  argument  of  principle 
falls  to  the  ground.  Yon  are  going  to 
aid  a  large  number  of  schools  in  Scot- 
laud.  There  are  2,267  schools  in  which 
the  compulsory  standards  are  free. 
According  to  the  latest  figures  which  the 
Lord  Advocate  gave,  there  are  only  98 
schools  in  the  whole  of  Scotland  which 
fall  short  of  entire  freedom  in  the 
higher  standards.  What  I  want  to  know 
is,  how  this  £40,000  is  to  apply  to  the  98 
schools'!  It  is  obvious  that  these  words 
ore  a  mere  blind,  because,  in  point  of 
fact,  you  are  not  gomg  to  confine  this 
money  to  the  compulsory  standards ;  you 
are  going  to  give  it  to  schools  generally 
for  all  purposes.  It  is  necessary  that 
we  should  clearly  understand  the  mean- 
ing of  the  clause. 

(5.51.)  Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
There  seems  to  be  a  great  deal  of  feeling 
alwut  what  I  said  last  night ;  but  hon. 
Members  do  not  realise  the  method  of 
the  distribution  of  the  money  under  last 
year's  Act.  Wo  prescribed  certain 
conditions,  and  stated  that  free  places 
were  to  be  provided  in  certain  standards. 
We  said,  "  If  you  like  to  take  the  respon- 
sibility of  paying  the  fees,  we  shall  give 
you  a  grant."'  In  many  cases  where 
they  accepted  the  condition,  they  inter- 
preted it  imprudently,  and  they  were 
not  able  to  meet  out  of  our  grants  the 
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deficit  which  they  created.  The  conae- 
qnence  was,  that  they  had  to  impose 
rates.  We  have  never  taken  any 
responsibility  for  that ;  and  so  far  us 
the  higher  standards  were  concerned,  we 
said  it  was  entirely  a  matter  of  domestic 
eoonomy.  We  simply  gave  the  money 
according  to  the  average  attendance  at 
the  school,  and  in  some  oases  the  Local 
Authority  made  a  s^tod  bargain  and  in 
others  a  bad  bargain.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  I  might  state  my  opinion  of  the 
law;  but  the  Courts  would  determine 
otherwise,  and  I  could  not  enforce  my 
opinion.  1  am  willing  to  back  my 
opinion  ;  and  I  will  undertake,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  that  the  Minute 
under  which  the  money  is  to  be  allocated 
sliall  be  on  the  same  footing  aa  that  of 
last  year. 

(5.55.)  Mr.  OUNINGHAME 
GRAHAM  (Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  would 
point  out,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  M.  Stewart),  that  if  there  bo 
any  reason  for  the  difficulty  in  ob- 
taining the  attendance  of  children 
in  the  counties  of  which  he  speak.s, 
it    arises    from     the    fact     that    com- 

EBtition  for  existence  is  becoming 
eeuer  and  keener,  and  that  poor  parents 
rely  ou  the  small  sums,  the  odd  six- 
pences, earned  by  their  childi-en.  It  is 
unfair,  therefore,  to  lay  the  entire  blame 
upon  the  parents,  when  we  know  that 
it  is  the  state  of  society  which  compels 
them  to  send  their  children  to  work. 

(5.56.)  Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh, W.)  :  After  the  speech  we 
have  heard  from  the  Lord  Advocate, 
it  is  hardly  worth  while  for  the 
Government  to  continue  to  adhere 
to  the  conclusion  at  which  they  have 
arrived.  We  are  still  absolutely  at  a  loss 
to  understand  why  thehe  words  have 
l^n  inserted  in  the  Bill  this  year.  Of 
the  £190,000  given  for  the  payment  of 
school  fees,  £150,000  we  thought  was 
fivailnlile  for  payment  of  fees  in  the 
old  Btnndarda,  and  £40,000  only  is 
for  paj'ment  of  fees  in  Standard 
V.  Apparently,  that  is  not  the  case  ; 
and  according  to  the  statement  of  the 
Lord  Advocate,  it  is  to  be  made  available 
in  whatever  standard  the  fees  are  re- 
mitted. Is  it  worth  while  to  stand  out 
for  the  insertion  of  these  words,  which 
will  only  prove  a  great  difliculty  to 
School  Boards,  and  to  all  Educational 
Authorities  in  Scotland  ?    We  have  heard 


that  the  Minute  which  is  to  be  issued  by 
the  Scotch  Education  Department  ia  to 
be  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the 
Minute  of  last  year.  The  money  was  given 
for  the  remission  of  fees  in  all  the 
standards  according  to  the  discretion  of 
the  School  Boards,  yet  you  assume  that 
the  money  this  year  shall  only  lie  avail- 
able for  the  abolition  of  fees  in  the 
compulsory  standards.  It  is  a  most 
pernicious  system  to  introduce,  and  will, 
if  carried  out,  do  a  great  deal  of  damage 
to  the  cause  of  free  elementary  educa- 
tion in  Scotland. 

•(6.0.)  Jfn.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Edinburgh  has  just  asked  what  possible 
reason  the  Government  can  have  for 
retaining  these  words  after  the  avowal 
of  the  Lord  Advocate.  I  think  the 
reason  must  bo  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  looking  forward  to, 
and  preparing  to  deal  with,  the  case 
of  England.  Since  last  year  the  Govern- 
ment have  made  up  their  minds  to 
introduce  free  education  into  England, 
and,  therefore,  they  are  anxious  not  to 
lay  down  a  precedent  which  shall  be 
appealed  to  in  the  case  of  England  next 
year.  The  Lord  Advocate  has  said  that 
the  Minute  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  will  be  the  same  as  that  of 
last  year.  If  that  is  so,  what  reason 
can  there  be,  so  far  as  Scotland  alone  is 
concerned,  for  putting  a  clause  into  the 
Bill  now  which  was  not  in  the  Bill  last 
year  ?  We  protest  against  determining 
purely  Scottish  questions  by  reference 
to  English  questions  which  have  not  yet 
arisen. 

(6.3.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, ifec.)  :  I  think  it  is  very  much 
to  be  regretted  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  should  have  left 
jnst  at  the  very  moment  when  we 
oi-e  appealing  to  him,  with  a  view  to 
avoiding  a  Division.  The  Lord  Advocate 
has  just  told  us,  in  so  many  words, 
that,  in  defiance  of  these  very  words 
which  are  pressed  into  the  Bill,  the 
Minute  to  be  issued  will  be  the  same 
as  that  of  last  year.  The  simple  solution 
of  the  matter  would  be  for  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  vote  for  the  Amendment.  I 
am  sure  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
does  not  know  what  has  Iwppencd,  or  he 
would  have  been  here.  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate has  made  an  aggres.sive  and  offensive 
speech,  which  will  certainly  do  harm  to 
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the  Party  of  the  First  Lord,  who,  having 
thrown  up  the  sponge,  desires  the  Session 
to  be  brought  to  a  speedy  close.  I  think 
it  most  imprudent  and  unfortunate  that 
the  First  Lord  should  have  withdrawn 
without  taking  the  matter  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  imprudent  Lord  Advocate. 
My  hon.  Friend  suggests  that  we  should 
move  to  report  Progress.  It  may  be 
possible  that  the  First  Lord  has  with- 
drawn to  consider  this  matter  in  coolness, 
and  that  he  will  shortly  re-appear,  "fhe 
Lord  Advocate,  having  delivered  an 
aggressive  and  imprudent  speech  on  the 
previous  Amendment,  declines  to  give 
any  answer  whatever  to  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Perth. 
I  beg  to  move,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  you 
report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  Tliat  tlie 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again," — {Sii-  G.  Campbell,) 
— put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  pro|>08ed, 
"  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

•(6.5.)  Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds, 
S.)  :  I  make  one  appeal  before  we  go  to  a 
Division.  I  think,  now  that  tho  dis- 
cussion  has  taken  place,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  must  feel 
that  he  is  tying  his  hands  with  regard  to 
England,  and  making  a  jirecedent  which 
is  perfectly  inapplicable  to  the  educa- 
tion of  Bnglind  a-s  well  as  to  Scotland, 
and  that  will  injure  tho  consideration 
of  the  question  when  he  comes  to 
deal  with  free  education  in  England. 
By  the  Act  of  1S72,  Scotcli  education 
ia  a  complete  exception  to  that  of 
England.  It  was  not,  according  to 
the  Preamble  of  the  Act,  for  the 
workmen  or  the  jwor  of  Scotland,  but 
for  the  people  of  Scotland.  In  other 
words,  it  meant  that  the  higher  subjects 
were  to  be  a  part  of  tlie  education  given 
in  the  parish  school,  according  to  old 
usage.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might,  as  he  has  done  with  regard  to 
Wales  and  Ireland,  in  which  the  money 
is  given  to  intermediary  education, 
have  left  the  question  open  in  Scotland  ; 
but  what  has  he  done  ?  He  has  set  the 
precedent  that  the  money  shall  only  be 
applied  to  the  compulsory  standards  in 
Scotland.  How  will  that  work  in  the 
case  of  England  1  It  will  hamper  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  most 
Sir  G.  Campbell 


thoroughly.  Take  the  town  of  Bradford, 
for  instance,  where  the  compulsory 
sfaindard  was  until  recently  only  Standard 
II.  Is  he  going  to  make  the  minimum 
down  to  such  a  miserable  standard  as  two, 
or  is  he  going  to  make  it  up  to  Standard 
v.,  as  in  Scotland  1  If  he  does  either  one 
or  the  other  he  puts  himself  into  most 
serious  difficulties  in  tho  agricultural 
districts,  where  the  higher  standards  will 
be  resisted,  and  in  the  towns,  where  the 
lower  standards  will  be  resisted.  He  will 
find  it  perfectly  impossible  to  apply  this 
principle  introduced  into  a  Scotch  Bill  to 
England.  Tlie  whole  of  the  Scotch 
Memters  on  this  side  are  against  it,  and 
his  own  supporters  are  only  lukewarm.  I 
have  some  experience  in  educational  sub- 
jects, and  I  can  assure  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  he  is  making  infinite 
difficulty  for  himself  when  he  comes  to 
consider  the  English  question.  He  will 
do  a  most  gracious  act  by  allowing  the 
people  of  Scotland  to  educate  their  chil- 
dren in  the  way  they  wish.  By  insisting 
on  this  provision  he  is  offending  them 
and  creating  a  difficulty  for  himself, 
which  ho  will  not  get  over  when  he 
comes  to  deal  with  the  question  in 
England, 

(6.10.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  The 
justification  of  my  hon.  Friend  tlio 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  in  moving  to 
rejKut  Progress,  was  that  we  desire  to 
appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  really  are  the  financial  masters  of 
this  question,  as  to  the  statement  of 
the  Lord  Advocate  made  in  their  absence. 
That  statement  must  have  struck  every- 
one as  having  a  most  serious  bearing 
upon  this  Amendment.  Hitherto,  the 
discu.ssion  has  been  on  the  principle  of 
the  question.  When  the  Lord  Advocate 
says  that  principle  will  not  be  enforced 
at  all,  what  becomes  of  these  words? 
Why  are  they  put  in  ?  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate says  he  leaves  the  practice  with 
regard  to  the  compulsory  and  non-com- 
pulsory standards  exactly  as  it  was  last 
year.  The  Minute  is  to  be  the  same. 
Then,  why  in  the  name  of  common  sense 
is  the  legislation  not  to  be  the  same  ?  1 
do  not  wish  to  be  offensive,  and  I  will 
not  use  the  word  obstinacy,  but  why 
this  persistence  ? 

•The  FIRST  LORD  of  tiik  TRK.A.- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  right  hon.   GlmiIIc- 
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man  has  appealed  to  me  and  idj  Col- 
league the  Clmncellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
as  if  these  words  were  introdncedoti  the 
Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  They  are  the 
words  of  the  Government.  Tliey  express 
the  view  of  the  Government  that,  as  far 
as  Imperial  funds  are  concerned,  it  is  not 
desirable  that  Parliament  should  pledge 
itself  to  free  those  standards  beyond  the 
present  compulsory  standnnls.  The 
Lord  Advocate  has  explnined  clearly 
enough  that  the  Minute  of  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  provides  that  the 
funds  should  he  applied  to  freeing  the 
compulsory  standards,  and  he  has  under- 
taken that  the  words  of  the  Minute  for 
the  application  of  the  further  sum  to  l)e 
granted  under  the  Bill  shall  be  substan- 
tially the  same  as  the  words  of  the 
previous  Minute.  No  restriction  will  be 
placed  upon  School  Boards  in  the  appli- 
cation of  the  fees.  I  trust  there  will  not 
be  a  prolonged  Debate,  and  that  the 
House  will  understand  that  we  are  not 
pressing  the  matter  in  a  spirit  of  obsti- 
nacy, but  because  we  regard  the  prin- 
ciple as  one  of  some  importance  in  the 
application  of  Imperial  funds. 

•(6.14.)  Mn.  CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN  (Stirling,  itc.) :  I  am  very  sorry 
to  find  that  the  amiable  reply  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made — amiable 
because  to  be  brought  back  to  the 
House  on  a  Motion  to  report  Progress 
is  scarcely  a  proceeding  to  pass  without 
leaving  some  trace  of  resentment  on 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— is  unsatisfactory.  We  must  go  over 
the  facts  again.  Tlie  words  confining 
the  benefit  of  the  money  to  the  compul- 
sory standards  mean  that  the  money  is 
not  to  be  expended  for  the  relief  of  fees 
in  the  voluntary  standards.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Ti-easury  laid  down  the 
principle  tiiat  if  fees  are  aboli.shed  in  the 
voluntary  standards,  it  must  not  be  done 
with  Imperial  funds,  but  out  of  the  rates. 
But  under  the  Bill  of  last  year  fees  have 
been  abolished  altogether  in  700  or  800 
schools  in  Scotland.  Where,  then,  is  the 
principle  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
I  can  only  see  two  possible  motives  for 
the  Government's  tenacity  to  the  words. 
Either  the  words  jtossess  some  secret 
virtue,  as  affecting  the  proposals  which 
may  be  made  nest  year  with  regard  to 
England  ;  or  else  the  Government,  in 
their  desire  to  snub  the  Scoteh  Members, 


have  actoally  put  in  words  which  they 
admit  to  be  unnecessary,  in  order  to  em- 
phasise the  fact  that  they  do  not  intend 
to  go  l:)eyond  the  compulsory  standards. 
Really,  I  do  not  believe  that  can  be  the 
motive,  but  it  is  difficult  upon  an}-  other 
interpretation  than  this  to  explain  the 
introduction  of  the  words  now  that  the 
hollowness  of  the  whole  position  has 
been  exposed.  But  even  now,  after — or 
rather  in  consequence  of — this  long 
Debate,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may 
see  his  way  to  yield. 

(6.20.)  Dr.  CLARK(Caithne8s):  I  wish 
to  put  this  clearly  before  the  Chancellor 
i)f  the  Exchequer.  In  the  northern  coun- 
ties of  Scotland  wo  have  got  absolutely 
free  education  in  every  standard,  com- 
pulsory and  non-compulsory.  More  than 
that  ;  we  have  reduced  the  rates.  What 
I  want  to  know  from  the  Lord  Advocate 
is  whether  we  will  be  in  a  position  in  the 
northtrn  counties  to  apply  this  money 
to  all  the  standards?  In  some  cases  we 
have  increased  the  salaries  of  the  school- 
masters, and  taken  Gd.  in  the  .£1  oS  the 
Dites.  With  this  money  and  the  grants 
earned,  the  probability  is  we  shall  be 
able  to  reduce  the  education  rato  by 
one- half.  Notwithstanding  the  words 
inserted  here,  1  am  glad  to  learn  that  we 
are  going  to  get  the  money  ;  still,  if  they 
insist  npon  these  words,  they  will  not 
command  the  confidence  of  the  Scotoh 
people  nor  of  business  men,  bs  practical 
statesmen. 

(6.22.)  Sib  G.  TREVELY AN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  I  wish  to  put  a  case  which 
is  absolutely  unanawerable  according  to 
the  principle  laid  down  by  the  Lord 
Advocate.  It  is  true  that  the  fees  of  all 
standards  have  been  abolished  in  a  lai-ge 
number  of  schools.  But  there  is  a  much 
more  serious  state  of  things.  There  are 
2,300  schools  in  Scotland  in  which  the 
money  paid  from  Imperial  funds 
hitherto  had  been  just  enough  to  abolish 
fees  in  the  compulsory  standards^.  If 
any  use  is  to  be  made  of  the  £40.000 
now  to  be  given,  it  must  be  for  the 
abolition  of  fees  in  the  non-compulsory 
standards.  It  is  clear  to  me  that  under 
the  present  Bill  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  is  legally  prohibitt^d  from 
giving  any  of  the  money  for  the  pur^iose 
of  abolishing  fees  in  the  non-compulsory 
standards.  What  is  the  cnse  in  the 
great  City  of  Glasgfow,  which  represents 
a   very    large   part    of     Scotoh    urban 
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life  1  In  that  city  all  the  Schools  except 
10  have  abolished  fees  in  the  compalsory 
standards.  Out  of  this  £40.000  Glas- 
gow gets  £7,000.  What  is  she  to  do 
with  the  £7,000?  I  maintain  that  if 
these  words  have  any  nieauing  what- 
soever Glasgow  will  he  unable  to 
apply  that  money  to  freeing  the  Sixth 
Standard  iu  anj'  of  her  elementary 
achools.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a 
clear  answer  from  the  Lord  Advocate. 
It  is  absolutely  certain  that  in  a  school 
whore  the  compulsory  standards  are 
already  free,  these  Imperial  funds  may 
be  used  to  free  the  non-compulsory 
standards, 

(6.29.)  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
The  answer  is  quite  simple.  I  showed  last 
night  that  the  amount  wo  are  going  to 
give  to  the  managers  of  schools  in 
Scotland  amounted  to  £250,000  last 
year  and  £40,000  tliis  year — in  the 
aggregate  £290,000,  while  the  total 
amount  of  fees  paid  in  the  compulsory 
standards  might  be  estimated  at 
£283,000.  The  result  is,  tliat  the 
money  to  be  given  a  little  more  than 
meets  the  necessities  for  freeing  the 
compulsory  standards.  The  right  hou. 
Gtentloman  would  be  perfectly  right  in 
aaying  that  there  are  cases  in  which  the 
ratepayers  would  have  a  g(X)d  bargain, 
but  not  in  saying  that  the  bargain  is 
good  for  the  non-compulsory  standards. 
It  is  a  good  bargain  for  the  ratepayers. 
The  result  in  cases  where  there  is  an  ex- 
cessive sum  will  be  that  the  excess  will 
go  to  reduce  the  amount  of  the  rates.  If 
the  ratepayers  like  to  extend  the  free- 
-dom,  that  is  tlieir  afEair,  and  we  take  no 
resjwnsibility  in  the  matter. 

(6.31.)  Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I 
understand  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's answer  that  the  words  have 
only  a  general  signification  as  re- 
gards the  whole  of  Scotland,  but 
are  not  in  any  way  legally  bind- 
ing on  the  Department  or  on  the 
use  to  which  the  money  is  put.  In  that 
case  the  words  are  absolutely  and  per- 
fectly useless,  because  they  only  repeat 
what  is  laid  down  by  the  fact  that  only 
enough  money  is  given  to  free  the  com- 
pulsory standards  over  the  whole  of  Scot- 
land. I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  in  the  case  of  the 
Glasgow  .School  Board,  for  instance,  the 
money  will  be  paid  over,  though  it  can 
only  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  freeing 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan 


the  non -compulsory  standards.     Is  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  ? 

Mr.  J.  p.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  be  under  a 
misapprehension  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
we  deal  with  the  fund.  We  do  not  pay 
the  money  over  to  a  particular  class  or 
standard.  We  simply  say,  ''  Free  the 
five  standards  ;  hero  is  the  money."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  omits  to  notice 
that  in  all  the  cases  he  paid  there  are 
rates, 

(6.34.)  Mb.  W.  P.  SINCLAIR  (Fal- 
kirk, ikc.)  :  I  do  not  approve  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  to  include  these 
words  and  intend  to  vote  against  it  ;  but 
I  can  quite  see  that,  from  their  point  of 
view,  they  arc  reasonable  in  wishing  that 
the  funds  provided  should  be  limited  to 
the  compulsory  standards. 

(6.35.)  SibW.  HARCODRT:  I  wish 
to  put  one  question  in  the  case  of  a 
school  where  at  present  the  grants  just 
free  the  compulsory  standards :  Will  or 
will  not  any  more  money  be  given  under 
this  Bill }  If  such  a  school  is  to  get 
anything  under  the  Bill,  what  is  it  to 
do  with  it?  Is  it,  or  is  it  not,  to  be 
allowed  to  apply  the  money  it  will  get 
under  the  Bill  to  the  standards  above 
those  which  are  compulsory  ? 

(6.36.)  Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON : 
I  am  sorry  to  intrude  on  the  Committee 
again,  because  I  have  already  answered 
that  question  over  and  over  again.  I  will 
answer  it  again  out  of  respect  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  In  the  case  he 
puts,  where  the  fees  have  been  abolished 
and  there  is  no  deficit,  the  School 
Board  will  still  receive  the  grant. 
The  money  will  go  to  those  who  manage 
the  school  for  the  ratepayers,  and, 
accordingly,  the  ratepayers  will  take  the 
benefit. 

(6.37.)  Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD 
(Ijanark,  N.E.) :  There  is  a  flaw  in 
the  Lord  Advocate's  explanation.  He 
says  if  a  school  receives  more  money 
than  is  required  for  freeing  the  compul- 
sory standards  it  will  go  to  the  relief  of 
the  rates,  and  then  he  says  if  the  rate- 
jiayers  choose  to  be  generous  they  are 
at  liberty,  if  they  please,  to  free  the 
non-compulsory  standards.  I  would 
point  out  that  under  the  law  (^f  the 
lan<l  the  managers  are  not  entitled  lo 
have  free  schools  at  all  except  so  far  aa 
that  has  been  restricted  by  the  grants 
made  last  year,  and  consequently  if  the 
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managers  are  in  future  to  bo  able  to  free 
the  non-compulsory  standards  the  word 
•"  compulsory  "  is  not  in  accord  with 
the  facts  of  tha  case. 

(6.38.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  The 
situation  becomes  more  and  more  un- 
iutelligible.  The  Lord  Advocate  says, 
"  We  propose  to  give  money  to  the 
School  Boards  for  a  certain  purpose,  but 
if  the  School  Boards  choose  to  set  the 
law  at  defiance  and  apply  it  to  other  pur- 
poses we  will  not  ask  any  questions." 
That  simply  means  that  the  Govern- 
ment give  up  the  substance  as  far  as 
Scotland  is  concerned,  but  they  do  not 
want  the  English  to  understand  that 
they  have  done  so,  and,  therefore,  they 
put  in  words  that  mdan  nothing  at  all. 
I  wish  to  ap<ilogise  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  I  am  quite  sure  his 
absence  was  accidental,  and  I  only  moved 
the  adjournment  in  order  that  he  might 
know  wliat  was  being  done  by  the  Lord 

(6.40.)  Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Brad- 
ford, W)  ;  Last  year  I  impressed  on  the 
Scotch  Members  the  importance  of  their 
:8taiidin<^  firm  and  doing  all  they  could 
to  complete  the  system  of  free  education 
in  Scotland,  and  I  gave  as  my  reason 
that  ere  long  we  should  be  called  on  in 
England  to  deal  with  the  question, 
and  the  better  and  simpler  the  Scotch 
measure  was  the  more  likely  it  would  be 
that  the  English  measure  would  be 
framed  on  reasonable  lines.  The 
English  Members,  for  the  same  reason, 
have  a  great  interest  in  the  way  in 
which  this  measure  is  drawn.  There  is, 
no  doubt,  an  underlying  motive  for  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  this 
matttr.  The  fact  is  that  the  Govern- 
ment is  tied  by  the  leg  to  the  least  pro- 
gressive Party  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Hoxise  in  educational  matters,  namely, 
the  clerical  section  of  the  Church  of 
England.  All  Scotland  ought  to  know 
it.  The  Scotch  edncation  system  is 
being  injured  at  this  final  stage,  in  order 
that  some  jialtry  and  some  nominal 
satisfaction  may  be  given  to  the 
Church  of  England  Party.  I 
believe  the  words  we  are  now 
seeking  to  expunge  will  have  no  practical 
legislative  effect  whatever,  and,  indeed, 
the  Lord  Advocate  has  given  us  to 
understand  that  Scotland  will  get  what 
she  wants  by  g  side-wind.  I  think  it  is 
s  melancholy  tiling  that   England  cannot 

VOL.  CCCXLVII.     [rniRD  skuies.] 


fight  her  own  battles,  and  that,  in  order 
to  secure  some  advantage  for  an  English 
Party,  an  educational  system  in  which 
Scotland  alone  is  interested  should  be 
interfered  with. 

(6.43.)  Me.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  East) : 
I  hardly  think  even  now  that  the  Go- 
vomment  and  hon.  Gentlemen  behind 
them  realise  the  position  in  which  we  are 
placed.  The  history  of  this  Bill  has 
been  a  long  and  melancholy  series  of 
blunders  and  surprises,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  have  ever,  even 
on  this  Bill,  placed  themselves  in  such  a 
position  of  paradoxical  and  gratuitous 
folly  as  on  the  present  occasion.  The 
question  about  to  be  put  is  whether  the 
money  to  be  given  by  Parliament  is  to 
be  applied  in  relief  of  the  compulsory 
standards.  The  Lord  Advocate  knows 
that  there  are  many  schools  in  Scotland 
in  which  the  whole  of  the  compulsory 
standards  are  free,  and  yet  the  managers 
of  those  schools  will  receive  part  of  the 
fund  which,  according  to  the  Bill,  is  to 
be  npphed  to  the  freeing  of  the  com- 
pulsory standards.  What  is  to  be  done 
with  the  money  in  such  cases  7  The 
Lord  Advocate  says  it  is  to  be  applied 
either  in  reducing  the  rates  or  in  freeing 
the  higher  standards.  [The  Lobd  Ad- 
vocate dissented.]  In  whichever  of 
these  ways  it  is  applied,  if  these  words 
stand  {Mirt  of  the  clause  it  will  be  used 
in  violation  of  the  Act.  The  Govern- 
ment actually  invite  us  to  vote  for  the 
retention  of  certain  words  in  the  clause, 
with  the  express  and  declared  intention 
that  those  words  are  to  be  rendered  of 
no  effect  in  the  practical  carrying  out  of 
the  Act.  I  invite  them  once  more,  in  the 
interest  of  common  sense,  to  recede  from 
a  position  which  is  so  grotesquely  un- 
tenable and  absurd. 

(6.45.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Aves  197  ;  Noes  158.— (Div.  List,  No. 
208.) 

(6.58.)  Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  rise 
to  move  on  Amendmrtit  which,  though 
not  directly  suggested  by  the  Debate  that 
has  just  taken  place,  is  immensely 
affected  by  the  considerations  that  have 
come  to  the  surface  in  that  Debate.  The 
Amendment,  or  rather  the  series  of 
Amendments,  that  I  propose  to  move, 
strike  at  the  remaining  jwrtion  of  this 
clause.  The  Committee  will  see  that 
the  last  three  or  four  lines  of  the  sub- 
2  X 
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section  are  rt^Hy  the  operative  portion. 
It  is  provided  tliat  the  sum  which  is  to 
be  appropriated  for  the  paTinent  of  fees 
in  the  compulsory  standards  of  the 
Scotch  Code  shall  be  distributed  iu  such 
B  manner  and  in  accordance  with  such 
conditions  as  may  ho  sot  forth  in  the 
Minute  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment, to  be  forthwith  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. These  words  are  important 
enough  iu  themselves,  but  they  become 
immensely  more  important  in  conse- 
quence of  the  statements  which  have 
come  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  in 
particular  from  the  Lord  Advocate.  To 
show  the  full  significance  of  these 
words  I  will  revert  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  explanation  of  the  last 
words  in  question.  Those  words  were 
objected  to  by  us  as  being  ambiguous  and 
open  to  an  interpretation  against  which 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  strenuously 
protested.  We  were  assurerl  bj'  the 
Lord  Advocate  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
words  were  not  open  to  the  interpreta- 
tion. Again,  it  was  objected  that  in 
this  question  the  Lord  Advocate  did  not 
speak  with  judicial  authority,  or  any 
more  authority  than  that  possessed  by 
ordinary  Members  of  the  House,  hut  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  I  can  do  no  more  than  any  that  this  is  my 
opinion,  for,  hpeHking  as  a  Jlember  of  the  Cio- 
vamment,  I  promise  that  the  meaning  which  I 
now  put  upon  thpae  words  ahall  bo  carried  out 
in  the  Minute  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment referred  to  in  the  last  portion  of  this 
Clause." 

The  effect  of  all  that  is  this.  Tliis 
Minute  will  define  the  words  al«iit 
which  there  has  been  so  much  con- 
troversy in  the  House ;  therefore  the 
importance  of  the  Minute,  great  as  it 
would  be  on  other  grounds,  is  enor- 
mously greater  now  that  it  is  to  have 
the  legislative  effect  of  carrying  out  the 
meaning  that  the  Lord  Advocate,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  has  placed  ujion 
the  ambiguous  words  with  which  we 
have  been  dealing.  This  is  a  matter  the 
House  ought  not  to  trust  to  the  hands  of 
the  Department  which  draws  the 
Minute.  The  Minute  is  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  How  much  oppor- 
tunity Parliament  will  have  to  discuss 
the  Minute,  after  it  has  been  laid  before 
the  House,  at  this  period  of  the  Session, 
any  Member  may  ascertain  for  himself. 
Evidently  we  shall  liave  no  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  terms  of  the  Minute, 
J/r.  E.  Jioberlson 


and  that  means  that  on  this  mnet  im-i 
portaut  question  the  meaning  and  con- 
struction to  be  placed  on  these  did- 
puted  words  is  to  be  left  entirely  with 
the  Lord  Advocate  and  the  Gentlemen 
constituting  the  Scotch  Education  De» 
partment.  I  most  emphatically  obj6ci 
to  entrust  the  definition  of  845  important 
a  phrase  as  this,  involving  so  many 
questions  as  this  does,  to  a  body  outsid* 
this  Houss,  whose  work  cannot  be  effect 
tively  criticised  in  this  House.  We 
know  that  If  we  let  the  question  slip 
now  it  will  never  come  back  to  us,  and 
all  we  can  rely  on  is  a  promise,  noi 
enforcible,  made  by  the  Lord  Advocate 
across  the  floor  of  this  House,  the  execu- 
tion of  which  will  be  entrusted  to 
others  over  whom  we  have  no  con- 
trol. This  is  nothing  more  or  less  than 
an  im[)ortant  question  of  definition. 
The  Lord  Advocate  has  agreed  that  thft 
words  are  to  bear  a  certain  meaning,  and 
wo  are  entitled  to  have  that  assurance- 
made  good.  On  the  faith  of  that 
assurance  he  won  the  victory  in  the  la«fc 
Division,  and  the  House  collectively  10 
entitled  to  call  on  him  to  make  good 
the  assurance  on  the  faith  of  which  the 
Division  went  in  his  favour.  That  cannot 
bo  done  if  you  leave  the  definition  to  be 
framed  by  a  number  of  gentlemen  who 
do  not,  however  well  they  are  acquainted 
with  the  educational  system,  know  the 
opinion  of  this  House.  The  Amendment 
I  propose  to  move  will  be  to  this  effect. 
I  propose  to  strike  out  the  word* 
"Minute  of  the  Scoti-h  Etlucation  De- 
partment to  be  forthwith  laid  before 
Parliament,"  and  to  substitute  the  words 
"  the  Schedule  annexed  to  the  Act."  A 
Schedule  will  then  be  drafted  and 
brought  under  the  review  of  this  Com- 
mittee. This  proposed  Minute  will  not 
be  an  ordinary  Minute  ;  it  will  o»rry  out 
this  most  important  pledge  of  the  Lord 
Advocate,  and  this  is  a  subject  the 
House  itself  should  deal  with.  We  have 
had  in  this  Session,  and  in  connection 
with  this  Bill,  too  much  of  legislation  by 
reference.  We  are  referred  from  one 
Act  to  another,  and,  lastly,  we  are  re- 
ferred to  a  Member  of  the  Education 
Department,  and  these  repeated  refer- 
ences are  most  objectinnable.  Let  us 
take  the  legislative  decision  into  our 
own  hands.  I  have  every  confidence  iu 
the  Department  in  reference  to  matters 
of  educational  adniini.stration,  but  I  have 
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no  confidence  in  their  legislative  capacity. 
I  have  no  confidence  in  their  power  or 
desire  to  carry  into  effect  the  wishes 
of  this  House,  more  particularly 
of  Scotch  Members  of  this  House. 
What  is  called  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Department,  the  body  which  will 
have  the  framing  of  this  Minute,  is  really 
an  English  excrescence,  owning  no 
allegiance  to  Scottish  opinion,  and  which 
is  not  in  touch  with  Scotch  Members,  and 
it  is  better,  where  great  legislative  prin- 
ciples are  concerned,  for  the  House  to 
take  the  bosinesa  into  its  own  hands, 
and  state  its  own  wishes  in  it«  own 
words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
14,  to  leave  out  the  word  "such,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  "  the." — (J/ir. 
Edmund  Robertson.) 

Question  propcrsed,  "  Tliat  the  word 
'  such '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

(7.10.)  Mb.  J.  P.  B.  aOBERTSON  : 
The  course  which  we  have  indicated  is 
precisely  that  which  was  followed  in  a 
parallel,  but  more  important  and  more 
novel,  case  last  year.  In  the  Ijocal 
Government  Act,  when  the  proposition 
waa  for  tho  first  time  made  tlrnt  money 
should  be  distributed  for  the  purpose, 
and  before  the  Bill  was  carefully  con- 
sidered in  Committee,  tlie  Grovemment 
were,  in  course  of  discussion,  asked  to 
indicate  the  nature  of  the  rules  which 
would  bo  put  into  the  Minut«.  This  wbs 
done,  and  the  Minute  was  issued,  and 
upon  it  I  have  never  heard  any  adverse 
criticism.  We  have,  B«cordingly,  followed 
that  satisfaotciry  precedents  The  effect 
of  inserting  a  Schedule  will  be  to  carry 
this  matter  out  of  the  region  of  annual 
discussion  when  tho  Code  is  laid  upon 
the  Table,  and  this  is  an  objectionable 
principle  to  those  who  desire  a  discussion 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Department. 
It  is  lane  of  thoso  things  upon  which 
experience  is  desirable,  and  the  oppor- 
tunity shonld  be  left  oj)en for  modificition , 
shonld  such  be  thought  desirable.  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  decide  in  favour  of 
the  Government  proposal. 

(7.11.)  Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow. 
St.  Rollox)  :  It  was  all  very  well  at  first, 
when  the  matter  was  taken  up  for 
the  first  time,  to  relegate  it  to  the 
Education  Department.  It  was  a  novelty 
in  regard  to  the  first  £250,000, 
but  now  we  are  dealing  with  a  supple 


mental  £40,000,  and  there  is  no  reason 
why  we  shonld  not  deal  with  it  in  the 
ordiniir)'  and  legitimate  manner  in  the 
Bill.  We  are  not  now  determining  how 
these  £40,000  are  to  be  applied.  Then, 
with  regard  to  taking  this  matter  out  of 
the  region  of  annual  discussion,  I  may 
say,  speaking  from  recollection,  that  in 
the  Local  Government  Act  there  was  to 
be  a  Mmute  of  the  Education  Department 
first,  and  then  it  was  to  take  its  place 
annually  in  the  Code  hereafter,  and  so  it 
apjjears  this  year ;  but  if  you  look  at  this 
clause,  you  will  find  no  reference  what- 
ever to  the  Code  for  the  future,  and  this 
is  significant.  There  is  a  provision  in 
reference  to  these  £40,000  as  set  forth 
in  the  Minute  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department,  to  be  forthwith  laid  before 
I  Parliament.  There  is  no  reference  to  an 
insertion  in  the  Code,  which,  if  it  is  in- 
tended this  should  be  subject  to  annual 
revision,  there  should  be.  1  cannot  see 
any  reason  why  Parliament  shonld  not  fix 
the  terms  in  the  Bill,  and  I  atipport  the 
Amendment. 

,  (7.13.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I 
do  not  think  there  is  much  force  in  the 
objection  to  the  Amendment,  that  we 
ought  to  follow  the  precedent  in  the  last 
Act,  from  whidi  we  have  nlready  de- 
parted. There  is  force  in  the  argument 
in  favour  of  a  Minute  rather  than  a 
Schedule,  inasmuch  aa  the  first  can  be 
made  the  subject  of  annual  revision, 
while  an  alteration  in  the  Schedule 
would  require  the  introduction  irf  an 
amendijig  Bill.  Further,  I  think,  if  we 
may  judge  from  the  speech  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  on  the  last  Amendment,  the 
Department  is  likely  to  be  more 
liberal  in  the  interpretation  of  the 
clause  than  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
Lord  Advocate  said  that,  although 
the  words  '"compulsory  standards" 
appear,  practically  the  Department  would 
not  pay  much  attention  to  this  [xiint, 
and  the  money  might  be  applied  to  com- 
pnlsory  and  iion-compnlsorj-  standards. 
I  think  there  is  likely  to  be  a  more 
liberal  interpretation  by  the  Department 
than  if  a  Sdiedule  were  drawn  up  under 
the  construction  of  the  Lord  Advocate 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

(7.14.)  Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh, 
E.)  :  The  Lord  Advocate  is  not  correct  in 
stating  that  the  .circumstances  under 
which  the  present  proposition  is  made 
are  the  same  as  when  the  Act  of  lest 
•2X2 
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concocted  a  Minute  to  express  this  very 
difficult  proposition,  that  a  thing  which 
most  not  be  done  yet  may  be  done. 
The  Lord  Advocate,  no  doubt,  will  make 
his  own  view  clear,  but  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  the  gentlemen  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  conversant  with  educa- 
tional matters,  and  accustomed  to  think 
in  the  ordinary  channels  of  legal  se- 
quence, will  regard  this  propoflition  sub- 
mitted to  them  as  a  problem  which  can 
only  be  solved  by  those  who  concocted 
it.  It  is  only  for  Parliament  itself  to 
effect  the  practical  interpretation  of  the 
resolution  to  which  we  have  come,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  leave  this 
strange  and  paradoxical  proposition  to 
the  minds  of  others.  I  do  not  see  that 
there  is  any  objection  to  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  which  I,  therefore, 
shall  support. 

(7.22.)  Me.  C.  S.  PARKER:  The 
proposal  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  I  think, 
affords  the  opportunity  of  arriving  at 
a  compromise  that  will  be  satisfactory. 
The  present  distribution  of  the  money 
will  be  upon  a  principle  that  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  criticism,  and  require  the 
sanction,  of  Parliament,  and  flexibility 
will  be  secured  by  leaving  the  method 
open  to  annual  revision. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  It  will  be 
necessary  that  the  first  distribution  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  the  Minute. 

Mb.  C.  S.  PARKER  :  That  affords  the 
grounds  for  compromise.  I  think  if  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  make  it  clear  what 
are  the  terms  of  the  Minute,  and  explain 
how  it  differs,  if  it  does  differ,  from  the 
Minute  on  tho  last  occasion,  there  is 
the  basis  for  a  satisfactory  compromise. 

(7.23.)  Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
Yes ;  I  suppose  there  is  the  basis  of  a 
compromise  which  might  meet  the  views 
of  hon.  Members.  Without  pledging 
myself  to  precise  phraseology,  I  may  say 
that,  mutatis  mutandis,  tho  Minute  will 
be  the  same  as  that  issued  last  year. 

(7.23.)  Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  told  ua 
how  he  proposes  to  carry  into  effect  the 
meaning  placed  upon  the  doubtful  words 
by  himself  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer — a  meaning  which  did  not 
present  itself  to  the  minds  of  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  It  was  on  the  faith 
of  his  promise  that  the  last  Division  was 
decided — his  promise  that  he  would  carry 
out  tho  view  he  placed  upon  the  clause, 


year  was  passed.  The  Act  of  last 
year  provided  that  the  balance  should  be 
applied  towards  relieving  the  payment  of 
school  fees  in  State-aided  schools,  distri- 
buted in  such  manner  and  under  such 
conditions  as  were  set  forth  in  a  Minute 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department,  to 
be  forthwith  issued  and  to  be  annually 
submitted  to  Parliament.  There  is  risk 
in  entrusting  to  the  Department  the 
interpretation  of  the  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment. In  the  first  instance,  there  was 
not  the  difficulty  and  ambiguity  of 
language  that  there  now  is ;  there  was 
sot  the  limitation  there  is  in  the  present 
Bill. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  The  first 
amount  of  money  was  distributed  in 
accordance  with  the  Minute.  I  have  no 
objection  to  insert  words  to  provide  that 
the  distribution  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  terms  from  time  to  time  set  forth 
in  a  Miuute  of  the  Department,  to  be 
laid  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  WALLACE  :  That  gets  over  one 
difficulty  of  the  position,  but  not  the 
more  important  difficulty  which  troubles 
me,  the  difficulty  of  the  authority  to 
which  we  are  to  entrust  the  practical 
interpretation  of  the  mind  of  Parliament 
in  this  matter.  lu  a  case  such  as  in  the 
Bill  of  last  year,  we  might  with 
perfect  safety  entrust  the  interpreta- 
tion of  our  interests  to  the  Education 
Authority,  simply  because  there  was  no 
ambiguity  or  difficulty  connected  with 
them,  but  there  is  the  utmost  difficulty 
on  the  present  occasion,  because  the 
language  of  the  Bill,  looked  at  in  the 
light  of  the  commentaries  of  its  authors, 
amounts  practically  to  this  :  we  are  made 
to  say  to  the  Education  Department, 
"You  must  not  employ  Imperial  Funds 
to  the  freeing  of  non-compulsory  stan- 
dards, but  you  may."  That  practically 
is  the  resolution  we  have  come  to. 
It  would  not  be  orderly  for  me  to  say 
that  is  foolish,  absurd,  and  contradictory, 
but  I  am  at  liberty  to  say  it  is  a  difficult 
proposition  to  set  forth  as  the  practical 
direction  for  other  people,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  Scotch  Education  Department 
will  be  equal  to  the  task,  because  they 
are  not  here,  they  do  not  understand  or 
appeciate  tho  mind  of  the  House,  and 
the  subtle  distinctions  in  our  meaning. 
The  Lord  Advocate,  no  doubt,  is  a 
prominent  Memljer  of  the  Department, 
and  he  has  promised  to  procure  to  be 
Jfr.  Wallace 
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and  I  ask  him  how  he  proposes  to  do 
tbati 

(7.24.)  Mk.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON: 
I  stated  Iho  meaiiiug  we  attributed  to 
the  words,  and  whatever  change  there  is 
from  the  form  of  last  year  is  due  to  the 
exigencies  of  drafting. 

Mr.  BARCLAY  :  Will  the  Minute  be 
laid  before  us  this  Session  1  It  is  im- 
portant that  School  Boards  should  know 
what  money  to  expect. 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  Certainly. 
Just  88  on  the  last  occasion,  as  soon  as 
the  Act  receives  the  Royal  assent,  the 
Minute  will  be  laid  before  Parliament. 

(7.25).  Mb.  HUNTER:  Bat  that 
does  not  enable  us  to  dicuss  it.  It  is  of  no 
use  simply  laying  it  upon  the  Table.  I 
entirely  disagree  with  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate that  last  year  aSorded  a  precedent 
to  be  followed ;  rather  it  is  one  to  be 
avoided.  It  is  utterly  wrong  in  principle 
on  a  matter  of  tliis  kind  to  hand  over  the 
interpretation  which  Parliament  should 
settle  for  itself.  Last  year,  when  the 
Government  introduced  a  similar  pro- 
posal, we  readily  consented  to  their 
proposal,  because  they  did  not  then  know 
how  they  stood  in  regard  to  this 
money,  and  could  not  precisely  say 
what  they  would  recommend  to 
Parliament.  They  issued  a  series  of 
questions  to  School  Boards,  in  order 
to  feel  their  way  to  some  kind  of 
decision.  We,  under  the  circumstances, 
did  not  stand  upon  an  objection  founded 
upon  a  technicality,  and  insist  upon  the 
insertion  of  a  Schedule.  But  the  reasons 
applicable  last  year  are  wholly  inap- 
plicable now,  for  there  is  no  doubt  of  the 
amount  of  money  available,  and  wliich 
the  Minute  will  refer  to.  Then  why  not 
put  in  a  Schedule,  and  give  us  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  it  and  dealing  with 
it  ?  My  fear  is  that  wordj  may  be  in- 
troduced suggesting  to  School  Boards 
that  any  surplus  they  may  get  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  should  not  be  a]>- 
plied  to  free  education  in  the  higher 
standards,  but  in  relief  of  the  rates. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  No  such 
words  will  be  introduced. 

Mr.  HUNTER:  That  is  consolatory, 
and,  so  far,  we  get  on  our  way.  But 
still,  what  is  more  reasonable  than  to 
insert  the  words  in  a  Schedule,  for  I 
presume  they  are  ready  ?  It  is  said  that 
the  words  may  be  more  easily  altered  if 
they   come   up  for  discussion   with  the 


Code,  but  we  do  not  want  to  alter  them. 
I  see  no  occasion  for  it.  There  ought 
to  be  no  such  distrioution  as  will  require 
alteration,  and  I  cannot  see  why  the 
Government  should  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

(7.30.)  Mr.  CALDWELL  :  The  only 
point  in  dispute  appears  to  me  to 
bo  whether  the  conditions  to  be  laid 
down  should  be  inserted  in  the 
Schedule  of  the  Bill,  or  set  forth 
in  a  Minute  of  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Department,  In  the  latter  case 
there  would  be  practically  little  or  no 
opportunity  afforded  to  the  House  of 
discussing  the  matter. 

Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  :  The  matter  has 
been  reduced  to  a  very  small  point.  In 
my  opinion  it  would  be  better  that  the 
conditions  should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill 
itseU  in  the  form  of  a  Schedule,  because 
that  would  afford  a  more  convenient 
method  for  dealing  with  the  questions 
that  might  arise. 

•(7.32.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  confess 
that  the  statement  which  has  been 
made  by  the  Lord  Advocate  to  some 
extent  relieves  my  mind,  but  1  still 
think  that  there  would  be  a  tempta- 
tion to  Local  Government  Boards,  who 
are  very  much  interested  in  economising 
the  rates,  to  vote  themselves  more  for  the 
reduction  of  the  rates  than  for  the  pro- 
motion of  education  in  their  several 
districts.  I  think  it  would  be  far  better  if, 
instead  of  giving  money  in  this  way  for  the 
purposeof  reducing  the  rates,  the  Govern- 
ment give  it  for  the  purpose  of  encourag- 
ing higher  education.  At  present  the 
application  of  the  g^nt  for  educational 
purposes  does  not  go  beyond  the  Fifth 
Standard,  but  I  am  hopeful  that,  at  any 
rate,  in  the  course  of  another  year  this 
restriction  will  be  removed.  It  is,  how- 
ever, for  my  hon.  Friend  to  say  whether 
he  thinks  he  ought  to  divide  on  this 
question  of  the  Schedule.  Should  he 
divide  the  Committee  upon  his  Amend- 
ment, I  shall  feel  obliged  to  vote  with 
him,  but  I  would  suggest  to  him  to 
consider  whether,  after  what  has  been 
said,  he  ought  not  to  be  content  with 
putting  the  Government  upon  their 
honour  upon  this  question. 

•(7.34.)  Sir  L.  PLAYFAIR:  I  am 
sorry  I  am  unable  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dundee.  My  reason  for  this  is  that 
I   think  the   whole   matter    has    been 
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placed  on  a  somewhiit  anomalous  position. 
We  linve  already  admitted  words  limiting 
the    application   of   the    grant   to   the 
compulsory  standards,  but  we  have  been 
told  that,  practically,  those  words  will 
not  limit  the  application  of  the  money  to 
those  standards,  but  that  the  provision 
will  be  applied   in  an  elastic  way,  the 
responsibility   being    thrown  upon   the 
School  Boards.     Practically,  that  would 
reduce  the  words  we  have  adopted   to  a 
mere  Preamble  rather  than  an  enacting- 
portion  of  the  Bill.     We  are,  therefore, 
in   this  anomalous  position,  that   those 
words  are  not  to  be   within  the  terms  of 
the  Enactment,  but  are  to  be  carried  out 
■with  the  elasticity  attaching  to  the  form 
lOf  the  Preamble,  leaving  the  resiwnai- 
,  bility  on  the  Government  to  carry  out 
ithe  provision  according  to  the  interpre- 
'tation  they  have  given.     Tliat  is  a  some- 
what paradoxical  way  of  dealing   with 
this  question,  but  the  compromiso  offered 
by   the   Jjord  Advocate  is    jjcrhaps   as 
much  as  wo  could    expect    under   the 
circumstances.     I  would  much  rather  it 
should   be    left   to  the  Government   to 
carry  out  this  paradox,  than  that  the 
House  itself    should  attempt    to  do  so 
by  inserting  conditions  in  the  Schedule. 
(7.36.)     Mk.   E.  ROBERTSON  :  My 
object     is     to     secure    full    legislative 
authority  by  means  of  words  in  the  Bill 
itself,  rather  than  that   we  should  rely 
upua  the  dubious  language  used  by  the 
Lord  Advocate.     It  is  one  thing  to  carry 
out  a  profjosal  such  as  this  by  means  of 
a  Schedule,  which  will  form  part  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  a  totally  different 
J.thing    to    leave    it    to   be   carried   out 
through  the  action  of  tlie  Executive.who 
would  have  no  real  legislative  authority, 
Aud  whoso    definition  of   the  language 
used  could  not  control  the  provisions  of 
the  Act   itself,       If  the  words  were  put 
into  the  Schedale  they  would  be  of  equal 
validity   with   the  clauses    of   the    Act 
itself,  and  the  purpose  we  have  in  view 
would  necessarily  be  carried  out.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  am  afraid  I  must 
|i,in8J8t  on  dividing  the  Committee  upon 
rthe    Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
notice. 

(7.37.)   MB.D.CEAWFORD  :  I  would 

remind    the    Committee    that,    by    the 

existing    law,    the    School   Boards    are 

■  bound   to   charge   fees.     This    question 

-  has   already    been    raised,  and   it   has 

:  been  decided   that  they  are  bound   to 

iS'tr  L.  Plaijifair 


chaise  fees,  and  this  remains  the  law 
upon  the  subject,  except  in  so  far  as 
it  may  have  been  altered  by  the 
legislation  of  last  year.  The  question 
has  been  raised  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
woriis  the  Committee  have  decided  to 
accept,  and  the  Lord  Advocate  lias  prac- 
tically  said  that  those  words  are  not 
necessarily  operative,  but  that,  in  spite 
of  them,  the  School  Boards  will  have  the 
power  of  affording  relief  in  the  case  of 
the  non-compulsory  standards.  For  my 
part,  however,  I  think  the  Amendment 
is  one  which  the  Committee  ought  to 
adopt,  and  I  shall,  therefore,  give  it  my 
support. 

(7.40.)  The  Committee  divided : — Ayes 
132 ;  Noes  97.— (Div.  List,  No.  209.) 

(7.50.)  Mb.  hunter  :  I  have  now 
to  move  an  Amendment  which  stands 
on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  and  which  is  to 
insert  after  the  word  "  Parliament,"  in 
line  17,  the  words — 

"  Provided  always  that  no  portion  of  such  sum 
shall  be  paid  to  any  t^chool  Board,  or  to  the 
managers  o(  any  State-aided  school  in  which 
fees  art)  charged  for  the  teaching  of  any 
standard  of  the  Education  Code  for  Scotlana, 
the  passing  of  whi.-:h  may  be  compulsory  under 
the  prorisiona  of  the  Education  Acts  operative 
from  time  to  time." 

Liist  year  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  made  a  Motion  in 
similar  terms  to  those  which  now  stand 
on  the  Paper.  I  attempted  to  dissuade 
liim  from  proceeding  with  that  Amend- 
ment on  that  occasion,  and,  if  I  recollect 
aright,  he  did  not  take  my  advice,  the 
result  being  that  I  then  voted  against 
him  ;  but  the  circumstances  are  now 
altogether  changed.  We  know  exactly 
how  far  the  grant  given  by  Parliament 
last  year  will  go  in  freeing  education 
under  the  compulsory  standards  in  Scot- 
land, and  we  have  this  fact  before  us, 
that,  after  all,  it  has  not  been  found 
necessary  to  charge  fees  in  the  majority 
of  the  schools,  and  that  where  they  have 
been  chai-ged  it  has  only  been  under 
financial  pressure,  the  local  payments 
not  having  been  found  sufficient  to 
enable  the  School  Boanl  to  make  the 
remission.  In  some  cases,  indeed,  they 
have  made  charges  in  excess  of  those 
which  prevail  elsewhere.  Now,  how- 
ever, the  Government  have  provided 
that  relief  may  be  given,  at  all  events, 
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Wp  to  the  Fifth  Standard,  but  that  on 
the   aFemge   we  are  not  to  go  beyond 
that.     But  surely  we  ought  to  bo  able 
to  reqaire  that  in  the  distribution  of  the 
;grant,  es(ieciaUy  in  the  case  of  the  larger 
towns,  the  money  should  not  be  given  un- 
less the  Local  Authorities  are  willing  to 
'ftbolish  fees  in    respect    of    the   higher 
ctandards.     One  important  point  to   hu 
remembeired  is  this,  that  in  Scotland  the 
«ustom  has  always  been  to  liave  a  large 
admixture  of  the  children  of  parents   of 
ilificrent  classes  in  the  schools,  a  much 
larger    admixture    than    is    known    in 
England.    This  must  necessarily  occur  in 
"the  rural  districts,  because  there  are  no 
other  schools  but  the  parochial  schools. 
These      schools     are,     lioth     from     an 
architectural,    sanitary,     and    teaching 
point  of  view,  of  a  superior  character. 
The    ScLool    Board   of    Aberdeen,     not 
having  received    ^  sufficient  sum  from 
the  Exchequer  to  enable  thorn  to  dis- 
pense with  fees  in  all  the  schools,  have 
selected  three  of  the  finest  schools  id  the 
city,  and  put  upon  them  the  embargo  of 
fees.     The  result  is  that  in  the  most  re- 
cently constructed  of  these  schools,  while 
there  are  places  for  over  1,000  children, 
tkere  are  no  more  than  COO  children  on 
the  rolls.     Owing  to  the  charging  of  fees 
there  is  not  a  proper  number  of  children 
in  attendance,  not  tliat  there  is  any  want 
of  children  in  the  neighbourhood  to   fill 
the  schools,  but  because  those  parents  who 
are    capable    of    paying    fees    are    not 
•sufficiently    numerous    io    supply     the 
number  to  fill  the  school   places.     From 
■a  mere  economical  point  of  view  that    is 
a  considerable  loss  ;  there  is  a  great  loss 
in  setting  up  wliat  may  b»  called  genteel 
Aohools,  or  schools    for    genteel   people, 
maintained  out  of  the  rates  and   taxes, 
the   sum    contributed    by    the   parents 
being  ridiculously  small  in   comparison 
with  the   cost  of  the  education.      Sub- 
stantially and  truly    the   three  schouls 
are      ]mid     for      by    the     Government 
Bind     local    ratepayers,     to    the    extent 
of     four  -  fifths     and      five  -  sixths     of 
the    whole     cost.     No     one     has     any 
right  to   object  to   parents    who    think 
it  is  not  desirable  their  children  should 
be  exiK)Si.>d  to  constant  intorcourso  with 
children   of    the    working    classes.      A 
man  is  p/rfectly  right  in  bringing  up  his 
children  in  the  way  ho  thinks  fit ;  but  I 
contend  that  if  a  man  adopts  the  view 
I. have  hinted  at  he  ought  to  do  so  at 


his   own  ejtpense.     From  the   point   of 
view  of  public  policy  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  teach  a  worse   lesson  than  is 
taught   by   the   unfortunate   distinction 
between  a  fee  school  and  a  free  school, 
liecanso  it  necessarily  introduces  a  class 
distinction    in   schools    where   no    chiss 
distinction   has   hitherto   been    known. 
Is    it   not   obvious    that    the    physical 
.separation  between  the  rich  and  the  poor 
leads  to  mutual   ignorance,  that  ipntual 
ignorance  leads   to    mutual    mis-under- 
standing, leads  to  jealousy  and  envy  on 
the  one  side,  and  ill-founded  contempt 
on   the   other   side  1      Nothing  can    be 
better  for  taking  down  the  conceit  of  a 
young    gentleman,    whose    father    can 
afford  to  buy  him  fine  clothes,  than   to 
put  him  on  the  same  form  with  a  boy 
whose   clothes  have  beeu   patched  and 
patched  a  dozen  times,  and  let  him  find, 
probably,  that  the  boy  with  the   patched 
trousers   can  easily   beat    him    in    the 
educational  race.      On   the  other  hand, 
children  of  the  working  men  gain  much 
by  nSsociating  with  the  children   of  the 
upper  classes,  because  they  necessarily 
imbibe  some  of  the  refinement   which 
the  children  of   the  upper   classes  are 
able  to  acquire  at  home.     In  the  Scotch 
people  there  is  a  strong  fueling  in  favour 
of    equality.     Distinctions  of  the  kind 
I  have  described  are  invidious,  they  are 
bitterly  hated  and  resented,   and   they 
tend  to  crento  that  indescribable  mental 
unrest    and  discontent  upon  which  all 
the    quack    doctors    of    social    science 
practise   their    nervous   remedies.     Not 
only  so,  but  the  working  men  in  certain 
parts   of  Aberdeen  entertain  the  very 
practical  reason  for  the  abolition  of  fees, 
that  these  schools  happen  to  be  in  a  dis- 
trict   where   tliore    is    a    considerable 
number  of  the  working  classes,  whose 
children  are  not  allowed  to  go  to  the 
nearest  or   the   best  schools  ;  they  are. , 
obliged  to  go  to  more  distant  schools,  to 
schools  not  so  good  sanitarily,  not  so  fine 
architecturally,     nnd     not    having    the 
same   distinguished    class    of   teachers. 
That  is  a  great  grievance.     What  is  the 
total  amount  that  will  be  reserved  to  get 
rid  of  fees  up  to  the  Fifth  Standard  in  all 
these  schools  1     The  L<-)rd  Advocate  will 
find  it  is   not   large,  and  this  is  one  of 
the  questions   which    I   hope  the   right 
hon.  and    learned  Gentleman   will  deal 
with    in   an    effective   manner    in   tl^e 
proposed    Minute.       I    beg     to    mov%l 
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the  Amendment  which  stands   in  my        (8,15.)SiBG.TREVELrAN:TUeLord 
name,  Advocatehasjustly  stud  that  this  question 

has  been  before  the  Houss  ere  now,  bat 
I  contend  that  on  this  occasion  it  is  being 
discassed  under  entirely  new  conditioosi. 
Formerly  a  certain  amount  of  money  was 
handed  over  to  the  School  Boards  of 
Scotland,  t  >  make  it  go  as  far  as  tiit- y  conlcl 
in  the  abolition  of  fees,  but  now  n  sum 
of  nearly  £300,000  has  been  mode  np 
for  the  express  purpose  of  abolishing  tees; 
I  maintain  that  when  a  nation  has  resolved 
that  free  education  shall  be  given  in  the 
compulsory  standards,  that  nation  has  a 
right  to  make  conditions  in  the  matter, 
nnd  the  first  of  those  conditions  in  this 
case  is  that  no  school  shall  be  kept  np  at 
the  expense  of  the  ratep.jyers,  from 
which  a  great  mass  of  the  children  are 
practically  excluded.  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate says  we  found  this  obstruction  of 
classes.  We  did  not  find  it ;  we  made  iii 
during  the  last  year.  What  did  we 
find  in  towns  like  Glasgow,  Govan,  and 
Aberdeen  ?  In  the  case  of  Glasgow  we 
found  ten  schools,  in  Aberdeen,  three 
schools,  and  in  Govan,  five  schools,  of 
great  perfection,  to  which  all  classes  of 
the  population,  without  distinction,  went. 
In  one  division  of  Glasgow  I  know  well 
there  was  an  admirable  school  called' 
John  Street.  We  found  1,200  children 
of  all  classes  attending  the  school. 
What  exists  now?  Half  the  children 
have  been  told  that  they  must  leave  the 
school  if  their  parents  insist  upon  their 
rights  OS  ratepayers  and  citizens  to  send' 
them  to  the  schiK)ls  free.  By  the  exist- 
ing system,  which  bus  not  been  so  long 
in  operation  as  the  Lord  Advocate  seems- 
to  believe,  children  who  formerly 
attended  good  schools  are  jiraftically 
evicted  from  them,  because  their  parents 
cannot  piy  the  fees,  and  are  obliged  to 
go  to  inferior  free  schools.  Yet  the 
fathers  of  these  children  help,  through 
the  rates,  to  support  these  fee-paying- 
schools,  and  thus  a  great  injustice  is  en- 
tailed upon  them.  The  fee-paying  schools 
naturally  attract  the  best  masters  and 
mistresses,  and  are  conducted  on  a  letter 
educational  system  ;  thus  the  free  schools 
necessarily  suffer,  and  here  again  an 
injustice  isdon^othe  children  whoattend 
those  schools,  and  to  the  parents  also. 
The  excuse  advanced  hitherto  for  main.-- 
taining  the  fee  system — namely,  that- 
thcre  is  not  enough  money  to  free  the 
standards — will   be  absolutely   removed- 


Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
last  Amendment,  to  insert  the  words — 

"  Provided  always,  that  no  portion  of  such 
gam  shall  bo  paid  lo  any  School  Board,  or  to 
the  managera  of  any  State-aided  school  in 
which  fees  ar«  charged  for  the  leaching  of  anv 
(tandard  of  the  Uduculion  Codf<  for  Scotland, 
the  passing  of  which  may  be  compulsory  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Education  Acts  operative 
from  time  to  lime." — [Mr.  Hunter.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(8.10.)  Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON: 
This  question  has  been  rejjeatedly  before 
the  House  in  the  last  two  years,  and  I 
think  that  the  merits  of  it  must  be 
famlUar  to  most  hon.  Members.  But  let 
me  v.ery  briefly  state  how  matters  stand. 
In  certain  towns  of  Scotland  there 
are  fee-paying  schools,  attended  by  the 
children  of  persons  perfectly  willing 
and  ready  to  pay  these  fees,  and,  of 
ooiirse,  the  schools  only  exist  where 
there  is  such  a  class.  The  hon. 
Member  has  advanced  some  abstract 
considerations  on  this  subject.  He 
says  it  is  very  undesirable  there 
should  be  a  separation  of  classes,  and  so 
on,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  find  that 
there  exists  this  class  of  schools.  They 
are  fee- paying,  simply  because  the  elected 
School  Boards  decided  that  they  should 
be  so.  These  fees  yield  a  profit  to  the 
Board,  and  benefit  really,  not  those  who 
are  better  off,  but  the  poorer  children. 
This  is  a  method  by  which  the  School 
Board  is  put  in  funds  actually  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poorer  classes.  We  have 
heard  very  elaborate  accounts  of  the 
errors  which  have  been  made  in  the 
administration  of  this  system,  but  my 
answer  is  that  all  these  questions  are 
local  questions,  and  onght  to  be  deter- 
mined by  Local  Boards.  I  can  under- 
stand that  opinions  may  differ  in  towns 
like  Glasgow  on  the  question,  but  the 
School  Boards,  and  not  the  Government, 
must  settle  the  matter.  I  contend  that 
it  is  fair  that  the  School  Boards  who 
have  such  schools  should  not  be  dia- 
coanteuanced  in  exercising  their  discre- 
tion. The  policy  of  the  Government 
must  accord  with  facts  ;  they  must  take 
things  as  they  find  them,  and  not  inter- 
fore  with  local  discretion  in  matters 
which  must  be  determined  by  the  Local 
Authority. 

Mr.  Hunter 
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by  this  Bill  if  the  desire  of  the  Scotch 
people  ia  acceded  to  ;  and  I  repeat  what 
I  have  said  on  previous  occasions,  that 
perfect  equality  of  elementary  education 
is  thoroughly  in  accordance  with  the 
national  ideas  and  aspirations  of  the 
people  of  Scotland. 

(8.24.)  Db.  CLARK:  I  hope  the 
Government  will  give  way  on  this  point. 
There  is  very  great  hardship.  I  have 
some  right  to  complain  because  I  had 
some  shares  in  one  of  the  best  of  these 
schools.  It  was  a  private  adventure  school, 
but  did  not  pay.  We  handed  it  over 
cheaply  to  the  School  Board,  who  are 
now  using  it  for  a  different  class  of 
children  to  those  who  formerly  attended 
it.  The  poorer  children  are  now  obliged 
to  go  long  distances  to  other  schools 
which  are  free.  It  is  very  unfair  to 
deprive  the  children  of  the  working 
classes  of  the  advantages  the  school 
affords  ;  indeed,  it  is  time  this  kind 
of  snobbery  was  put  an  end  to.  I  am 
sorry  we  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  appealing  to  the  Scottish  people  since 
this  question  was  raised,  but  I  have  no 
doubt  whatever  that  in  Govan  and 
Glasgow,  and  some  of  the  other  towns 
where  this  system  has  been  adopted, 
whenever  the  people  have  an  opportunity 
they  will  put  an  end  to  it.  The  School 
Boards  who  are  acting  in  this  way  were, 
like  the  present  Unionist  majority, 
elected  for  one  purpose,  and  are  using 
their  power  for  another.  The  system  is 
causing  a  good  deal  of  trouble  and  dis- 
content wherever  it  has  been  tried. 

(8.2.5.)  Me.  WALLACE :  While  I 
sympathise  with  the  politic;il  doctrines 
laid  down  by  those  who  have  preceded 
me,  I  think  the  Government  ought  to  ac- 
cept this  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  simply  the  carrying  out  of  their  own 
Bill.  The  proposition  is  to  give  a  certain 
sum  for  the  extinction  of  school  fees 
in  the  compulsory  standards.  If  there 
is  a  class  of  people,  however, who  want  to 
pay  fees,  why  should  the  Government 
insist  on  forcing  their  subsidy  up<in  such 
people  ?  I  cannot  see  how  the  Govern- 
ment can  consistently  refuse  this  Amend- 
ment, which,  to  my  mind,  is  simply  the 
carrying  out  of  their  own  propo.sal.  I 
deprecate  the  introduction  of  contentious 
matter  where  a  question  can  be  settled 
on  simple  grounds  of  financial  economy, 
and,  as  it  seems  to  me,  logical  consis- 
tency.    I  was  perfectly  surprised  to  find 


there  was  any  hesitation  on  the  part  of 
the  Lord  Advocate  in  at  once  acceding 
to  the  Amendment. 

•(8.27.)  Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glas- 
gow and  Aberdeen  Universities)  :  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken 
has  rather  mistaken  the  scheme  of  the 
Government.  Tlie  money  is  to  be  giTett 
to  the  School  Boards  and  school  mana- 
gers, in  proportion  to  the  number  of 
scholars  in  attendance  in  their  schools ; 
but  these  School  Boards  and  managers 
will  have  to  be  left  considerable  fre«- 
dom  in  the  manner  in  which  thoy  carry 
out  their  operations.  This  Amendment 
proposes  to  make  a  studied  interference 
with  that  which  has  been  decided  again 
and  again  to  be  proper  liberty  on  the 
part  of  School  Bc«rd8.  The  system  of 
having  one  or  two  schools  with  fees.for 
all  the  scholars  is  not  introduced  by  a 
School  Board  except  where  they  believe 
there  is  a  demand  for  it.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  introduced  this 
discussion  spoke  very  truly  of  the  larger 
mixture  of  classes  in  Scottish  schools 
than  in  schools  in  England.  That,  no- 
doubt,  is  the  case  in  rural  districts ; 
but  it  has  never  been  the  case  in 
towns  that  there  were  not  graded 
schools,  and  to  abolish  these  alto- 
gether would  be  to  do  an  injury  tO' 
education.  Why  have  the  School  Boards 
made  some  of  their  schools  8U[)erior  to 
others,  and  given  them  more  expensive 
staffs  of  teachers  1  They  have  done  so 
liecanse  they  telieved  there  was  a  demand 
for  schools  of  that  kind,  and  that  they 
wonidfind  people  willing  to  pay  higherfees. 
To  put  an  end  to  this  distinction  in  schools 
would  simply  be,  if  the  schools  were  to 
be  kept  up  to  their  present  standard,  to- 
throw  a  great  additional  burden  on  the 
ratepayers.  That  could  only  be  avoided 
by  lowering  the  quality  of  the  schools. 
Should  the  views  of  my  hon.  Friends 
opposite  in  favour  of  this  Amendment  be 
carried  there  will  be  a  gradual  lowering 
of  the  quality  of  the  schools  of  Scotland 
to  a  common  level,  and  that  not  a  very 
high  one,  and  there  will  be  ft  danger  of 
an  impetus  being  given  to  a  revival  of 
private  adventure  schools.  We  have 
been  congratulating  ourselves  upon 
getting  rid  of  adventure  schools, 
which  were  so  numerous  in  the  towns 
of  Scotland,  and  were  not  of  a  character 
to  do  the  highest  service  to  the  work  of 
education.    It  would  be  a  misfortune  if 
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private  adventure  schools  were  to  be 
revived  in  cousequonce  of  all  the  State- 
aided  schools  being  required  to  bo  thrown 
open  to  all  classes  of  scholars,  Such 
cchoolij  as  are  indicated  by  tiie  Amend- 
ment were  established  only  because 
School  Boards  believed  there  was  a 
demand  for  theot,  and  if  any  Board  fijids 
it  has  made  a  mistake  in  retaining  a 
Achool  with  foes,  and  that  there  is  not 
the  required  attendance  of  sijholars, 
then,  no  doubt,  it  will  alter  its  arrange- 
ments. Bat  do  not  let  us  interfere  with 
the  discretion  of  School  Boards,  especially 
vhen  in  doing  so  we  run  the  risk  of 
lowering  the  character  of  the  education 
provided.     {i<.3G.) 

(9.6.)  Mb.  SINCL.V.IR  :  If  this  were 
a  political  question,  and  not  a  practical 
one,  I  should  be  delightfd  to  vote  for 
♦he  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Aberdeen.  But  it  is 
ft  practical  one,  for  the  reason  that  only 
H  certain  amount  of  a.ssistauco  is  given 
by  the  Imperial  Eichequer  in  aid  of 
paying  fees  in  Scotland.  That  is  not 
euflSciont  for  the  entire  Kingdom,  and, 
therefore,  in  certain  Ciiscs  these  schools 
in  given  towns  have  had  to  be  continued 
tta  fee  paying  schools.  The  schools  dealt 
with  in  this  Amendment  do  not  them- 
selresderiveany  benefitf  rom  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  either  iii  the  shape  of  the 
Probate  Grant  or  of  the  new  grant, 
for,  although  they  receive  a  share 
of  the  Probate  Grant,  and  although 
it  is  proposed  that  they  shall  receive  a 
ebare  of  this  new  gnint,  it  will  have  to 
be  applied  for  the  benefit  of  other  schook 
in  the  same  district,  and,  thereby,  the 
rich  and  those  better  able  to  pay  for  the 
education  of  their  children  will  be  help- 
ing forward  the  education  of  the  children 
of  their  poorer  neighbours.  But  more 
imix)rtant  still  than  that,  is  the  fact  that 
these  schools  are  an  attempt  to  solve  a 
Tery  great  difficulty.  In  Scotland  there 
is  an  absolute  want  of  anything  in  the 
shape  of  secondary  education,  and  in 
that  way  these  schools  have  performed 
most  useful  and  admirable  work  in 
creating  and  {)romoting  higher  elemen- 
tary, and  in  improving  secondary,  educa- 
tion in  these  towns.  It  would  be  most 
unfortunate  if  these  schools  were  entirely 
abolished.  While  I  have  always  looked 
upon  their  existence  as  merely  tempo- 
rary, I  think  the  day  will  come  when 
prolnbly  they  will  have  the  same 
Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell 


advantages  as  the  elementary  schools 
have,  and  then  those  in  charge  of 
them  will  bo  able  to  adopt  the  policy 
which  is  being  adv(x»ted.  Under  the^e 
circumstances,  I  feel  myself  unable 
to  support  my  hon.  Friend's  Motion.  I 
hope  that  while  these  schools — which 
have  diminished  in  number  in  the  past, 
and  are  likely  to  continue  to  diminish 
accordingly  a«  the  jirinciple  of  free 
education  is  more  generally  adopted — 
will  continue  to  receive  supftort  to  some 
extent  by  the  {laymeut  of  fees. 

•(9.10.)  Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow, 
Biackfriars)  :  The  last  speaker  surprised 
me  by  expressing  the  hope  that  those 
schools  which  insist  on  cliarging  fees 
will  by-and-by  enjoy  the  advantages 
which  belong  t<}  other  elementary 
schools.  That  is  the  very  thing  we  are 
asking  for.  It  is  l)ecau8e  these  schools 
insist  on  charging  fees  that  this  Amend- 
ment haa  been  brought  forward.  We 
desire  to  see  all  our  schools  free  of  fees 
of  any  kind  whatever.  I  think  the  last 
speaker,  therefore,  must  have  misunder- 
stood the  object  which  we  have  in  view. 
There  is  nothing  in  this  Bill  which  is 
more  at  variance  with  public  oj)inion  in 
Scotland,  with  reference  to  education, 
than  this  permission  to  school  managers 
who  receive  grants  to  charge  fees,  and 
thus  to  compel  the  parents,  who  are  too 
p)or  to  pay  the  fees,  to  send  the  little  ones 
a  long  distance  from  their  homes,  in  order 
to  get  free  education.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Glasgow  stated  that 
this  question  had  alreiidy  been  decided 
several  times  by  this  House.  It  is  quite 
true  that  the  question  was  decided  ad- 
versely  to  us  last  year,  but  it  should  be 
remembered  that  the  decision  come  to 
was  against  the  weight  of  Scotch  opinion, 
and  tliftt  the  majority  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers supported  the  principle  of  this 
Amendment.  Since  then  jmblic  meet- 
ings have  been  held  in  various  parts  of 
Scotland,  and  at  these,  resolutions  have 
been  passed  confirming  the  principle  of 
this  Amendment ;  therefore,  Scotch 
public  opinion  on  this  subject  is  perfectly 
well-known,  and  no  hon.  Member  can 
get  up  and  say  that  thnt  opinion  is  in 
favour  of  allowing  fees  to  Vie  charged 
in  any  elementary  schools  in  Scotland. 
Yet  the  Government,  by  their  present 
proposal,  will  allow  managers  of  certaia 
schools  to  insist  on  charging  fees,  and 
thereby   make  those  schools  wliat  may 
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be  called  ijenteel  schools.  That,  again,  is 
entirely  at  variance  with  public  sentiment 
in  Scotland.  Social  equality  in  educa- 
tional matters  has  been  the  common 
feeling  in  Scotland,  ever  since  the 
pariah  schools  were  establi.shed  in  the 
iimc  of  John  Knox,  or  immediately 
afterwards.  Children  educated  in  them 
liave  belonged  to  all  classes,  and  very 
few  Scotch  children  indeed  have  found 
their  way  into  other  schools.  It  has 
been  admitt<?d  in  the  course  of  this 
Debate  that  there  has  been  a  far  greater 
variety  of  children  in  schools  in  Scotland 
than  in  schools  in  England.  In  the  latter 
place  they  have  been  classified  to  a 
certain  extent,  whereas  in  Scotland,  up 
to  the  present,  there  has  been  very 
little  classification.  We  desire  to 
avoid  classification.  We  prefer  to 
maintain  the  democratic  feeling  in  Scot- 
land with  respect  to  education.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Glasgow 
has  suggested  that  in  the  schools  in  which 
fees  are  charged  a  superior  education  is 
given  to  that  which  will  bo  given  if  the 
fees  are  abolished — that  the  education 
will  then  become  inferior,  because  the 
masters  and  teachers  will  have  to  be  paid 
lower  salaries  and,  consequently,  will 
not  be  able  to  keep  that  school  up  to  the 
customary  high  standard.  But  the  hon, 
Gentleman  must  have  overlooked  the 
financial  position  of  the  question.  The 
Lord  Advocate  stated  that  it  only  re- 
quired £33,000  to  free  the  whole  of  the 
compulsory  standards  in  every  school  in 
Scotland.  Yet  in  this  Bill  the  grant  to 
be  made  amounts  to  £40,000,  and,  there- 
fore, there  is  a  margin  of  £7,000 
left;  and  should  the  schools  to  which 
the  dissussion  refers  decide  to  take 
advantage  of  this  grant,  can  anyone 
say  tliat  there  is  any  necessity 
for  them  to  be  less  efiBciently 
equipped  and  less  able  to  maintain  the 
high  standard  of  education  whicfi  has 
hitherto  characterised  them  ?  I  should 
like  to  remark  that  only  six  or  eight 
Scotch  Members  last  year  voted  against 
the  principle  of  this  Amendment,  while 
the  enormous  majority  of  Repreaentar 
tives  for  Scotland  were  in  its  favour. 

(9.20.)       Mit.      0.     S.     PARKER  : 

I  think  the  uumbLir  of  Members    who 

-voted    against    the    principle    of     this 

Amendment  last  year  wos  raUier  more 


than  six  or  eight.  I  know  that  among 
the  opponents  of  it  were  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Aberdeen  and  mysolf. 
We  voted  against  it  on  temjiorary 
grounds — having  regard  to  the  fioanoial 
jKwition  of  many  of  the  most  important 
School  Boards  in  Scotland,  and  if  the 
Government  had  been  guided  this  year 
by  the  voice  of  the  majority  of  Burgh 
Scotch  Members,  if  they  had  been  wil- 
ling to  give  the  additional  £50,000  to- 
wards free  education,  I  think  ther^ 
would  have  been  an  end  of  this  difficult 
question,  because  there  would  liave  been 
no  longer  any  School  Board  in  Scotland, 
which  would  have  wished  to  keep  up 
fee-paying  schools  when  their  finances 
w^ere  in  such  a  good  condition.  ,.  ^j 
difficulty  is  this  :  that  we  are  providing 
nf»w  for  the  current  year,  and  the  money 
which  is  being  voted  will  suffice  to  meet 
the  average  requirements  of  Scotland. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  individual 
cases — in  the  case  of  several  large  towns 
and  especially  in  the  case  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow — it  will  fall  considerably  short 
of  what  is  required.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Aberdeen  has  in  no  way  exag- 
gerated the  importance  of  the  proposition 
which  we  are  now  advocating;  bat  I 
think  he  made  a  little  mistake  as  regards 
the  number  of  schools  in  respect  to  which 
the  difficulty  exists.  We  have  been  told 
that  there  are  rather  over  3,000  schools 
in  Scotland,  and  that  only  a  paltry  43 
come  under  this  system  of  paying  fees. 
But,  Sir,  what  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
recognise,  and  what  I  think  the  House 
should  distinctly  bear  in  mind,  is,  that 
you  cannot  tike  the  measure  of  this 
question  by  the  more  number  of  43  fee- 
paying  schools.  You  must  look  to  the 
fact  that  these  schools  do  not  exist  in 
any  way  for  themselves  alone.  They 
exist  in  pui-suanoe  of  the  policy — as 
in  the  case  of  Glasgow — of  a  great 
Scbool  Board  which  is  to  prevent 
the  imposition  of  a  heavy  rate  upon  the 
citizens  in  order  to  secure  the  provision 
of  adequate  school  accommodation  ia 
the  city.  1  am  afraid  that  in  the  case 
of  Glasgow,  the  funds  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment will  fall  short  by  many  thonsaads 
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of  pounds  of  the  amount  necessary  to 
free  the  whole  of  the  compulsory  stan- 
dards in  all  the  schools.  I  sympathise 
Tery  much  with  what  has  been  said  about 
the  position  in  which  some  parents  are 
placed.  Hitherto,  of  course,  they  have 
been  compelled  to  find  the  fees.  Then 
they  were  told  that  the  education  of 
their  children  was  to  be  free  ;  but  when 
they  made  inquiries,  they  discovered 
that,  however  satisfied  they  might  be 
with  the  school  in  which  their  children 
had  been  educated  in  the  past,  that  was 
not  to  be  one  of  the  free  schools  ;  and  if 
they  desired  free  education,  their  chil- 
dren must  go  further  afield.  I  do  not 
Icnow  that  in  any  case  it  has  been  found 
necessary  to  send  children  an  incon- 
veniently long  distance  in  order  to  get 
free  education ;  but,  still,  parents  who  have 
been  satisfied  with  one  school,  have  felt 
disappointed  at  finding  that  it  is  to  be 
maintained  as  a  fee-paying  school.  I  do 
not  agree  with  the  principle  laid  down 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow, 
that  there  should  be  complete  equality 
in  educational  matters — tliat  children  of 
different  classes  should  sit  side  by  side. 
I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  carry  that 
quite  so  far.  I  dare  say  most  Members 
of  this  House  send  their  children  either 
to  a  private  school  or  to  one  of  the  great 
pnbhc  schools  of  the  country.  No 
doubt  many  of  the  wealthiest  parents  in 
England  are  sending  their  children  to 
public  schools,  which  live  to  a  great 
degree  on  endowments  left  them  in  years 
gone  by.  I  am  not  prepared  to  lay 
down  the  principle  that  no  one  should 
be  allowed  a  share  out  of  the  public 
taxes,  or  of  the  public  rates,  unless  ho  is 
prepared  to  send  his  children  to  an 
elementary  school.  I  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow, 
that  it  would  be  a  retrograde  step  which 
would  tend  to  the  revival  of  those 
private  adventure  schools  which  were  so 
largely  extinguished  by  the  liberal  con- 
duct of  the  School  Boards  ;  but  1  would 
venture  to  put  before  the  House  an  ideal  of 
which  I  think  we  are  within  measureable 
distance  and  which  would  get  rid  of 
this  difficulty.  I  think  we  are  rapidly 
arriving  at  the  point  when  schools  which 
are  ambitious  in  their  programme  should 
be  classified  differently  from  the  ordinary 
public  schools.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
Mr.  C.  S  Parker 


reasonable  or  fair  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Glasgow  Grammar  School  or  the  Aber- 
deen High  School,  that  these  schools 
should  receive  no  assistance  directly  from 
the  Im[)erial  Exchequer ;  and  that,  at  the 
same  time,  the  Garnet  Hill  School  should 
receive  substantial  assistance  from  that 
source.  I  think  the  School  Boards  should 
choose  between  one  of  two  things  :  either 
they  should  curtail,  in  some  degree,  the 
programme  of  these  schools,  or  they 
should  be  prepared  to  transfer  the 
management  of  them  to  another  Depart- 
ment, and  have  them  treated  as  schools 
giving  a  higher  education  and  preparing 
children  for  a  higher  kmd  of  education. 
Even  in  the  high  schools  and  grammar 
schools  there  should  be  a  percentage  of 
free  places  open  to  these  people  who  are 
willing  to  make  educational  provision 
for  their  children  without  taking  into 
account  their  wage-earning  capacity.  I 
look  forward  to  the  time  coming  before 
long  when  we  shall  have  a  larger 
number  of  free  secondary  schools  in 
Scotland,  and  also  a  considerable  develop- 
ment of  these  yiMWi-secondary  schools, 
all  of  them  chai-ging  fees  until  Parlia- 
ment shall  more  liberally  provide,  but  all 
of  them  giving  for  working  class  children 
a  number  of  free  places.  On  the  whole, 
I  cannot  take  the  responsibility  of  laying 
down  by  Act  of  Parliament  in  the  case 
of  so  flourishing  a  School  Board  as  that 
of  Glasgow  that  they  sliall  no  longer 
keep  schools  of  this  kind.  I  think  we 
must  leave  tlieir  hands  free  in  the 
matter.  In  Glasgow  they  have  one- 
tenth  of  the  whole  school  population  of 
Scotland  ;  and  if  the  School  Board  tliere 
do  not  see  their  way  to  dealing  with  this 
one-tenth  without  having  a  certain 
number  of  fee-paying  schools,  I,  for 
one,  cannot  accept  the  responsibility  of 
forcing  them  to  change  their  system. 

(9.33.)  Mb.  CALDWELL:  This 
question  will  come  before  the  citizens 
of  Glasgow,  as  well  as  the  whole  people 
of  Scotland,  in  March  next,  and  also  at 
the  next  General  Election.  It  will  not 
be  allowed  to  rest  It  is  true  the  Scotch 
Members  were  not  very  unanimous  when 
the  question  was  before  the  House  on 
the  previous  occasion;  but  since  then 
the  circumstances  have  most  materially 
changed.       Previously    there   was    not 
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sufficient  money  to  free  education  in  the 
compulsory  stacdardfi  in  all  the  schools. 
In  fixing  on  the  £40.000,  the  Govern- 
ment think  it  nhould  be  aafficient  to  free 
education  in  those  standards.  If  it  so 
happens  that  in  the  case  of  any  School 
Boaj^  the  grant  is  not  sufficient  to  free 
education,  the  cause  is  that  they  have 
been  charging  higher  fees  than  other 
BoardR.  To  that  extent  they  will  have 
been  saving  the  rates.  If,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Perth  says,  Glasgow  haa 
one-tenth  of  the  whole  school  population 
of  Scotland,  she  will  get  one-tenth  of  the 
£40,000  extra,  and  that  will  clear  all 
the  fees  that  are  being  at  present  paid 
in  the  compulsory  standards,  in  the 
East  End  schools,  tlie  average  school  fee 
in  Glasgow  being  about  IGs.  a  head, 
whilst  in  the  rest  of  Scotland  it  is  1 28. 
The  question  comes  to  be  one  of  principle, 
though  hitherto  it  has  been  argued  as 
one  of  money.  The  whole  argument  in 
Olasgow  was  based  on  the  fact  that  they 
had  not  sufficient  money,  and  the  Board 
would  not  face  the  question  of  principle, 
whether  it  was  right  and  proper  to  have 
fee-paying  schools  while  the  remaining 
schools  were  free.  The  Lord  Advocate, 
who  evidently  knows  little  or  nothing 
about  the  school  question  in  Scotland, 
argued  the  matter  as  one  of  principle  ; 
for  if  he  had  argued  it  as  a  question  of 
money,  we  should  have  at  once  said  to 
him,  "  How  about  the  £50,000  which 
you  have  in  your  own  hands?"  Ho 
argued  that  it  was  a  right  principle 
that  the  upper  classes  should  be  able  to 
send  their  children  to  school  without  their 
mixing  with  the  rabble.  But  in  Scotland 
the  system  hasalways  been  that  the  public 
school  and  the  State  aided  scliool  should 
be  open  to  all  classes  of  the  community 
without  distinction  of  rank.  The  Act 
of  1872  allowed  parents  to  have  their 
school  fees  paid  by  the  Parochial  Boards, 
and  to  select  what  Board  Schools  they 
pleased  for  their  children.  A  parent 
who  had  the  school  fees  paid  for  him 
could  send  his  children  to  the  Garnet 
Hill  School  or  any  other  State-aided 
school  in  Glasgow ;  so  that  the  child  of 
poverty  had  an  equal  choice  of  school 
with  the  child  of  the  wealthiest.  It  was 
left  to  a  Conservative  Government  to 
draw  a  distinction,  for  the  first  time  in 
Scotland,  between  the  class  of  schools, 
and  to  say  that  some  should  be  fee-paying, 


from  which  the  children  of  Ihe  poor, 
ordinarily  speaking,  should  be  excluded. 
Then,  in  the  case  of  the  endowment 
schools,  education  was  given  at  less  than 
cost  price.  It  was  thought  that  there 
should  be  social  intercourse  between  the 
classes,  and  that  intercourse  was  the  quid 
pro  quo  that  the  Endowment  Commis- 
sioners considered  warranted  the  giving 
of  education  in  a  charity  foundation  at 
less  than  cost  price.  The  school  fees 
paid  by  the  parents  do  not  represent  the 
whole  cost  of  the  education.  They  do 
not,  for  instance,  represent  the  cost  of 
the  school  buildings.  The  School  Boards 
take  the  best  buildings,  erected  at  the 
cost  of  the  ratepayers,  and  set  them  aside 
as  fee-paying  schools ;  and  I  undertake 
to  say  that  a  careful  calculation  would 
reveal  the  fact  that  the  cost  to  the  rate- 
payers of  these  fee-paying  schools  is 
greater  than  that  of  the  free  schools. 
The  payment  of  fees  is  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  aiding  the  rates.  The  ratepayers 
do  not  get  the  money,  but  the  idea  is 
that  they  reap  some  benefit  in  return. 
The  teachers  are  more  highly  paid  and 
better  qualified  than  those  of  the 
other  schools ;  the  children  are  sup- 
posed to  be  of  a  higher  class ;  the 
schools  are  superior  and  also  the  school 
appliances.  We  often  hear  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  say  that  they  desire  to 
raise  the  working  classes,  but  that  is  not 
what  they  are  doing  here.  According 
to  your  present  policy  you  are  lowering 
them.  Those  who  are  down  yon  want 
to  keep  down,  and  those  who  are  up  are 
to  be  kept  there,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  have  the  benefit  of  the  money  of  the 
State.  No  one  objects  to  the  upper 
classes  having  a  better  education  if  they 
pay  for  it  themselves  ;  but  what  we  object 
to  when  you  are  dealing  with  State  money 
is  that  one  class  should  be  able  to  enjoy  it 
in  a  select  and  exclusive  way.  If  they 
want  it  let  them  take  it  under  the  same 
conditions  as  the  poorest  people.  These 
are  the  principles  on  which  we  join  issue 
with  the  Government.  It  is  all  very 
well  for  them  to  think  that  they  are 
raising  the  cry  of  education.  It  is  all 
a  question  of  class  distinction.  I  shall 
certainly  support  the  Amendment. 

(9.45.)  Me.  HUNTER:  Some  allu- 
sion has  been  mode  to  my  conduct,  but 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Member  who 
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mentioned  my  name  informed  the  Com- 
taittee  of  anything  I  had  said  that  1  Lad 
hot  informed  the  Committee  of  myself. 
I  said  last  year  that  I  opposed  this 
principle  as  inexpedient  and  inoppor- 
tune. 

*  Mr.  C.  S.  PARKF.R  :  I  did  not  attack 
the  hon.  Member.  1  said  both  he  and  I 
were  of  opinion  tlmt  this  was  premature, 
and  tliat  I  still  regarded  it  as  not  yet  ripe 
for  ParliamonUiry  action. 

Mr.  hunter  :  I  should  not  have 
fisen  on  that  point  at  nil,  but  the  case  of 
the  Glasgow  Soliool  Board  lias  been  cited 
00  an  example  in  the  course  of  the 
Debate.  I  maintain,  however,  that  this 
Board  is  the  worst  sinner  in  all  Scotland 
in  respect  of  one  cardinal  duty  of  a 
School  Board — to  distribute  its  burdens 
fairly  and  honestly  between  the  parents 
and  the  ratepayers.  I  think  that  we 
may  take  it  that  the  general  practice 
throughout  Scotland  is  a  fair  indication 
of  what  is  reasonable  treatment  as 
between  the  parents  and  the  ratepayers. 
Those  who  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
study  the  figures  from  1872  up  to  the 
present  time  will  find  one  very  interest- 
ing and  consoling  fact;  and  that  is,  that 
the  School  Boaivl.s  in  Scotland,  as  a  whole, 
have  not  spared  the  ratt'S  at  the  expense 
of  the  [jarents.  The  Glasgow  School 
Board,  however,  has  systematically  over- 
charged the  parents  in  order  to  save  the 
pockets  of  the  ratepayers.  Whilst  the 
average  school  fee  in  Edinburgh  is  10s. 
per  head,  and  the  average  fee  through- 
out the  whole  of  Scotland  is  ISs.,  in 
Glasgow  it  goes  up  as  high  as  ICs. 
Three-fourths  of  the  people  who  send 
their  children  to  the  Board  Schools  in 
Glasgow  live  in  houses  of  not  exceeding 
£10  a  year,  and  they  consequently  pay 
13  per  cent,  of  the  rates.  Tliose  who 
are  riclier  pay  87  jjer  cent.  ;  therefore, 
the  reason  why  the  parents  are  over- 
charged is  not  far  to  seek.  So  far  from 
regarding  the  School  Board  of  Glasgow 
as  an  authority  to  be  relied  on  here  as  an 
example,  I  tliink  the  contrary  is  the 
case.  That  Board  represents  a  congeries 
of  sectaries  of  various  kinds,  and  does 
not  represent  the  people  of  Glasgow. 
In  other  parts  of  Scotland,  no  doubt  we 
have  suffered  from  thecumukfive  Vote, 
but  in  no  part  of  the  country  has  that 
^'      Mr.  Hunter 


suffering  been  bo  acute  and  sectarianism 
80  rife  aa  in  the  City  of  Glasgow. 

(9.50.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  90 ;  Noes  128.— (Div.  List,  No.  2 10.) 

(10.3.)  Mr.  BARCLAY:  I  beg  V> 
move  the  omission  of  the  words  "  includ- 
ing any  sum  not  applied  and  distributed 
in  tenos  of  the  preceding  sub-section." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
18,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  including  any 
sum  not  applied  and  distributed  in  tonne 
of  the  preceding  sub-section.'' — (^Mr. 
Barclay.') 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  am 
willing  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN :  The  acceptance  of 
the  Amendment  means  that  tliese  words 
mean  nothing  at  aU.  This  decision  of 
the  Government  is,  at  any  rate,  a  recog- 
nition on  their  part  of  the  legitimacy  of 
the  arguments  that  have  been  brought 
forward  on  this  side  of  the  House  and  a 
confession  of  the  ambiguity  with  which 
their  proposals  have  been  laid  before  us. 

Question,  "That  the  words  prop<58ed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Sub- 
section," put,  and  negatived. 

(10.6.)  Mb.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  : 
I  should  like  to  ask  what  is  the  meaning' 
of  the  words  "  until  Parliament  other- 
wise determines  t "  I  suppose  every 
Act  we  pass  in  this  House  is  only  opei^r 
tive  until  an  Act  has  been  passed  to 
modify  it  or  put  an  end  to  it.  1  gather 
that  there  is  a  purpose  in  the  methods 
of  the  Government,  because  when  we 
come  to  Clause  3  we  find,  not  precisely 
the  same  form  of  words,  bnt  precisely 
the  same  idea.  Clause  3  is  subject  to 
an  Act  to  be  hereafter  passed  on  an 
entirely  different  subject.  I  snbmit 
that  the  words  I  have  quoted  in  this 
clause  mean  nothing  at  all,  inasmuch  as, 
whatever  Act  of  Parliament  we  jMwd 
this  year,  it  must  be  subject  to  any 
future  amending  Act.  In  order  to 
bring  the  Government  back  to  the 
ancient  conservative  methods  of  drafting 
Bills  in  this  House,  I  beg  to  move  the 
omission  of  the  words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
lt>,  to   leave    out    the    words    "  Until 
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Parliament     otherwise     determines." — 
{Mr.  Storfi/.) 

Qtteslion  proposed,  "That  the  -words 
propoaed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•(10.8.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  coald  find  precedents  for  this 
coarse  which  is  recommended  bj  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  )iia  own  side,  last 
year  we  had  a  similar  form  in  Section  22 
of  the  Local  Government  Bill.  The 
words  give  a  flavour  of  uncertainty,  and 
indicate  that  the  tax  is  not  to  be  assumed 
to  be  a  permanent  one. 

ilR.  STOREY  :  There  may  be  reasons 
for  inserting  these  words  in  the  Bill,  but 
I  never  heard  of  putting  words  into  a 
measure  in  order  to  give  it  a  "  flavour 
of  uncertainty." 

•(10.9.)  Me.  GOSCHEN  :  My  meaning 
is,  that  it  is  not  to  be  asanmed  that  this 
is  a  permanent  tax.  I  think  that  is  a 
perfectly  rational  point  to  suggest, 
though  I  may  not  have  expressed  it 
extremely  well 

(10.10.)  Me.  storey  :  I  really  do 
not  think  it  desirable  to  introduce  these 
suppositions  for  the  future.  With  re- 
gard to  what  has  fallen  from  the  Chan- 
oollor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  precedents, 
for  my  own  part  I  have  no  side.  I  sit 
below  the  Gangway,  and  if  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  above  the  Grangway  have,  in 
a  moment  of  weakness,  introduced  such 
forms,  it  does  not  strengthen  the  argu- 
ment in  my  opinion.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  assent  to  the 
omission  of  the  words,  and  leave  the 
sub-section  complete  in  itself. 

(10.11.)  Sir  W.  HARCOtJRT:  I  do 
not  quite  understand  why  the  words 
were  introduced.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  that  the  tax  out  of 
which  the  whole  of  this  money  it  to  be 
produced  is  not  to  be  a  permanent  one  ? 
He  had  better  say  that  the  whole  of  the 
Bill  is  to  be  held  in  a  state  of  suspense. 
Does  it  mean  that  next  Session  the  right 
hon.  Gientleman  may  ask  us  to  repeal 
the  whole  tax,  and  that  then  all  the 
arrangements  as  to  police  superannua- 
tion and  school  fees  wUl  be  knocked  on 
the  head  because  the  tax  upon  which  they 
rest  will   be   gone?     I  think   that  the 


argument  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  most  nnsiitisfactory,  and 
I  would  suggest  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  withdraw  both  his 
argument  and  the  words. 

•(10.12.)  Me.  GOSCHEN:  I  am  nofc 
prepared  to  withdraw  either  my  argu- 
ment or  the  words.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  see  that  these  words 
apply  specially  to  the  amount  set  free  by 
the  dropping  of  the  Licensing  Clauses. 
1  have  from  the  first  treated  the  appli- 
cation of  the  sum  so  set  free  as  a  more 
provisional  arrangement  than  the  rest. 

(10.13.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  It  is 
not  the  money  that  is  set  free,  but  the 
money  that  is  raised,  and  it  is  raised  as 
a  single  tux.  It  is  not  as  if  the  two 
things  were  distinguishable.  It  is  a 
tax  raised  upon  spirits  and  beer.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  that  a 
portion  of  this  tax  is  likely  to  be  dropped 
in  a  future  Session  ?  I  think  that  the 
second  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  even  worse  than  the 
first,  and  I  would  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  should  drop 
both. 

(10.14.)  Mb.SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  I 
think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exuheqner'a 
first  speech  had  some  force  in  it ;  but  it 
seemed  to  me  that  he  entirely  contra- 
dicted himself  in  his  second  speech.  I 
object  so  strongly  to  the  way  in  which 
we  are  handing  over  to  the  Local 
Authorities  larger  sums  than  we  ought, 
that  I  will  support  the  Government  in 
ret:wning  these  words,  because  the  more 
flavour  of  uncertainty  there  is  about  the 
arrangement  the  better  it  will  be.  I 
think  we  ought  to  let  the  Local  Authori- 
ties understand  that  Parliament  is  not 
going  to  hand  over  these  very  large 
sums  to  them  simply  in  relief  of  rates, 
but  that  at  somo  future  time  it  may 
iusist  that  they  should  apply  a  portion  of 
them  to  purposes  other  than  those  intro- 
duced in  the  Bill.  I  hope  the  Amend- 
ment will  not  bo  passed. 

(10.16.)  Mb.  a.  H.  D.  ACLAND 
(York,  W.R.,  Rotherham)  :  As  I  read 
the  Amendment  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  to  move  subsequently, 
these  words  apply   to  the  whole  sum. 
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inclading  the  residue — that  is  to  say, 
to  £750,000.  I  think  it  is  most  im- 
portant that  we  should  know  from  the 
point  of  view  of  Wales  and  Ireland 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  really 
means  that  the  grant  for  intermediate 
education  in  those  countries  is  to  have 
A  "  flavour  of  uncertainty  "  about  it. 

(10.17.)  Mb.  hunter  :  The  Govern- 
ment have  already  successfully  defied 
public  opinion,  and  now  they  are  deter- 
minedtodefy  common  sense.  If  thedrafts- 
jnandid  not  insert  these  words  by  accident 
he  is  a  very  remarkable  draftsman.  The 
inference  to  be  dranni  fiom  the  wording 
is  that  the  sum  for  free  education  is  to 
be  applied  whether  Parliament  other- 
wise determined  or  not,  but  the  residae 
ia  to  be  differently  dealt  with  and  is  only 
to  be  applied  to  the  purposes  mentioned 
in  the  Bill  until  Parliament  otherwise  de- 
termines. 

(10.20.)  The  Cemmittee  divided:— 
Ayes  150;  Noes  115.— (Di v.  List,  No. 
211.) 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
28,  at  the  end  thereof,  to  add  the 
words — 

"(li.)aDd  Bubject,  aa  aforesaid,  among  the 
county  councils  of  counties  and  town  councils 
of  burghs,  nnd  police  commiaaionera  of  police 
burgha,  in  Scotland,  in  proportion  to  the 
respective  valuationa  of  such  counties  and 
burghs  and  police  burgha  aa  such  valuations 
shall  ba  ascertained  by  Uie  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land at  the  date  of  such  distribution,  the  share 
falling  to  such  councils  and  commiaaioners 
respectively  to  be  applied  to  the  relief  of  local 
rates  levied  by  them  respectively,  in  such 
manner  as  they  may  determine." — {Mr. 
Chanetllor  of  the  Hxc/iequtr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

(10.35.)  Me.  SENCLAIR  :  The  object 
of  the  Amendment  of  which  I  have 
given  notice  is  to  meet  the  case  of  certain 
districts  in  which  the  fees  withdrawn  are 
so  large  that  the  amount  could  not  be  met 
by  the  contributions  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  from  the  Probate  Duty,  supple- 
mented by  this  new  grant,  and  that  tho 
amount  for  the  purpose  might  be  added 
to  from  the  residue.  But  aa  the  case  I 
intended  to  meet  is  covered  by  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce),  I 
think  I  shall  bestconsult  the  convenience 
Mr.  A.  11.  D.  Acland 


of  the  Committee  by  not  moving  my 
Amendment,  but  bringing  it  in  as  bearing 
on  the  question  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend 
in  the  Amendment  which  stands  next  on 
the  Paper. 

•(10.36.)  Mb.  bryce  :  I  desire  to 
move  an  addition  to  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  omitting  the  words  after  "applied 
to,"  and  add  at  the  end — 

"  Educational  purposes  in  such  manner  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  a  scheme  for  each  such 
county  and  burgh  framed  by  each  such  Uouncil 
and  approved  by  the  Scotch  Education  l)e- 
partment." 

I  am  not  without  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  a  favourable  view  of  this 
Amendment,  for  it  must  have  struck  the 
Committee  that  throughout  the  whole 
of  these  discussions  there  has  been  no 
demand  for  such  a  contribution  to  the 
rates  as  this  sum  of  money  will  make. 
It  is  altogether  a  superfluous  boon  offered 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  one  never  asked  for  by  the 
Scotch  people.  I  can  appeal  in  proof 
of  that  to  the  words  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate when  he  said  that  in  Scotland  there 
had  been  no  such  demand  for  the  relief 
of  the  rates  as  there  had  been  in  England. 
Taking  Scotland  as  a  whole,  tho  differ- 
ence between  the  two  countries  is  very 
marked,  for  I  think  there  never  has 
been  a  Session  when  English  Members 
have  not  been  asking  for  contributions 
towards  local  burdens.  Such  demands 
have  not  been  made  in  Scot- 
land. I  do  not  refer  to  the  origin  of 
this  nest  egg  of  X35,000  a  year  to  taunt 
the  Government  about  it.  Tho  sug- 
gestion to  throw  it  into  the  rates  came 
upon  us  quite  unexpectedly  when  the 
proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  the  purchase  of  licences  fell 
through.  The  Government  may  not 
like  looking  back  upon  the  period  when 
we  were  fighting  over  that  scheme,  and 
cannot  do  so  with  much  pleasure ;  but 
my  desire  is  to  make  a  golden  bridge  for 
a  retreating  enemy,  by  suggesting  to 
them  a  good  way  of  spending  this  sum, 
the  dis^wsal  of  which  seems  to  perplex 
them.  The  Government  may  yet  earn 
tho  gratitude  of  tho  Scotch  people  if 
they  will  apply  this  £35,000  satisfactorily. 
We  have  heard  the  Government  say 
that  as  regards  England,  although  they 
purpose    to    devote      the     surplus      to 
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the  rates  in  the  present  year,  their 
intention  is,  or  they  have  given  a  strong 
intimation  to  the  English  people  that  in 
future  years  they  will  propose,  to  apply 
the  English  portion  of  the  surplus  to 
secondary  or  intermediate  education  in 
England.  Tliey  have  gone  further  in 
other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  lu 
Ireland  thoy  have  devoted  the  whole  of 
the  amount  which  would  otherwise  have 
gone  to  the  purchase  of  licences,  to  pur- 
poses of  intermediate  education,  and  with 
the  full  consent  of  the  Irish  Members. 
Something  even  bf  tter  has  been  done  in 
Wales.  The  Welsh  people  are  going  to 
get  this  money  to  supplement  the 
amount  they  have  under  their  Inter- 
mediate Education  Act,  and  wbich  has 
already  begun  t«  be  applied  in  a 
manner  which  promises  to  be  hiijhly 
beneficial  and  likely  to  promote  the  beat 
educational  interests  of  Wales.  What 
I  desire  to  suggest  to  the  Committee  is 
that  the  example  has  been  so  well  set  in 
the  case  of  Ireland  and  iu  the  ease  of 
Wales,  and  hinted  at  in  the  case  of  Eng- 
land, should  bo  applied  in  the  case  of 
Scotland.  My  proposixls,  I  venture  to 
say,  will  be  generally  consonant  with 
the  views  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers. The  Divisions  upon  this  Bill 
have  been  significant.  There  has 
always  been  a  majority  of  Scotch 
Members  in  favour  of  applying  tlie 
money  to  educational  purjjoses,  and  upon 
the  main  Division  there  was  a  crushing 
majority — 42  to  14 — of  Scotch  Members 
in  favour  of  applying  the  money  to  free 
education.  I  believe  I  express  the 
general  opinion  among  Scotch  Members 
in  saying  that  if  we  cannot  get  the  com- 
plete extinction  of  fees  which  we  think 
to  be  by  far  the  best  course,  we  still 
would  like  an  educational  application 
of  the  money.  I  do  not  wish  to 
detain  the  Committee  by  dilating  upon 
the  need  in  Scotland  for  some  further 
provision  for  secondary  or  inter- 
mediate education,  for  that  is  a 
mattar  of  common  knowledge.  There  is 
no  Scotch  Member  who  does  not  feel 
that  if  we  were  free  to  have  a  Scotch 
Session  to  deal  with  our  own  needs  one  of 
our  first  Bills  would  be  a  measure  for 
the  purpose  of  improving  intermediate 
education  in  Scotland.  The  old  Grammar 
and  Burgh  Schools  of  the  country  are  not 
Bufliciently  numerous  nor  sufficiently 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [thied  series.] 


well  equipped ;  in  many  of  the  newer 
towns  no  such  schools  exist ;  the  pro- 
vision of  endowments  is  scanty,  except 
in  one  or  two  places,  such  as  Edin- 
burgh, and  there  are  large  rural 
areas  in  which  secondary  schools  either 
are  lacking  or  are  so  placed  that 
they  cannot  serve  the  needs  of  the 
country.  That  is  particularly  so  in  the 
Northern  and  Highland  counties.  No- 
body can  deny  that  money  would  be 
usefully  employed  in  promoting  secon- 
dary or  iutt'rmediate  education,  and  the 
expend  itui"e  of  a  comparatively  small 
sum  as  a  nucleus  with  this  object  would 
be  of  immense  advantage  to  the  nation 
at  large.  So,  too,  as  r^^ards  technical 
education.  Very  few  of  the  city  or 
burgh  schools  have  yet  made  proper 
provision  for  technical  education  under 
the  Act  we  passed  in  1887.  That  Act  has 
not  been  largely  availed  of,  but  nothing 
would  do  more  to  stimulate  its  operation 
than  to  put  a  sum  at  the  disposal  of~ 
Local  Authorities,  to  be  made  the 
nucleus  for  the  promotion  of  technical 
education.  The  gift  of  even  a  small 
sum  to  make  a  beginning  has  the 
most  useful  results  in  stimulating- 
local  liberality.  There  are  many  other 
methods  and  plans  by  which  the  money 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Local  Authoritiea 
might  be  well  applied.  There  is  the 
promotion  of  evening  schools,  a  subject 
with  which  some  Members  are  more 
competent  to  deal  with  than  I  am,  and 
to  which  one  of  my  hon.  Friends 
proposes  to  call  attention.  There  is 
also  the  maintenance  of  what  are  called 
continuation  schools.  It  is  not  sO' 
much  a  large  sum  that  is  needed 
as  money  well  directed  which  would 
Btimakte  local  benevolence.  To  such  an. 
end  the  value  of  this  £35,000  is  great,, 
and  out  of  all  proportion  to  its  actual 
amount.  It  may  be  made  the  beginning 
of  educational  work  in  this  direction,  a 
beginning  for  which  we  may  have  to 
wait  a  long  time  if  we  do  not  take  the 
first  stop  with  this  money  we  have  at 
hand.  It  may  be  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment that  further  legislation  is  required 
to  give  effect  to  it.  A  short  and  simple 
Act  would  be  all  that  is  needed,  and  this 
might  be  passed  early  in  next  Session  ; 
meanwhile,  the  one  substantial  thing 
we  desire  to  secure  is  that,  instead 
of  this  money  going  to  the  relief 
2  Y 
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of  the  rates,  it  ahaW  be  devoted  to 
some  educational  purposes.  The  relief 
to  the  rates  would  be  absolutely 
infinitesimal.  This  sum  of  £35,000 
is,  I  lielieve,  not  more  tlian  ono-seven- 
hundredtli  of  the  whole  rating  of 
Swtland  ;  and  if  hon.  Members  will  only 
consider  the  proportion  that  will  fall  in 
their  own  district  to  the  relief  of  rate- 
payers in  counties  and  burghs,  they  will 
npiireciate  that  it  will  have  no  sensible 
effect.  The  Government  will  earn  no 
sul'istautial  gratitude  by  giving  relief  in 
the  form  they  propose.  I  may  perhaps 
oe  met  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  the  objection  that  the  Local  Govem- 
taent  Act  for  Scotland  makes  no  direct 
provision  for  enabling  County  Councils  to 
act  in  educational  matters.  The  answer 
to  that  is  twofold.  In  the  first  place,  it 
must  bo  remembered  when  we  come  tu 
complete  the  system  of  intermediate 
education  for  Scotland  wo  shall  be  forced 
to  use  County  Councils,  Scliool  Btwirds  not 
Imving  a  sufliciently  wide  jurisdiction  ; 
and  why  not  entrust  Councils  which 
are  certainly  not  overburdened  at 
present  with  some  educational  func- 
tions, following  an  example  which  has 
had  such  happy  results  in  Wales? 
Another  answer  is  to  refer  to  the  15th 
section  of  the  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  of  last  year,  which  provides 
that  it  shall  Ije  lawful  for  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  to  make  from  time  to  time 
Provisional  Orders  for  the  transfer  to  a 
County  Council  of  c«rtain  powers,  duties, 
and  liabilities,  now  exercised  by  the 
Privy  Council  or  the  Scotch  Education 
Dejiartment  in  regard  to  matters  of  an 
administrative  character.  I  think  the 
Committee  will  observe  under  that  pro- 
vision, which  Sfems  to  point  to  some 
action  of  the  kind  prn[X)sed  in  this 
Amendment,  it  would  not  be  difiicult  for 
the  Government,  if  they  took  up  this 
j)ro|]Osal  with  sympathy,  to  make 
Pnjvisional  Orders  under  which  the 
powers  of  County  Councils  might  be 
considerably  extended  and  various  edu- 
cational functions  conferred  on  them, 
enabling  them  to  deal  with  the  matter. 
I  do  not  believe  there  would  be  any 
jealousy  on  the  part  of  School  Boards  at 
seeing  the  purjxjses  of  secondary  educa- 
tion so  advanced.  With  regard  to  police 
burghs  as  well  as  other  burghs,  it  might 
be  that  the  School  Boards  would  be  more 
Mr,  Bryee 


appropriate  botlies  than  the  Commis- 
sioners or  Councils,  and  it  would  be 
easy  to  modify  this  Amendment,  so  as 
to  enable  them  to  deal  with  the 
expenditure  of  the  money.  I  may  add 
that  the  suggestion  in  my  Amendment 
is  that  any  scheme  of  the  kind  should 
have  the  concurrence  of  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Department,  and  this  will  be  a  guar- 
antee against  any  imprudent  experiments 
which  authorities  in  counties  or  burghs 
may  bo  thought  likely  to  be  tempted  to 
make.  I  do  not  wish,  having  stilted 
the  principle  of  my  Amendment,  to 
occupy  more  time  in  urging  it.  I  trust 
that  the  Government  will  give  it  fair 
consideration  ;  that  they  will  have  some 
regard  to  the  wishes  of  a  large 
majority  of  Scotch  Members  ;  and  that 
whether  or  nob  I  have  suggested  the 
best  machinery  for  carrying  out  the 
purpose,  that  they  will  not  allow  this 
residue  to  be  lost,  like  a  snowflake  in  a 
river,  in  the  reduction  of  rates, 
but  will  reserve  it  for  a  purpose  for 
which  it  is  gfreatly  needed  and  where  it 
can  be  used  with  the  happiest  results. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment, 

To  leave  out  from  the  words  "  applied  to,' 
tu  the  end  of  the  propoiied  Amendment,  in 
order  to  ndd  the  words  "  ediicational  purposes, 
in  such  manner  iis  msy  be  prescrifwd  by  a 
scheme  for  each  such  county  and  burgh, 
framed  by  each  such  council,  and  approved  by 
the  Scotch  Education  UajMirtaient," — {Mr. 
Bryet,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proiiosed.  "  That  the  words 
'  to  the  relief  of  local  rates  levied  by 
them  respectively,'  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

•(10.50.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Certainly 
I  cannot  complain  of  the  tone  or 
substance  of  the  speech  of  my  hou. 
Friend,  who  has  stated  in  a  very  tem- 
perate manner  snnie  of  the  purjxises  to 
which,  in  his  belief,  the  money  might  bo 
legitimately  applied.  I  can  assure  him 
that  the  suggestions  he  has  made  are 
but  a  reflex  of  the  consideration  the 
Government  have  given  to  this  subject. 
The  Government  have  already  con- 
sidered whether  it  would  be  proper  to 
dedicate  this  sum  to  the  purposes  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  referred. 
The  hon.  Member  has  alluded  to  the 
attitude  the  Government    have    taken 
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«ip  with  respect  to  intennediato  educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  Wales,  and  England.  In 
Ireland  wo  proposed  to  devote  a  con- 
siderable sum  to  intermediate  education, 
and  in  Wales  als<i.  In  England, 
although  we  have  no  proposals  at 
present,  we  do  conttiraplate  tiio  possi- 
bility of  some  liabilities  with  respect 
€o  edncation  being  put  upon  County 
Councils  in  the  future.  With  regai'd  to 
IrjlandaudWales  wehave  the  machinery 
ready  by  which  the  sum  placed  at  the 
'disposal  of  the  constituted  authorities 
for  intermediate  education  may  at  once 
be  utilised.  But  in  England  and  Scotland 
we  have  no  such  machinery  ready,  and 
ive  do  not  see  our  way  to  constitute 
machinery  at  once  for  the  purpose.  Now, 
I  am  perfectly  ready  to  give  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  others  who  hold  the  same 
doctrine  that  he  does,  thi.s  assurance  :  that 
I  think  it  is  a  matter  perfectly  open  to 
legitimate  discussion  whether  County 
CJouncils  should  not  in  the  future  bo 
trusted  with  some  of  the  powers  which 
my  hou.  Friend  has  indicated  ;and  in  the 
«ame  way  as  we  hope  to  consider  the 
case  with  rtspect  to  England,  so  we  hope 
to  consider  and  promote  it  in  the  case  of 
Scotland.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  pre- 
clude the  idea  of  such  a  change,  though 
jjerlmps  not  quite  so  complete  as  my  hon. 
Friend  1ms  suggested.  Hon.  Members 
acquainted  with  the  situation  of  the 
Local  Authorities  in  Scotland  will  admit 
that  at  the  ]iresent  moment  the  County 
Councils  and  the  Town  Councils  do  not 
stand  in  any  relation  whatever  to  the 
educationalarrangements  of  that  OJuntrj'. 
They  would  have  entirely  to  leani  their 
business ;  they  have  no  relation  whatever 
to  primary  education.  It  would,  I  think, 
be  most  undesirable  to  bring  about  a 
collision  or  a  contact  between  such  bodies 
ns  the  Town  Council  of  Glasgow, 
iiud  tho  School  Board  of  Glasgow 
in  order  to  determine  any  of 
these  eduational  problems.  We  may 
iay  it  down  as  a  principle  that 
tho  County  Councils  are  not  in  a  position 
at  present  to  interfere  in  ony  way  with 
elementary  edncation  in  Scotland,  and  in 
tliat  I  think  I  shall  have  the  adhesion  of 
a  good  many  Members  from  Scotland. 
But  my  hon.  Friend,  I  know,  is  thinking 
moro  of  intermediate  education.  Well, 
the  County  Councils  are  a  new  body ; 
theyhaveyettowintheir8pnre,andIdonbt 


whether,  in  tho  remaining  part  of  this 
financial  year,  they  would  be  able  satis- 
factorily to  work  nut  the  schemes 
suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend.  They 
would  have  to  work  out  those  schemes 
under  pressure,  and  that  would  be  an 
undesirable  position  in  which  to  place 
any  body  having  money  at  their  disposal, 
and  having  to  find  a  means  for  its 
application  in  the  current  year.  It  is 
undesirable  to  hurry  County  Councils 
into  any  outlay  on  schemes  with  regard 
til  those  great  questions  of  educational 
organisation  which  require  so  much  care. 
My  hon.  Friend  thinks  the  sum  is  so 
small  that  it  will  have  no  appreciable 
effect  upon  the  rates,  but  really  I  think 
the  ratepayers  might  put  the  sum  to 
very  good  account  by  paying  off  some  of 
the  debt  and  relieving  themselves  in 
other  directions.  If  it  is  small  as 
applied  to  the  relief  of  the  rates,  so  also 
it  is  small  as  applied  to  a  great  educa- 
tional experiment.  I  would  press  that 
point  that  it  would  be  undesirable  to 
hurry  the  County  Councils  into  outlay 
on  questions  of  educational  organisation 
where  the  utmost  care  is  required  to 
avoid  making  great  mistakes.  I  wish  to 
reserve  to  the  Government  the  freedom 
and  the  privilege  of  Ijcing  able  to  deal 
with  intL'rmediato  edncation  in  Scotland 
on  some  future  occasion.  As  hon. 
Members  know,  the  time  will  come  when 
further  money  will  lie  available  for 
eduaition  in  Scotland  ;  and  as  so  much 
has  been  done  in  the  direction  of  primary, 
elementiiry  education,  there  will  be  all 
tho  more  means  at  our  disposal  to  enter 
upon  ft  substantial,  reasonable,  well-con- 
sidered scheme  for  promoting  inter- 
mediate education  which  is  near  to  tho 
hearts  of  Members  on  both  aides  of  tho 
House.  A  certain  sum  of  money  has 
been  set  free  by  the  operation  of  the 
Educational  Endowments  Commission, 
and  that  sura  has  been  employed  in  the 
promotion  of  intermediate  education.  I 
understand  that  some  urgent  cases  have 
been  dealt  with,  and  wo  may  look  forward 
to  the  time  when  we  may  all  concentrate 
our  minds  upon  working  out  some  satis- 
factory system  of  intermediate  and  tech- 
nical education  for  Scotland.  On  behalf 
of  the  Government,  I  am  unable  to 
accept  the  Amendment. 

•(ll.O.)      Mr.     ESSLEMONT     (Aber- 
deen, E.) :    I  certainly  have  nothing  to 
2  Y  2 
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complain  of  in  the  tone  with  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  lias  met 
the  arguments  of  ray  hon.  Friend.  But 
the  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  altogether  too  ajxilogetic. 
Wliy  is  it  that  County  Councils  have 
such  limited  powers  ?  It  is  because  the 
Government  would  grant  them  no  more 
powers.  It  was  the  desire  of  almost 
every  Member  ro! prose n ting  Scotland 
that  County  Councils  should  have  more 
ample  powers  than  they  at  present 
possess.  The  right  lum.  Gentleman 
argues  as  if  the  Educational  Endowments 
Commissioners  had  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  Local  Authorities  an  amount  of  money 
more  than  sufficient  for  the  requirements 
of  secondary  and  technical  education  in 
Scotland  or  would  have  the  means  here- 
after, but  that  certainly  is  not  the  case. 
I  have  had  occasion  already  to  commend 
the  liberality  of  the  Commissioners  in 
appropriating  as  much  as  they  possibly 
can  of  these  endowments  t<3  the  promo- 
tion of  secondary  and  technical  educa- 
tion ;  but  we  have  had  constantly  before 
us  the  idea  in  Scotland  that  the  Edurai- 
tional  Endowments  Commissioners  are 
not  at  liberty  to  dispose  of  money  which 
was  originally  bequeathed  by  pious 
donors  in  favour  of  education  to  purposes 
of  higher  education,  and  this  has,  to  a 
certain  extent,  overborne  the  desire  of 
the  Commissioners.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  E.Tchequer  is  entirely  wrong  in 
assuming  that  the  appropriation  of 
money  in  r*i\wt  of  the  payment  of  school 
fees  in  Scotland  in  18bi9  has  done  any- 
thing whatever  for  the  promotion  of 
education.  It  has,  however,  undoubtedly 
given  a  fair  and  just  relief  in  those  parts 
where  the  pressure  of  fees  wasseverely  felt. 
We  hope  that  this  small  sum  of  money 
may  be  added  for  the  purpose  of  stimu- 
lating secondary  and  higher  education. 
What  I  have  endeavoured  to  impress  on 
the  Government  is  this,  that  with  the 
comparatively  small  sum  now  offered 
they  will  bu  able  to  give  a  great 
stimulus  to  higher  education.  The 
money  may,  as  you  propose,  be  applied 
to  the  relief  of  the  rates,  but,  as  a  fact, 
in  Scotland  there  is  no  demand  that  it 
shall  be  applied  in  that  direction,  while 
there  is  a  universal  demand — and  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  not  deny  it — that 
the  County  Councils  and  Local  Authori- 
ties shall  have  control  over  the  expendi- 
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ture  of  this  grant.  If  they  «ro  givea 
such  powers  iis  we  a-sk,  no  doubt  they 
will  be  stimulated  ^to  promote  evening 
schools  and  secondary  e<iucation  beyoud- 
tho  Fifth  Standard.  Why  should  the 
Government  tie  the  hands  of  the  County 
Councils  and  the  Town  Councils  when 
there  is  no  doubt  they  will  exercise  their 
powers  in  the  promotion  of  better 
education  in  Scotland?  The  Govern- 
ment seem  determined  to  discourage  the 
application  of  this  money  to  higher  or 
secondary  education.  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate cannot  be  ignoi-aut  of  the  fact  that 
in  Aberdeen  a  great  stimulus  has  beea 
given  to  such  education  by  a  few 
thousands  from  the  Gordon  College. 
We  only  ask  for  a  little  freedom  of 
action,  and  for  a  power  to  exercise  a. 
little  discretion,  so  that  we  may  apply 
this  money  to  the  best  possible  ad- 
vantage. I  cannot  see  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  the  Lord  Advocate  should 
use  their  great  abilities  in  finding 
excuses  why  the  people  of  Scotland, 
sliould  not  aspire  to  higher  education.  I 
hope  that  they  will  agree  to  our  reasonable 
proposal,  and  give  the  Local  Authorities 
power  to  promote  technical  and  higher 
education  by  means  of  money  which 
really  belongs  to  the  Scotch  people. 

(11.12.)  Mr.  BUCHANAN:  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  only 
dealt  with  one  part  of  the  Amendment. 
He  referred  only  to  the  County  Councils, 
and  not  to  the  Town  Councils.  I  under- 
stand it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Amend- 
ment to  give  this  money  to  Town  and 
County  Councils  to  spend  as  they  choose, 
but  it  is  intended  to  give  a  direction  that 
it  shall  be  spent  in  promoting  education. 
The  Town  Councils  of  Scotland  are 
specially  qualified  to  dischai-go  such  a 
trust,  and  to  st'lect  suitable  objects 
to  which  the  money  shall  be  devoted. 
I  think  the  Government  would  do  well 
to  assent  to  the  proposition  to  give 
directions  to  the  Town  and  County 
Councils  to  apply  this  residue  for  educa- 
tional purposes.  The  great  difficulty  in 
a  large  city  like  Edinburgh  will  be  for 
the  Town  Council  to  know  what  to  do 
with  this  money.  The  rates  in  Edin- 
burgh amount  to  about  £150,000  a  year, 
and  what  gain  will  it  he  to  the  Town 
Council  to  get  this  small  sum  of  £4,000 
or  £5,000  ?    Without  any  direction  aa 
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to  tlie  expenditure  of  it,  it  will  probably 
give  more  diasatiafaction  than  otherwise. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  are  many 
excellent  educational  iaatitations  in 
Edinburgh,  and  the  eipenditare  of  this 
money  might  be  attended  with  the  most 
valuable  consequences  to  the  community, 
if  conducted  as  we  sug-geat,  whereas  if 
it  goes  only  in  the  relief  of  the  hjciil  rates 
the  benefit  to  the  ratepayers  will  be  in- 
finitesimal. 

(1 1.20.)  Mr.  a.  ELLIOT  (Roxburprh)  : 
I  hope  that  this  Amendment  will  be 
looked  at  in  a  practical  light,  for  it  really 
involves  the  introduction  of  a  new  scheme 
of  etiucation,  to  be  carried  out  by  Local 
Bodies  not  specially  identified  with  the 
fiubjcct  and  having  no  special  machinery 
for  dealing  with  it.  It  is  easy  to  point 
out  how  large  centres  like  Edinburgh 
may  benefit  by  this  grant,  but  it  is 
rather  the  duty  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchet^uor  to  look  to  the  best  general 
use  of  the  money  in  both  town  and 
<50nutry.  I  do  not  think  the  rural  con- 
stituencies would  gain  much  benefit  if 
this  money  were  devoted  to  educational 
purposes,  and  handed  over  to  technical 
■colleges.  After  all,  the  money  in  ques- 
tion is  taken  from  Imperial  sources,  and 
Parliament  hardly  has  the  right  t:)  do- 
vote  it  to  the  cause  of  some  special 
interest  in  special  localities.  The  rate- 
payer is  ubiquitous,  and  I  think  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  en- 
deavoured to  benefit  the  community  in 
general  in  the  application  of  the  fund. 
I  think  the  ratepayers  are  entitled  tu 
this  relief.  I  hope  that  this  discussion 
will  not  be  prolonged.  If  the  same  kind 
of  verljal  criticism  were  applied  to  all 
legislation  as  has  been  applied  to  the 
clause  before  the  Committee,  no  measure 
would  ever  pass  through  the  House  of 
Commons.  1  lielieve  the  Chancellor  of 
4he  Exchequer  to  be  right  in  this  case. 
I  believe  he  has  tried  to  benefit  the  com- 
munity in  general.  Wo  must  all  recog- 
nise that  great  things  have  teun  done 
for  education  in  Scotland  by  the  present 
Government.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  the  present  proposal  has 
•considered  the  interests  of  the  general 
community,  and  he  deserves,  and  will 
receive,  the  support  of  a  large  section 
of  tlie  people  of  Scotland  for  his  proposals 
with   regard  to  the  appplication  of  this 
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(11.2.5.)  Mb.  storey  :  I  note  with 
satisfaction  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend  in  favour  of  giving  this 
money  not  to  any  section  of  the 
{Hiople,  but  to  the  community  as 
a  whole.  When  we  remember  the 
attitude  he  took  up  recently  at  the 
time  it  was  proposed  to  devote  this  very 
mnney  to  a  much  worse  section  of  the 
public,  and  to  a  much  worse  question 
than  education 

Mk.  a.  ELLIOT:  I  voted  that  it 
should  be  used  for  the  extinction  of 
licences. 

Mb.  STOREY  :  When  we  remember 
his  former  attitude  we  are  grateful  to 
him  now  for  his  change  of  opinion.  It 
may  be  a  matter  for  surprise  that  an 
Euglish  Member  should  interfere  in  a 
Debate  pL-cuHarly  Scotch.  No  doubt  we 
have  no  direct  interest  in  this  matter, 
but  wo  have  an  indirect  interest,  for  we 
are  jealous  about  the  making  of  prece- 
dents which  are  calculated  to  give  us  some 
trouble  when  we  come  to  amend  the 
English  law.  Of  course,  wo  sympathise 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Aberdeen  in  the 
object  ho  has  in  view.  We  shall,  as 
Englishmen,  be  glad  to  see  the  Scotch 
people  get  more  education,  for  they  need 
it  nearly  as  much  as  the  English  people, 
but  the  Amendment  contains  a  vicious 
principle,  in  that  it  proposes  to  give  the 
control  of  this  money  to  Burgh  Com- 
missioners and  County  Councils,  and  it 
altogether  ignores  the  claim  of  the  exist- 
ing School  Boards  to  deal  with  it 

•Me.  BRYCPJ  :  I  should  prefer  to  give 
it  to  School  Boards  rather  tlian  Town 
Councils  or  Bui-gh  Commissioners  in 
burghs  where  School  Boards  exist. 

Mk.  STOREY:  I  was  not  afraid  of 
what  tho  hon.  Member  was  willing  to 
do,  for  I  knew  ho  would  tiike  a  common 
sense  view  of  the  matter.  But  it  appeared 
to  me  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  delighted  that  a  proiiosal 
should  emanate  from  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  in  favour  of  placing  educa- 
tioniil  matters  in  the  hands  of  the 
Burgh  Commissioners  and  County 
Councils  in  Scotland.  He  knows  that 
in  England  attempts  were  made,  time 
after  time,  to  adopt  a  similar  course, 
and  to  introduce  bodies  other  than 
the  Schoiil  Boards  into  educational 
matters.     Unfortunately,  they  were  to  a 
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certain  extent  successful,    C8ix?ciivlly  in 
science  and  art  instruction  and  technical 
education.      Hon.    Gentlemen    opposite  ' 
always  seem  to  look  witb    suspicion  and  \ 
doubt  on  the  action  of  the  School  Boards, 
and  have  more  than  once   attempted  to  , 
lessen  their  usefulness   and  exalt  other  j 
authorities.     We  English    Undicals,    at 
least,  believe    in   the    principle    "  as  for 
Scotland,    80    for    England."     I   should 
accordingly  like  ko  see   the  Amendment 
modified ;  but   in   any  casu  I  slmll   vote 
for  it,  for  1  am  prepared  U>  divide  against 
anything    introduced     by     the    present 
Government,  but  I  shall   guard   myself 
from    admitting  it  as   a  precedent    for 
England. 

•(11.30.)  Mb.  PROVAND:  I  wish 
to  put  in  a  plea  for  another  educa- 
tional purpose  to  vrhich  thia  money 
could  be  applied  in  Scotland— namely, 
for  the  formation  of  evening  contiuua 
tion  schools.  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  about  the  money  being  given  to 
the  ii»te|»yers,  but  the  ratepayer  has  no 
claim  to  it,  especially  as  it  was  originally 
intended  for  quite  another  object  than 
his  relief.  Probably  no  branch  of  educa- 
tion has  l)een  more  dbcussed  within  the 
last  few  years  than  evening  continuation 
schools,  and  certjiinly  no  branch  of 
education  luis  been  more  generally 
approved.  It  has  been  felt  and  stated  by 
educationalists  of  all  Parties  that  the  pre- 
bent  method  <>f  education  is  defective 
through  the  absence  of  such  schools, 
because  under  the  present  system  the 
great  mass  of  children,  leaving  school,  as 
they  do,  at  a  comparatively  early  ago, 
soon  forget  much  of  what  they  have  been 
taught.  This  involves  a  great  waste  of 
money,  and  is  a  disadvantage  to  the 
State  as  well  as  to  the  individual.  The 
majority  of  the  recent  Royal  Commission 
on  Education  strongly  recommended  in 
their  Re[K)rt  the  fomuition  of  evening 
continuation  schools,  and  used  these 
words  in  their  Report — 

"That  the  necessity  of  having  some  form  ol 
evening  school  for  the  purpoao  of  flxiog  and 
miiking  permanent  the  dity  school  instruclioo 
U  almost  self-evident ;  and  that  it  would  lie 
worth  the  while  of  the  Suite  to  spend  more 
inoi«7  on  luoh  scbola." 

There  lias  been  no  such  profitable 
investment  ever  made  by  the  State 
as  that  which  has  been  devoted  to 
expenditure  in  educating  the  young. 
Mr.  Storey 


The  Rejwrt  of  the  Committee  of  tlie 
Council  on  Education  in  Scotland  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Hou.se  to-day,  nnd,  itt 
glancing  through  it,  I  notice  that  this 
matter  bos  received  theii-  attention. 
Thty  say  : — 

"  We  reifTPt  to  find  that  the  education  of 
many  children  appears  to  l>o  discontiouet) 
us  a  ion  as  the  standard  uf  exeoiplion  is 
reached." 

This  is  true  of  Scotland,  although  the- 
children  go  later  to  school  and  stay  a. 
little  longer,  than  they  do  in  England.  Id 
another  part  of  their  Report,  the  Com- 
mittee dealing  with  the  question  of 
continuation  schools,  say  : — 

"  We  are  as  strongly  convinced  as  formerly 
of  the  importance  ol  such  ochools,  both  ia 
developinj;  and  rendetiiig  prrmauent  the  woric 
begun  in  the  day  schools." 

InprL'viousReportstheCommitteespokeitt 
favour  of  evening  schools,  and  there  ha» 
been  some  increase  of  their  number  in 
Scotland.  The  average  at  which  child- 
ren leave  school  in  Scotland  is  rather 
high,  and  yet  there  is  only  one  child  out 
of  8  in  school  in  that  country  over  li 
years  of  age.  There  is  room  for  a  large 
number  of  evening  schools,  to  enable 
children  to  continue  their  instruction  at 
night.  Now,  what  will  it  cost  to  pro- 
vide continuation  schools?  We  ex}Tend 
in  Scotland,  from  all  sources,  nearly 
£1,400,000  every  year  on  iuspectej 
schools.  A  large  percentage  of  that 
amount  must  be  wasted.  A  very  small 
sum,  say  3,  4,  or  5  per  cent,  of  that 
amount,  would  be  sufficient  to  provide  a 
sy.stem  of  continuation  sfhools  through- 
out the  country.  The  saving  from  the 
adoption  of  such  a  system  will  be  cou- 
siderable.  Mr.  'Paton,  of  Nottingham, 
who  jirolMibly  has  had  more  exjjerience 
in  this  country  on  the  subject  than  any- 
body, points  out  that — 

"  First  we  build  up  at  an  immense  expense- 
a  coluusal  system  of  priraury  edacation,  nod 
then  see  and  allow  the  results  of  it  to  be  very 
l»rjr<'ly  wasted  and  lost.  'Ceachei  s  speak  dis- 
mally of  the  havoc  to  the  fruit  of  their  labours 
in  lliu  titst  two  years  after  school  is  left.  We 
ct'UHu  to  educate  at  the  moHt  important,  the 
most  receptive,  the  most  plastic  period  of  life." 

The  money  that  will  be  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Local  Authorities  in  Scotland  for 
this  purpose  will  be  something  like 
£35,000.  It  is  a  very  small  sum,  com- 
pared with  the  amount  we  expend  on 
education  generally,  but  it  will  be  some- 
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thing  towards  the  total  needed.  I  have 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hou.  Member  for  North 
Aberdeen. 
•(11.41.)  Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN  :  I  have  great  sympathy  with 
wliat  has  been  said  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Mover  of  the  Amendment,  by  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Provand),  who  has 
just  sat  down,  and  others.  They  have 
urged  the  claims  of  certain  educational 
purposes  to  a  share  of  this  money,  but  1 
am  bound  to  say  1  see  considerable 
difficulty  in  at  once  proceeding  to  take 
the  step  which  is  recommended  by  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bryce).  In  Scotland 
wc  have  great  needs  in  regard  to  inter- 
mediate education,  but  there  is  no 
machinery  ready  at  hand  by  which  the 
money  thus  applied  could  be  immediately 
administered  with  success.  I  do  not 
share  the  fear  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  as 
to  the  County  Councils.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  feeling  which  may  exist  in 
England  extends  in  any  degree  to  Scot- 
land, and  that  fact  is  owing  to  the 
circumstance  tlmt,  as  we  in  Scotland  have 
fortunately  a  universal  system  of  School 
Board  schools,  we  have  not  that  jealousy 
with  regard  to  School  Board  schools 
which  exists  in  England.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  if  educational  matters  were 
handed  over  to  the  County  Councils  in 
England,  it  would  be  regarded  as  a 
triumph  over  the  School  Board  by  those 
who  may  be  said  to  belong  to  the 
reactioniiry  party  in  education,  who 
have  always  opposed  the  School 
Board  system.  In  Scotland  the  same 
condition  of  things  does  not  exist, 
and  I  have  looked  forward  to  the 
time  when  the  machinery  of  County 
Boards  and  District  Boards,  which  I 
hope  will  bo  soon  set  up,  will  be  en- 
trusted with  the  edacation  of  the 
country.  But  I  do  not  think  the  time 
for  that  change  lias  yet  come.  The 
County  Councils  were  only  established 
last  year,  and  wo  must  allow  them  to 
become  really  ocenstomcd  to  their 
duties  before  we  impose  new  duties 
of  this  kind  upon  them.  On  these 
grounds  I  have  great  scruples  about 
supjiorting  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friead,  although  I  entirely  ogree  with 
him  in  the  main  purpose  of  the  Amend- 
ment.    I  agree  with  him  in  this,  that  if 


we  cannot  have  the  money  applied  to  the 
relief  of  fees  in  primary  schools,  as  we 
desire,  I  do  not  know  of  any  object 
more  tempting  and  alluring  to  me  than 
that  which  he  proposes.  Perhaps  the  ob- 
ject least  tempting  and  alluring  is  that 
selected  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, namely,  what  I  have  already  called 
the  naked  and  brutal  relief  of  rates.  I  do 
not  think  much  can  be  said — at  least,  I 
have  never  heard  anything  very  satis- 
factoiy  said — in  justiticatiun  of  that  pro- 
posal ;  but,  although  I  do  not  ajjprove 
of  the  Government  proposal,  and 
although  I  find  we  are  thwarted  in  our 
desire  to  obtain  what  we  prefer,  I  hope 
my  hon.  Friend  will  not  press  the 
Amendment  he  has  moved.  If  he  does, 
although  1  shall  certainly  not  vote 
against  him,  1  do  not  think  I  can 
see  my  way  clear  to  support  him, 

(11.4.').)  Mr.  SINCLAIR:  The  pro- 
posal of  my  hon.  Friend  allows  this 
residue  to  be  applied  also  in  freeing 
school  fees  where  it  is  necessary  to  do 
BO — And  there  are  some  cases  in  Scot- 
land where  it  will  be  necessary  to  apply 
a  further  sum  of  money  than  that  ob- 
tained from  Imperial  sources  to  thia 
purpose.  There  are  districts  in  Scot- 
land— I  represent  one  of  them  myself — 
where  the  amount  derived  from  the  Pro- 
bate Grant,  and  from  this  special  source, 
will  not  be  sufficient  to  remit  the  fees' 
within  the  compulsory  area  alone. 
There  will  be  a  further  sum  to 
bo  obtained  from  fees  or  elsewhere^ 
unless  the  character  of  the  education  is 
to  be  reduced'.  I  hope,  therefore,  the 
Government  will  allow  this  money  to  bo 
devoted  to  purjioses  of  education,  in  case 
of  need,  as  proposed  by  the  Amendment. 
There  are  no  districts  where  the  desire 
to  have  continuation  schools,  for  the 
benefit  of  those  who  have  been  com- 
pelled to  leave  school  at  an  early  age,  is 
stronger  than  it  is  in  those  wluch  will 
suffer  OS  1  have  mentioned.  I  hope, 
therefore,  the  Government  will  see  their 
way  to  accepting  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend. 

(11.47.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  187;  Noes  139.— (Div.  List,  No, 
212.) 


Original  Qaestion  a^n  proposed, 
"That  tliose  words  be  there  added." 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 


Committee    report 
again  to-morrow. 


Progress  ;   to  sit 
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out  this  p«rt  of  the  Bill  would  be  that 
the  Local  Authorities  would  have  to  pay 
a  somewhat  higher  rate  of  interest,  and, 
consequently,  the  rates  would  l>e  raised. 
The  hon.  Member  seems  to  be  under  the 
impression  that  the  London  County 
Council  has  raised  the  rates.  But 
what  are  the  facts?  The  last  pre- 
cept of  the  Metropolitan  Board  was  at 
the  rate  of  lO'ld.  per  annum.  To  this 
must  be  added  the  payment  to  the 
Guardians  at  the  rate  of  id.  per  day  per 
head  for  indoor  paupers.  That  is  in 
addition  to  the  Metropolitan  Rate,  and  a 
ccjrres finding  rt-lief  of  the  local  Poor 
Rate,  and  amounts  to  l-88d.  Again, 
there  must  be  added  the  cost  of  services 
formerly  provided  for  by  County  Justices 
in  the  old  County  Rate,  amounting  to 
l'72d.  These  items  make  up  13'7d., 
and  the  present  rate  is  12-53d.  Of 
L'ourse,  to  complete  the  com])ari8on  the 
Government  contribution  and  the  loss  of 
the  Coal  Dues  would  have  to  be  allowed 
for,  and  the  net  result  will  be  that  there 
is  an  increase  of  tlio  hundredth  part  of 
a  penny,  which  is  mainly  due  to  in- 
creased expenditure  on  parks.  The 
hon.  Member  also  said  that  the  debt  of 
London  was  increasing  at  the  rate  of 
£1,000,000  a  year.  This,  also,  is 
entirely  an  error.  The  net  debt  is  now 
£17,800.000.  Five  years  ago  it  was 
£1(5,900,000.  To  that  must  be  added 
£670,000,  which  was  taken  over  from 
Surrey  and  Middlesex  when  parts  of 
these  counties  were  included  in  London, 
and  which,  therefore,  is  no  new  debt. 
These,  then,  makes£17,G00,000,andas  the 
debt  is  now  £17,800,000  the  increase  has 
been  £200,000  in  five  years.  So  far,  there- 
fore, from  being  an  increase  of  £1 ,000,000 
a  year,  the  increase  has  really  been  under 
£50,000  a  year.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
the  House  will  agree  to  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

(1 2.G.)     Mb.  BATJMANN (Peokham)  : 
I  rise.  Sir 

•Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I  rise  to  order.  The 
lion.    Member  has  sil  ready  spoken. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  in  this  matter  is  somewhat 
peculiar.  On  the  previous  occasion  he 
rose  only  t-o  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  Dtbate.  That  Motion  was  eventually 
carried,  although  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self    did  not    move    it,  and  I  think  it 


LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  (MONEY) 

BILL.— (No.  388.) 
8ECX)XD  BEADING.        [ADIOUBIfED   DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [22nd  July],  "That 
±he  BUI  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

.    Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

•(12.0.)  StB  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  The  hon.  Member  for  Peckham 
(Mr.  Baumann)  appears  to  have  opposed 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  under  a 
misapprehension.  He  seems  to  have 
supposed  that  it  gives  the  County 
Council  the powerof  spending  avery large 
Bum  of  money.  That  is  quite  a  mistake  ; 
it  gives  no  power  of  the  kind.  The  Bill 
may  bo  divided  into  two  parts.  So  far 
as  the  expenditure  of  the  County 
Council  is  concerned,  the  Bill  gives  no 
power  of  additional  expenditure.  The 
•fiEect  is  to  authorise  them  to  raise 
money  by  loan  spread  over  a  certain 
number  of  years.  They  have  already 
^he  necessary  powers  to  spend  the  money, 
but  if  the  Bill  does  not  pass  they  will 
have  to  do  so  out  of  the  rate  of  the  year. 
As  regards  the  second  portion  of  the 
Bill,  it  enables  the  Council  to  make 
loans  to  local  Metropolitan  Bodies.  It 
does  not  in  any  way  increase  their 
power  of  expenditure.  The  reason  for 
the  course  adopted  is  that  if  each  Local 
Authority  raised  its  own  loans  it  would 
have  to  pay  a  higher  rate  of  interest. 
But  they  are  allowed  to  borrow  of  the 
London  County  Council,  and  the  London 
County  Council,  raising  a  large  loan,  is 
able  to  lend  the  money  on  better  terms. 
The  only  effect,  therefore,  of  [throwing 
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would  be  rather  hard  if  the  House  does 
not  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  now. 

Mb.  BAUMANN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemiin  opposite  has  uuint<.nti(pnally 
misrepresented  me.  1  did  not  say,  us 
the  hon.  Baronet  seems  to  think  I  did, 
that  I  objectod  to  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill.  I  merely  olijected  to  its  being 
taken  at  a  latejiiour.of  the  evening,  with- 
out notice.  Tlie  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
said  that  this  Bill  only  a.sks  for  money 
for  schemes  which  have  alreatly  received 
the  sanction  of  Parliament.  That  is 
entirely  a  misleading  statement,  because 
none  of  the  schemes  of  the  London 
County  Council  have  yet  received  the 
sanction  of  Parliament,  although  some 
of  them  have  nlready  passed  this  House. 
Again,  with  regard  to  borrowing  iwwers, 
they  are  not  merely  the  renewal,  but  the 
augmentation  and  increase  of  previous 
borrowing  powers,  and,  therefore,  hon. 
Members  are  free  to  criticise  the  pro- 
poeals  Ixjfore  they  sanction  them.  In 
the  third  place,  the  Bill  asks  for  money 
to  carry  out  the  general  powers  conferred 
by  certain  Acta  of  Parliament  in  respect 
to  which  no  specific  schemes  have  been 
presented  to  Parliament  at  all.  With 
regard  to  the  local  indebtedness  of 
London,  I  must  say,  after  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  1  con- 
sider that  great  and  growing  in- 
debtedness is  a  serious  fact,  not  only 
for  the  London  ratepayers,  but  for 
the  country  and  the  Government. 
The  total  debt  on  December  31,  18S<), 
stood  in  round  numbers  at  £29,000,000, 
and  when  I  tell  the  House  that  tlje 
total  assessment  of  the  Metropolis  is  only 
JE31, 000,000, 1  think  they  will  allow  that 
that  is  a  very  serious  figure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  the  net 
debt  is  only  XI  7,000.000,  because  the 
Local  Bodies  owe  £9,000,000,  but  if 
that  were  added  to  the  a,ssets  of  the 
London  County  Council  the  indebtedness 
would  not  be  reduced  to  £17,000,000. 
Under  this  Bill  large  sums  will  bo  lent 
to  Local  Bodies.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  states  that  the  London  County 


Council  act  aa  bankers  to  the  Local 
Bodies.  That  is  true,  but  the  only  way 
the  House  can  control  these  large 
borrowing  powers  is  by  criticising  them, 
when  tliese  Bills  are  brought  forward. 
Xobotly  would  object  to  lend  £500,000 
to  the  School  Btiard  if  they  knew  that 
the  money  was  to  be  expended  on  educa- 
tion, but,  considering  the  large  sums 
which  have  gone  into  the  pockets  of 
speculating  contractors,  builders,  and 
lawyers,  to  run  up  all  kinds  of  rottea 
buildings,  hon.  Members  are  entitled  to 
ask  for  what  purpose  the  School  Board 
want  thi.s  £.500,000.  I  am  opjiosed  to 
the  London  County  Council,  not  ou 
account  of  its  politics,  which  are  a  matter 
of  perfect  indifference  tome,  but  because 
the  members  of  the  Council  are  t'Ucb 
thoroughly  bad  men  of  business,  and 
because  they  throw  away  the  money 
of  the  ratepayers  on  preposterous  Bill* 
like  the  Overhejwi  Wires  Bill  and 
the  Betterment  Bill.  After  the  latter 
Bill  had  passed  through  the  Select 
Committee,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Letternient  clauses,  it  was  abandoned 
by  the  County  Council,  simply  because 
that  Ixidy  could  not  bend  and  tutor 
the  House  of  Commons  to  its  own 
will.  The  Council  ostentatiou.sly  an- 
nounced that  it  would  not  widen  the 
Strand  nor  commence  any  other  metro- 
politan improvement  until  it  could  get 
the  House  of  Commons  to  swallow  it» 
preposterous  Yankee  notion  of  better- 
ment. This  is  the  body  which  we  are 
asked  to  give  a  blank  cheque  to,  and  to 
respect  aa  a  body  of  business  men.  1 
refuse  to  do  anything  of  the  kind,  and 
aa  long  as  I  represent  a  London  constitu- 
ency I  claim  the  right  to  fully  criticise 
the  financial  and  administrative  policy  of 
the  London  County  Council,  which  has 
not  yet  commenced  a  single  metropolitan 
improvement,  which  has  given  Parlia- 
ment a  great  deal  of  trouble  in  cheeking 
its  vagaries,  and  which  has  only  suc- 
ceeded in  increasing  the  rates  of  the 
already  over-burdened  rat^spayers  of 
London. 

(12.16.)  Me.  H.  H.  fowler 
(Wolverhampton,  E.)  :  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  hon.  Members  upposite 
were  anxious  to  bring  this  Session 
speedily  to  a  close.  We  have  already 
devoted  a  considerable  amount  of  time 
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to  the  consideration  of  Imperial  matters, 
but  there  is  still  a  largo  amount  of  Im- 
ixsrial  business  to  be  got  through, 
including  a  consideniblo  numlwr  of 
Votes  on  Supply.  If  the  House  of  Com- 
mons choosi'S  to  add  to  the  enormous 
duties  it  still  has  to  perform,  the  manage- 
ment of  London,  and  the  control  of  its 
Local  Government,  including  the  School 
Board  of  London,  and  the  financial 
arrangements  of  all  the  Metropolitan 
Vestries,  we  shall  find  Ireland  a  mere 
bagatelle  compared  with  what  we  shall 
have  undertaken.  We  have  teen  endea- 
vouring for  many  years  past  to  develop 
Home  Rule  in  London,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  found  that  the  carrying  of  his 
Local  Gowrnnient  Bill  for  London  was 
not  the  least  difficult  part  of  the  work  ho 
has  had  to  do  in  bringing  impor- 
tant measures  before  this  House.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  telieves  he 
was  right  in  constituting  the  County 
Council,  he  must  also  think  it  right  to 
leave  to  the  Locnl  Authority  the  manage- 
ment of  its  own  affairs,  the  appeal 
against  any  misdoing,  incajmcity,  or 
want  of  temper,  on  the  part  of  the 
London  County  Council  or  the  School 
Board  being  to  the  constituencies  of  the 
Metropolis.  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  that  the  ratepayei*s 
have  a  right  to  be  dissatisfied  with  the 
action  of  the  Coun(y  Council  in  abandon- 
ing their  scheme  for  the  Strand 
Iiuprovement,  which,  undoubtedly,  is 
grciitly  needed.  But  I  dt'cline  to  admit 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should  be 
made  a  Court  of  Apjieal  from  the  County 
Council.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
County  Councils  of  the  large  provincial 
cities,  such  as  Birmingham,  Manchester, 
Leads,  and  Glasgow,  would  object,  and 
very  properly  object,  to  the  interference 
of  the  House  of  Commons  with  their 
affairs.  The  House  has  enti'usted  them 
with  certain  powers,  and  it  is  to 
their  constituents  alone  that  they  are  re- 
.sponsible  for  the  exercise  of  those  powers. 
I  greatly  regret  that  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  not  been 
able  this  year  to  introduce  a  measure  in 
fulfilment  of  the  j>romise  made  last  year 
to  obviate  the  necessity  for  these  annual 
Money  Bills.  When  any  other  munici- 
pality requires  special  Parliamentary 
Mr.  U.  11.  Fowler 
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powers  the  matter  is  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  a  Committee  upstiiirs, 
every  Member  of  which  has  to  make  a 
declaration  that  he  has  no  personal  in- 
tei-est  in  the  objects  intended  to  be  pro- 
moted by  the  Bill.  If  such  a  Committee 
cijusidors  that  the  powers  asked  for 
should  bo  granted,  the  House  delegates 
to  the  Local  Authority  the  power  and 
discretion  of  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  But  in  this  cose  the  measure 
before  us  is  practically  a  Government 
Money  Bill,  which  comes  to  us  with  the 
stamp  of  the  Treasury  njxin  it.  It  will 
simply  enable  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil to  borrow  money  and  expend  it  on 
purposes  which  have  already  received 
the  sanction  of  the  House.  Why,  then, 
should  the  House  of  Commons  waste  five 
minutes  of  its  time  in  discussing  such  a 
question  ?  The  Treasury  is  satisfied,  but 
if  the  Metropolitan  Members,  who  are 
not  Members  of  the  London  County 
Council,  are  to  come  here  to  oppose  the 
action  of  the  London  County  Council, 
we  may  be  sitting  here  till  Christmas. 
Reference  has  already  been  made  to  the 
scheme  by  which  the  London  County 
Council  is  to  be  made  the  banker  of  the 
other  Local  Bodies,  so  that  if  the  School 
Board  or  any  other  authority  requires 
to  borrow  money,  it  luay  be  able  to 
obtain  it  at  a  lower  interest  than  if  it 
went  into  the  money  market.  This,  I 
think,  is  an  admirable  financial  arrange- 
ment, because  money  can  be  Iwrrowed 
by  the  London  County  Council  far  more 
economically  than  by  the  smaller  Local 
Bodies.  Reference  has  also  been  made 
to  the  debt  of  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil ;  but  that,  after  all,  is  a  matter  of 
very  small  moment,  because  the  debt  is 
not  more  tlian  one-half  the  annual  value 
of  the  Metropolis.  I  challenge  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  to  instance  any  large 
municipality  in  the  Kingdom  which  has 
so  small  a  debt,  compared  with  its  annual 
value,  as  this  Metropolis. 

Mk.  BAUMANN  :  It  is  £29,000,000. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I  am  com- 
paring  the  debt  of  London  with  that 
of  other  large  towns,  and  putting  it 
at  £25,000,000,  I  say  that  that  is  far 
short  of  one  year's  rateable  value,  but 
that,  after  all,  is  only  a  side  issue.  The 
real  question  we  have  to  decide  at  this 
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lata  hour,  and  at  this  late  period  of  the 
Session,  is  whether  we  shall  pass  this 
measure  authorising  the  London  County 
Council  to  borrow  money  for  purposes 
that  have  already  been  sanctioned  by 
this  House,  or  whether  we  are  to  under- 
take a  wide,  discursive,  and  endless  dis- 
cussion into  all  sorts  of  questions  as  to 
the  wisdom  or  folly  of  the  acts  of  the 
London  County  Council  and  the  London 
SchiM'l  Board.  This  I  think  a  very  un- 
wise thing,  and  I  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  endeavour  to  bring  this  dis- 
cussion to  a  close,  so  that  this  purely 
formal  and  technical  Bill  may  be  allowed 
to  pass. 

(12.29.)  Mb.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St. 
Pancras,  E.) :  I  think  the  House  has 
hardly  fully  comprehended  the  great  in- 
crease that  has  taken  place  in  the  rating 
of  London.  I  find  I  hat  at  the  present 
time  the  rating  to  be  charged  for  the 
year  ending  the  31st  of  March,  1891,  ia 
no  less  than  13'25d.,  as  comimred  with 
l'86d.  in  1857.  No  doubt  fresh  duties 
have  been  put  upon  the  London 
County  Council,  bnt  I  must  point  out  that 
whereas  in  If^SS  the  rating  woa  8'39d.,  it 
has  increased  in  the  present  year  to  1 3  -2^. 
I  would  point  out  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  it  is  desirable  that  the 
whole  question  of  rating  in  the  Metro- 
polis, and  the  incidence  of  local  taxation, 
should  be  referred  to  a  strong  Parlia- 
mentary Committee  or  Commission. 
We  should  definitely  arrange  whether 
the  County  Council  sliall  be  allowed  to 
charge  the  ratepayers  beyond  a  certain 
sum,  and  whether  the  School  Board  of 
London  should  not  bo  obliged  to  limit 
their  demands  for  money.  In  every 
clause  of  this  Money  Bill  additional  funds 
are  sought,  and,  amongst  other  things, 
money  is  asked  for  the  erection  of  a  new 
Council  Cliamber.  I  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  a  London  Member  to  protest 
against  this  Bill,  and  to  submit  that, 
before  these  powers  are  given,  we  should 
have  a  strong  Parliamentary  Committee 
of  Inquiry. 

(12.35.)  Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  East) :  I  only  rise  with  one  object, 
namely,  to  appeal  to  (ho  President  of  the 
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Local  Government  Board  to  introduce 
the  Bill  he  has  promised  at  an  early 
period  next  Session,  so  that  tho  London 
County  Council  will  no  longer  be  under 
the  necessity  of  bringing  these  Money 
Bills  before  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
we  were  to  take  up  the  whole  of  the 
points  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Peckham,  and  go  into  snch 
qnestions  as  that  of  the  money  re- 
quired by  the  Vestry  of  St.  Pancraa, 
we  should  find  ourselv&s  involved  in  a 
very  lengthy  discussion. 

•(12,37.)    The    PRESIDENT  or  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
RrrcHiE,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) 
I    am   not  sure   whether  I   can  speak 
again. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  only  spoke  on  the  question  of 
adjournment,  therefore,  he  is  entitk-d  to 
take  part  in  the  Debate  on  the  Main 
Question. 

•Me.  RITCHIE  ;  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  that  no  one  regrets 
more  than  I  do  the  fact  that  I  have  beca 
unable  to  introduce  the  Bill  during  tie 
present  Session.  It  has  been  prepared  and 
considered.  It  has  been  the  subject  of  much 
negotiation  between  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  and  the  Treasury,  and  it  is 
now  in  a  complete  state.  Until  within 
the  last  few  weeks  I  had  hoped  to 
introduce  it  during  the  present  Session, 
It  certainly  is  tho  intention  of  tho 
Government  to  introduce  it  early  nest 
Session.  London  finance  is  by  no  means 
in  a  satisfactory  condition.  A  Bill  comes 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
passes  every  year,  and  passes  as  a  matter 
of  course.  We  necessarily  pass  it  as  a 
matter  of  course,  because  it  is  impossible 
for  us  to  set  ourselves  up  as  a  Court  of 
Inquiry  into  every  financial  proposal 
made  by  the  London  County  Council.  I 
am  one  of  those  who  do  not  raise  the 
smallest  objection  to  the  course  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peckham  has  taken  to-night, 
I  think  he  and  others  are  justified  in 
criticising  the  proposal  so  long  as  the 
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present  procedure  is  maintained.  At 
tlie  same  time  it  is  impossible  that  the 
finances  of  the  LondonCounty  Council  can 
be  adequately  inquired  into  and  examined 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
hope  that,  in  view  of  the  assurance 
I  have  given  that  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  introduce  a  Bill  which,  in  their 
opinion,  will  put  the  finances  of  the 
London  County  Council  on  a  much  more 
satisfactory  footing,  and  relieve  the 
House  from  the  responsibility  which 
now  attaches  to  it  in  the  matter,  the 
Debate  may  now  close. 

•(12.40.)  Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND 
(Middlesex,  Uxbridge) :  I  do  not  wish 
to  oppose  the  Second  Reading,  but  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  I  have  had  a 
notice  on  the  Paper  all  the  Session,  ask- 
ing for  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  action  of  the  London  School 
Board,  with  regard  to  their  jerry  build- 
ings. It  is  my  intention,  when  the  Vote 
for  the  London  School  Board  comes  oti 
in  Committee,  to  bring  forward  the  whole 
of  the  question  of  the  London  Scliool 
Board,  and  submit  it  to  the  House. 

,♦(12.41.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St. 
Pancras,  N.)  :  As  St.  Pancras  has  been 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peckham,  I  would  explain  that  the 
money  for  tliat  parish  is  required  for  a 
very  necessary  purpose,  that  is  to  say, 
to  enable  some  loans,  which  are  bearing 
at  the  present  time  an  unnecessarily 
high  interest,  to  be  paid  ofE.  I  would 
suggest  to  the  London  County  Council 
that  they  should  seriously  re-consider 
the  proposal  to  spend  a  large  sum  of 
money  on  the  building  of  a  new  Council 
Chamber  and  new  offices.  In  a  very 
short  time,  1  trust,  the  London  County 
Council  and  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
of  London  will  bo  united.  We  shall 
then  have  one  great  Municiimlity  for 
the  whole  of  London,  and  the  officers 
of  the  County  Council  will,  necessarily, 
go  to  the  Guildhall. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 
Mr.  Ritchie 


METALLIFEROUS  MINES  (DEVON  AND 
CORNWALL!. 

Address  for — 

"  llelurn  showing  the  names  of  the  various 
Metalliferous  Mines  within  the  stannaries  of 
Devon  and  Oornwall  now  working,  and  the 
□umber  of  men  working  underground  in  each 
case:  which  of  them  have  machinery-  other  than 
ladders  for  raiting  and  lowering  the  men  ;  which 
of  them  employ  boring  machinery  with  com- 
pressed air  ;  and  how  many  of  such  boring 
machines  are  in  use  in  each  mine."— (<ifr.  Cony- 
Uart.) 

MOTION. 


P.^RLIAMENTAEY     BEGISTKATIOJf     EXPENSES 
(iRELAIfD)    BILL. 

Un  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Bill 
to  make  better  provision  for  the  payment  of 
Clerks  of  Unions  and  Collectors  of  Poor  Rates 
for  services  in  carrying  into  eCFect  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  Registration  of  Parliamentary 
Voters  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Arthur  Balfour  and  Mr.  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  401.] 


TENANTS'  COMPENSATION  BILL. 
(No.  269.) 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SHERIFF    (ASSIZES   EXPENSES)    BILL 
[LORDS]. 

Bill  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  402.] 

IIIGU   COURT   OF    JUSTICE   (ACTIONS 
REMTITED  TO  COUNTY  COURTS.) 
Order  [14th  July]  for  an  Address  for 
Return  relative  thereto  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

House  adjourned  at  tan  minutes 
before  One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  SOOi  July,  1890. 


NEW   WRIT. 
For    Carmarthea      Connty     (Eastern 
Division),    v,    David     Pagh,      esquire, 
dAceased. 

QUESTIONS. 


PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
l^.  PHILTPPS  (Lanark,  Mid) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  can  now  fix  a  time  for  tiilciiig 
the  Scotch  Estimates,  and  whether, 
seeing  that  the  Votes  in  Class  III.  were 
taken  at  the  very  end  of  la.st  Session,  the 
Government  will  now  put  them  down 
for  consideration  ;  and  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  have  a 
Saturday  Sitting  for  that  puqxDse? 
•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smth,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  can  give  no  other 
answer  than  tliat  which  I  Iiave  already 
given,  tliat  the  Scotch  Estimates  cannot 
be  taken    until  the  otlier    business    for 

C  which  we  have  arranged  has  been  dis- 
posed of. 
SiB  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  Ac.)  : 
When  will  the  Foreign  Office  Vote  be 
taken? 
•Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Foreign 
Office  Vote  will  be  taken  after  the  Post 
Office  Estimates,  and  after  that  probably 
the  Scotch  Votes. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.);  Is  it 
proposed  that  the  House  shall  sit  next 
Saturday  ? 
•Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH :  That  question 
has  not  yet  been  finally  determined.  I 
desire  to  consult  the  convenience  of  the 
Members  and  Officers  of  the  House  as 
much  as  possible  in  the  matter  ;  and  if  it 
is  necessary  to  ask  tlie  House  to  meet  on 
Saturday,  I  am  sure  that  lion.  Members 
will  be  glad  to  make  the  sacrifice. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  Will  the  Government 
be  able  to  give  a  more  direct  reply  to  the 
question  on  Thursday? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  hope  so. 
Mb   BRADLAUGH    (Northampton): 
Will  the  Indian  Councils  Bill  be  taken 
to-morrow. 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir. 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [third  srares.] 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  (CUSTOMS  AND 

EXCISE)  DUTIES  BILL.— (No.  2i4.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  again  proposed,  in  page 
2,  line  28,  at  the  end  thereof,  to  add  the 
words — 

"  (b. )  and  subject,  as  aforesaiii,  among  the 
County  Councils  of  oountios  »nd  Town  Councils 
of  liurghs,  and  police  commissioners  of  police 
burghs  in  Scotland,  in  proportion  to  the  re- 
sprctive  valuations  of  such  counties  and  burghs 
and  police  burghs  as  such  valuations  ahull  be 
ascertained  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  at 
the  date  ot  such  distribution,  the  share  falling 
to  auoh  councils  and  ooramisaioners  respectively 
to  be  applied  to  the  relief  of  local  rales  levied 
by  them  respectively,  in  such  manner  as  they 
may  determine." — {Mr.  C/iannllor  of  lAt  Excht- 
quer.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  added." 

(12.25.)  Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen, 
N.)  :  In  the  absence  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Caithnes.^  (Dr.  Clark), 
I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  on  the  Paper  in  his  name. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  is  to 
prevent  the  abuse,  which  is  possible 
under  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  of  employing 
the  money  assessed  to  counties  for  the 
relief  of  landlords.  The  money  will  come 
oat  of  the  pockets  of  the  working  classes, 
and  it  would  be  a  shameful  abuse  to 
allot  it  to  the  landlords.  I  doubt 
whether  the  County  Councils  would 
dare  to  do  so ;  but  as  the  insertion  of 
these  words  can  do  no  harm,  I  think 
it  is  only  right  that  we  should  take  it 
out  of  the  power  of  the  County  Councils 
to  perpetrate  so  great  a  wrong. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  7,  after  the  word 
"  respectively,"  to  insert  the  words 
"  with  the  exception  of  the  owners' 
consolidated  rate." — {Mr.  Hunter.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

(12.27.)     The    LORD    ADVOCATE 

(Mr.   J.   P.    B.  Robertson,  Bute):  The 

proposal    of   the   hon.   Member    is    one 

which  would  have  a  serious  effect  upon 

2  Z 
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the  principle  of  the  clause.  The  proposi- 
tion is  to  take  away  the  discretion  of  the 
Local  Bodies  to  determine  what  rates 
Bhall  be  relieved.  The  County  Councils 
are  elected,  every  one  of  them  by  a 
popular  vote,  and,  of  course,  as  the 
occupying  ratepayers  form  a  lar^e 
majority  of  the  electorate,  they  will  have 
it  in  their  power  to  prevent  any  abuse. 
I  think  it  would  be  objectionable  that 
we  should  attempt  to  dictate  to  the 
County  Councils  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  money  should  be  expended,  and  I 
am  surprised  that  there  should  be  an 
attempt  to  interpose  an  anticipatory 
Instruction  in  regard  to  restricting  the 
action  of  the  County  Councils.  I  may 
also  point  out  that  the  rood  expenditure 
in  counties  is  by  far  the  largest.  It 
amounts  to  something  Like  £225,000,  as 
against  £280,000,  and  if  the  County 
Councils  should  feel  inclined  to  relieve 
the  counties  of  some  portion  of  the  road 
expenditure  I  do  not  see  why  they  should 
be  prohibited  from  doing  so.  That, 
however,  is  a  matter  for  the  consideration 
of  those  who  are  responsible  to  the  rate- 
payers. There  is,  however,  another 
aspect  of  the  question.  Take  the  case  of 
the  burghs.  In  the  burghs  the  greatest 
part  of  the  rates  fall  on  the  occupiers 
alone.  With  what  justice,  if  you  refuse 
money  for  the  reh'ef  of  the  owners  of 
property,  can  you  apply  it  to  the  relief'of 
the  occupiers  ?  For  myself  I  do  not 
think  it  is  right  that  Parliament  should 
discriminate  between  class  and  class, 
where  it  is  anxious  to  provide  relief  from 
the  burden  of  rates.  If  the  burden 
falls  heavily  on  one  set  of  people,  relieve 
them,  and  if  upon  another,  relieve  them. 
The  Amendment  now  proposed  amounts 
to  an  absolute  want  of  confidence  in  the 
Local  Administrators,  and  is  positively 
unjust. 

•(12.30.)  Mh.  ESSLEMONT  (Ater- 
deen,  E.) :  The  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  have 
been  conclusive  if  he  had  started  from 
fair  premises,  but  he  seems  to  have 
forgotten  that  the  Cnunty  Rate  has  been 
consolidated  ujxrn  the  land  as  a  matter  of 
bargain.  [Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson  ex- 
pressed dissent.]  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman shaken  his  head,  but  he  must 
remember  that  last  year  the  fight 
was  that  the  landloi-d  sliould  not 
be  relieved  from  the  burden  which 
he  had  contracted  with  the  leaseholder — 
Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson 


in  many  cases  for  19  years— to  divide 
the  rate  between  the  landlord  and  tenant. 
In  order  to  equalise  the  rates  they  have 
been  taken  on  an  average  of  10  years, 
and  a  specific  sum  fixed  as  the  sum 
which  the  landlord  ought  to  pay.  In 
the  event  of  any  increase  of  rate  it  is  to 
be  divided,  and  so  also  in  the  case  of  a 
reduction  of  rate  it  ought  to  be  paid 
equally  to  the  relief  of  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  that  the  County  Councila 
are  j:)opularly  elected.  Ho  ought  ta 
know  that  that  is  not  so.  A  certain 
portion  of  them  may  be,  but  another  por- 
tion is  returned  by  the  Parochial  Bod^a, 
and  is  not  popularly  elected.  In  the  bui^hs 
most  of  the  rates  are  imposed  entirely 
upon  the  occupiers,  but  in  the  burghs 
there  is  popular  represeiitiition,  and  the 
popular  opinion  can  be  brought  to  bear 
very  differently  from  the  way  in  which 
it  can  be  brought  to  bear  in  the  case  of 
the  County  Councils,  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  allowed  us  to  deal  with 
the  rates  in  the  way  we  pressed  upon  him 
last  year  he  miglit  have  something  to 
say,  but  the  sixpence  on  whisky  cornea 
chiefly  from  the  poorer  classes,  and  all 
we  ask  is  that  it  shall  not  he  devoted 
solely  to  the  relief  of  the  landlords.  In 
my  opinion,  the  opposition  to  this 
Amendment  is  only  a  further  manifesta- 
tion of  the  policy  of  the  legislation  which 
the  Government  have  sought  to  carry 
out  in  this  Parliament,  namely,  to  secure 
the  advantage  of  the  landlords,  the 
publicans,  or  the  clergy.  I  had  hoped 
tliat  this  concession  would  have  been 
made.  It  is  a  fair  and  reasonable  con- 
cession, and  it  would  have  induced  the- 
people  to  believe  that  the  Government 
were  prompted  by  a  desire  to  make  an 
equitable  distribution  of  the  money.  I 
trust  that  the  matter  will  be  carried  to 
a  Division,  in  order  that,  at  any  rate,  the 
Scotch  Members  may  be  able  to  enter 
one  more  protest  against  the  policy  of 
the  Government. 

(12.35.)  Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow, 
St.  RoUox)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  forget  that  up  to  the  ]mssiiig  of 
the  Local  Government  Act  the  county 
rates  in  Scotland  were  payable  by  the 
landlords  alone,  and  for  the  last  10  years 
those  rates  were  higher  tlian  they  will  be 
now.  Landlords  have  purchased  pro- 
perty on  the  footing  that  the  old  county 
rates  were  a  burden  on  the  land.     Is  it 
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The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
We  are  not  now  discussing  the  case  of 
Ireland. 

(12.44.)  Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgetfin) :  I  do  not  think  that 
the  District  Boards  will  have  anything 
whatever  to  do  with  the  distribution  of 
the  money,  and,  therefore,  the  remarks 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Esslemont)  as  to 
the  composition  of  the  County  Councils 
do  not  really  bear  upon  the  question  of 
who   will  have  the   distribution  of  the 


now  projwsed  to  give  the  landlords  a 
subsidy  for  the  rates  which  were  taken 
into  account  when  the  property  was  pur- 
chased? That  is  the  point  which  we 
h»ve  now  to  determine.  If  we  are 
going  to  give  a  subsidy  on  account  of 
local  rates,  can  we  expect  the  County 
Councils  to  expend  money  ou  sanitary 
and  other  improvements?  The  only 
object  of  this  Amendment  is  to  secure 
that  the  County  Councils  shall  not  have 
the  power  of  giving  relief  from  a  stereo- 
typed rate.  It  would  have  been  much 
lietter  to  take  the  Parochial  Board  Rate 
and  to  have  made  it  payable  one-half  by 
the  landlord  and  one-half  by  the  tenant. 
In  that  case  every  ratepayer  would  get 
a  benefit,  and  the  question  would  not 
have  arisen  of  devoting  money  towards 
the  relief  of  a  rate  which  has  been  stereo- 
typed. As  the  landlord's  property  has  all 
been  purchased  on  the  condition  of  the 
rates  being  a  burden  upon  it,  what  you 
are  proposing  to  do  now  is  to  give  a 
subsidy  that  will  go  directly  into  the 
pockets  of  the  landicirds. 

(1 2.40.)  Mr.  a.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) : 
As  I  read  the  Amendment  it  is  quite 
clear  that  the  money  is  to  be  distributed 
by  the  County  Councils  and  the  Town 
Councils.  My  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
(Mr.  Esslemont)  has  said  that  the 
County  Councils  are  not  Popular  Repre- 
sentative Bodies. 

•Mb.  ESSLEMONT :  Wlint  I  said  was 
that  the  District  Councils  will,  to  a  large 
extent,  influence  the  distribution  of  taxa- 
tion in  their  districts,  and  that  they  are 
not  Pojmlar  Representative  Bodies. 

Mb.  a.  ELLIOT:  My  point  is  that 
the  question  of  tlie  authority  by  whom 
the  money  is  to  be  distributed  will  rest 
very  much  with  those  who  elect  the 
County  Councils. 

(12.'41.)  Mh.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
The  hon.  Member  for  Roxburgh  (Mr. 
Elliot)  is  perfectly  correct. 

SmG.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy, &c.):  I 
am  afraid  it  will  be  difficult  to  know 
what  to  do  with  the  money,  and,  there- 
fore, that  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
will  only  throw  an  apple  of  discord  into 
the  County  Councils,  to  be  scrambled  for  in 
the  most  undignified  manner.  In  the  Irish 
case  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposes  to  give  the  whole  of  the  money 
to  education,  but  in  the  case  of  Scotland 
he  refuses  to  do  so  in  the  most  dogged 
manner. 


money. 

•Mr.    ESSLEMONT:    I    adhere   most 
distinctly  to  my  statement. 

The  CHA1R\LA.N  :  Order,  order ! 
That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question 
now  under  discussion. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN:  My  hon. 
Friend  below  the  Grangway  (Mr.  Hunter) 
brought  forward  a  much  more  serious 
question,  which  the  Government  have 
not  answered.  It  is  a  curious  thing  tliat 
in  most  of  onr  discussions  the  Lord 
Advocate  always  avoids  the  most  serious 
point.  In  the  Debate  upon  free  educa- 
tion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a 
long  speech,  but  he  skilfully  avoided  the 
Sixth  Standard,  which  was  the  gist  of  the 
whole  question.  Upon  this  question  the 
gist  is  the  permanent  burden  upon  the 
land ;  and  if  you  allow  the  County 
Councils  to  relieve  the  landlords  of  that 
pemiftnent  burden,  you  will  simply 
allow  them  to  relieve  themselves.  The 
Government  have  given  no  answer  what- 
ever to  that  point,  but  it  is  one  upon 
which  I  think  every  Scotch  Member  has 
a  right  to  demand  what  the  opinion  of 
the  Government  is. 

(12.46.)  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
I  do  not  intend  to  enter  into  a  general 
justification  of  my  conduct.  I  leave  that 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House.  With 
regard  to  this  Amendment,  all  I  have  to 
say  is  that,  if  it  is  intended  to  afford 
relief  at  all,  it  is  impossible  to  justifj-  the 
entire  exclusion  of  the  landlords  fi-ora 
that  relief. 

(12.47.)  Mr.  HUNTER:  My  con- 
tention is  that  there  can  bo  no  justifica- 
tiim  for  the  allotment  of  money  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  charges 
upon  property. 

(12.50.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  44;   Noes    118. — (Div.  List,   No. 

ai3.) 

2  Z  2 
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Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  '  (b.)  and  subject,  as  afore- 
said, among  the  Coanty  CouncQa  of  connties 
and  Town  Councils  of  burghs,  and  Police  Com- 
missioners of  polic(!  burghs,  in  Scotland,  io 
proportion  to  the  respective  valuations  of  such 
counties  and  burghs  and  police  burghs  as  such 
valuations  shall  be  ascertained  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  at  the  date  of  such  distribution, 
the  share  falling  to  such  Councils  and  Com- 
missioners respectively  to  be  applied  to  the 
relief  of  local  rates  levied  by  i hem  respectively, 
in  such  manner  as  they  may  determine,'  be 
added  after  the  word  '  Scotland,'  in  line  28." — 
{Mr.  Chancttlor  of  the  Kxchequer.) 

(1.0.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  122;  Noes  51.— (Div.  List,  No. 
214.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

(1.11.)  Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  Before 
tlie  clause  is  oi-dered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words.     Wiiat 
4ias  hitherto  been  done  in  respect  to  this 
clause  has  been  to  troat  the  Representa- 
(ives  of  the  Scottish  people,  who  know 
their  own  minds  thoroughly,  especially 
un  the  questions  of  finance  and  educa- 
tion, as  if  they  were  in  le;iding  strings. 
The   numbers   voting   in   an    important 
Divi.sion  were  42  against   the  Govern- 
ment proposals,  and  14  in  their  favour. 
i[    do    not    stop    now    to    analyse    the 
minority,    but    everybody    knows    that 
when  tho  Government  take  ujj  a  certain 
line,  the  number  of  Members  who  support 
the  Government  do  not  actually  repre- 
sent the  amount  of  public  feeling  in  Scot- 
land on  their  side,  a  fact  which,  I  may  say, 
is  common  to  both  Liberal  and  Conserva- 
tive   administations.      Still,    when    42 
&otch  Members  vote  on  one  side  against 
rthe  Government,  and   14  on  tho  other 
.in  their  favour,  I  think  there  can  hardly 
ibe  a  doubt  as  to  which  side   represents 
itho  public  opinion  in  Scotland.     I  must 
£ay    that    I   regard    the   action   of   the 
Crovernment  on    this  question   as  most 
irritating,  and,  in  somf  respects,  almost 
08    an   unmannerly    insult   on   Scottish 
feeling.     I    should   like    to  know    what 
would  have  been  the  case  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  treated  Ire- 
land in  the   same  way.      Let  us  look  at 
t-he  aspect  of  the  House  in  reference  to 
ithis  measure.     Here  are  most  important 
.clauses  relating  to  Ireland,  as  to  which 
Jrish  public  opinion  has  l>een  consulted, 
and  the  consequence  is  that   there  are 
only  some  three  or  four  Irish  Members 


present  who  may  rise  to  endorse  what  is 
virtually  an  agreement  made  across  the 
House  between  the  Government  and  tho 
Irish    Members.     How  different    is  tho 
position  occupied  by  Scotland.     We  have 
n  certain  sum  of  money  allotted  toward* 
free  education,  and  every  Scottish  Mem- 
ber knows  that  free  education  will,  there- 
by, bedeftin  a  most  unfortunate  position, 
and   that  every  disadvantage  which    is 
said    by    its    opponents    to    attach    to 
free     education     is     left     there.       The 
I>eople    are    to    have    their    fees    paid 
for     them     instead     of     paying     them 
themselves,  and  if  this  can    have    any 
effect  on  tho  individual  character  of  the 
parents  that  effect  is  produced  under  the 
present  system.     But    the   Government 
propose  to  limit  free  education  to  a  point 
exactly  below  that  at  which   free  educa- 
tion would  encourage  the  parents  to  keep 
their  children  at  school.      This   is    the 
point  the  Scotch  Members  have  all  along 
been  urging,  and  to  this  point,  up  to  the 
present  moment,  we  have  had  no  adequate 
answer,  and,  indeed,  hardly  any  answer 
at  all.    Tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
in  the  sort  of  House  of  Commons  answer 
that  he  made  on  this  subject,  said  we  put 
but  little  trust  in  Scottish  parents  if  we 
thought  they   would    be    deterred   from 
continuing  their  children's  education  by 
not  getting  relief  from  the  fees.      The 
right  hon  Gentleman  haa  been  refeired 
to  as  one  who  is  interested  in  this  educa- 
tion question,   and,   therefore,    he    must 
know  that  practiavl  educationalists  have 
always  protested,  both  in  their  speeches 
in  this  House  and  in  the  Rcjwrts  they 
have  made  to  Parliament,  against  raising 
tho  fees  ns  the   children    approach  the 
upper  standards.      But   this  is  not   all. 
After  having   refused   to    do  what   the 
Scotch  Members  desire,  the  Gflvemment 
have  insisted  on  inserting  in  theBill  words 
n«  to  which  there  is  absolutely  no  adequate 
explanation  from  a  Scotch  point  of  view. 
The  Lord  Advocate  hna  told  us  that  this 
money,  in  the  case  of  the  Scotch  School 
Boards,   may   directly   or   indirectly   be 
used  for  paying  tho  fees  in  the  higher 
standards,  and  yet  it  is  insisted  that  in 
the  Bill,  which  is  understood  to  jwnnit 
tliis  action,  certain   words  limiting  the 
tjrant  to  the  compulsory  stixndards  under 
the  Scotch  Code  shall  be  retained.    Why, 
I  ask,  should  words  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill  which  can  have  no  statutory  or  bind- 
ing power  1    The  only  explanation  that 
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can  possibly  be  given  is  that  they  are  in- 
serted to  carry  out  an  expression  nsed  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  because  the  question 
is  one  involving  considerations  that  will 
have  a  bearing  on  the  English  question. 
Scotland  complains,  first,  that  she  is 
deprived  of  what  she  regards  as  a  real 
benefit  ;  and,  secondly,  that  words  have 
been  pat  into  this  Bill  which  add  to 
a  very  genuine  injury  something  like 
sheer  mockery,  in  order  that  the  minds 
of  the  English  Members  who  object  to 
compulsory  education,  and  wish  to  Umit  it 
as  much  as  possible,  may  bo  put  at  rest. 
I  am  very  sorry  that  the  Government, 
having  made  concessions  in  this  Bill 
which,  whatever  else  they  may  have 
done,  have  greatly  facilitated  the  busi- 
ness of  this  Session,  should  have  made  a 
stand  only  in  the  case  of  Scotland,  and  in 
order  that  they  might  not  make  what  I 
described  in  the  first  speech  I  made  on 
this  question  as  a  most  gracious  conces- 
sion, which  would  have  been  received 
with  gratitude,  they  have  taken  a  course 
by  which  I  feel  that  the  genuine  in- 
terests of  Scotland  liave  been  sacrificed. 

(1.17.)  SiH  Ct.  CAMPBELL;  I  should 
like  to  ask,  if  I  am  in  order  in  go  doiug, 
whether  the  Government  can  gp've  us  any 
explanation  of  tlio  inconsistency  by  which, 
while  adhering  tu  their  proposals  in  this 
clause,  they  intend  by  the  next  to  devote 
the  whole  of  the  Irish  grant  to  educa- 
tional purposes,  and  a  portion  of  tliat 
g^nt  to  intermediate  education.  It  soems 
to  me  an  astounding  inconsistency  ;  and, 
worms  aa  we  poor  Scotch  Members  are, 
we  are  bound  to  turn  against  this  unequal 
treatment. 

•(1.18.)  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Air.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  ;  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  I  would  point  out  tliat 
the  inconsistency  he  speaks  of  is  not  at 
all  astounding.  In  Ireland  largo  contri- 
butions have  already  been  made  to  the 
rates,  but  in  Scotland  no  contribution 
whatever  has  been  made  before  to  the 
rates,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Scotland 
gets  more  out  of  the  money  for  education 
than  any  other  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

(1.19.)  Mk.  CALDWELL:  I  think  an 
important  point  to  place  before  the  Com- 
mittee is  the  way  in  which  under  this 
clause  the  policy  of  the  Unionist  Govern- 
ment is  exhibited.  Hitherto  tlie  policy 
of  the  Government  has  been  to  treat  the 


different  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
with  equal  justice  in  the  bestowal  of 
grants  from  the  Imperial  Fund.  It  has 
been  left  to  the  Chancellor  of  a  Unionist 
Government  to  divide  the  Kingdom  into 
three  separate  nationalities,  and  to  start 
8op.irate  accounts  for  each  under  the  head 
of  Imperial  grants 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  we  are  now  dis- 
cussing the  question  whether  Clause  2 
shall  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Ms.  CALDWELL:  I  bow,  Sir,  to  your 
ruling  ;  but  I  was  anxious  to  point  out 
that  what  has  been  allocated  to  Scotland 
is  Scotland's  share  of  the  Imperial  Fund, 
and  I  wish  to  ai-gue  that  it  is  only  right 
that  the  money  should  be  distributed 
according  to  Scottish  opinion.  If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says  that 
the  Scottish  Members  do  not  represent 
Scottish  opinion,  and  that  a  question 
which  concerns  Scotland  alone  ought  not 
to  be  determined  by  the  votes  of  Scottish 
Members,  I  think  we  may  reasonably 
ask  the  Government  to  provide  some 
other  constitutional  machinery  whereby 
the  voice  of  Scotland  may  be  really 
ascertained. 

(1,-21.)  Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh, 
E.)  :  I  should  not  have  risen  to  continue 
thisdiscussion  biitforthe  challenge  yester- 
day thrown  out  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  the  Scottish  Members,  and 
the  manner  in  which  he,  to  a  certain 
extent,  hit  myself  more  particularly  than 
the  restof  my  Colleagues.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  said  that  we  on 
this  side  do  not  fairly  represent  the  feel- 
ing of  the  Scotch  working  classes  in  this 
matter,  but  it  seemed  to  me  that  in 
the  course  of  the  encounter  which  took 
place  between  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella),  the 
former  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
show  himself  particularly  well  acquainted 
with  the  educational  condition  even  of 
the  English  working  classes,  more  par- 
ticularly in  the  county  in  which  he  him- 
self resides.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  referred  to  his  own  experience 
in  rehition  to  a  constituency  in  the 
Scottish  Metropolis,  and  adverted  to 
an  occasion  on  which  he  advocated 
principles  antagonistic  to  free  education, 
and  said  that  he  then  and  there  obtained 
proofs  of  the  confidence  of  that  Scotch 
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constituency  in  the  opinions  he  professed. 
I  may  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
I  also  have  some  ocqaaintanoe  with  that 
constitaency,  and  that  it  is  of  a  much 
more  recent  date  than  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Whether  he  was  de- 
ceived by  thtsjMst  hoc  or  the  propter  li-Of, 
or  by  some  syllogism  or  other  "  ism " 
I  do  not  know  ;  but  I  can  confidently 
say,  as  many  of  my  CoUeagaes  have  said 
on  behalf  of  the  Scotch  constituencies 
they  represent,  that  in  that  particular 
constituency  there  is,  among  the  working 
classes,  a  strong  feeling  antagonistic  to 
the  proposal  now  before  this  Committee. 
If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
doubts  what  I  say  I  will  make  him  this 
offer.  Let  him  come  down  to  EJdin  burgh 
to  discuss  this  matter,  and  we  will 
promise  him  a  fair  field,  and  no  favour  ; 
not  only  will  he  have  the  advantage  of 
his  great  controversial  ability,  but  he 
shall  also  have  the  leading  speech  and 
reply,  and  I  will  undertake  to  say  that, 
even  with  these  advantages,  he  will  not 
find  that  the  constituency  he  has 
mentioned  as  supporting  his  views  on  a 
former  occasion  will  support  them  now. 
Should  it  turn  out  otherwise,  I  will 
undertake  to  go  into  sackcloth  and  nshes, 
or  to  perform  any  other  humiliation 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
raay^  demand,  and  which  may  happen  to 
be  within  my  power.  But  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  also  told  us  that  it  was 
unfair  to  Scottish  parents  to  say  that  if 
you  remit  the  fees  for  more  than  the 
compulsory  standards  you  do  not  rely 
upon  their  sense  of  duty.  My  reply  to 
that  is,  that  if  that  is  an  objection  to  this 
measure,  it  is  an  objection  to  compulsory 
education  altogether,  because  every  com- 
pulsory scheme  must  necessarily  rely 
on  the  jmrents'  sense  of  duty.  The  great 
object  of  the  present  educational  system 
is  that  there  should  be  a  universal 
diffusion  of  knowledge  throughout  the 
community  u[)  to  a  certain  standard,  and 
for  that  purpose  it  is  necessary  that  com- 
pulsion should  Ik!  exercised  on  that  class 
of  parents  who  arc  not  sufficiently  moved 
by  a  parental  sense  of  duty.  I  say  that 
if  we  are  not  satisfied  that  the  standard 
of  education  is  sufficiently  high  we  are 
bound  to  take  such  measures  as  may 
secure,  as  far  as  possible,  that  parents  who 
are  not  moved  by  the  sense  of  dutj-, 
shall,  by  some  other  means,  be  induced  to 
carry  on  the  education  of  their  children 
J/r.  Wallace 


to  the  necessary  limits.  We  are  asked 
why  are  we  to  free  or  emancipate 
parents  from  their  duty.  Sir,  I  do  not 
regard  the  proposal  for  free  education 
which  we  now  make  as  any  attempt  to 
free  jwrents  from  their  duty.  I  regard 
it  rather  as  an  assistance  to  parents  in 
the  performance  of  their  duty — as  an 
inducement  offered  to  them  to  keep 
their  children  at  school  after  they  have 
passed  the  compulsory  stage  in  order 
that  the  standard  of  education  may  be 
raised  as  far  as  possible  throughout  the 
community.  I  would  ask  leave  to  say, 
further,  that  it  is  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance to  the  object  the  State  lias  in 
maintaining  this  system  of  national  com- 
pulsory education,  that  the  Sixth  Standard 
should  be  made  a  free  standard.  1  say 
that  at  the  age  when  compulsion  stops 
you  lose  what  is  the  crown  of  the  whole 
system  yon  have  been  persevering  with 
iu  the  previous  standards  if  yon  stop  at 
that  limit.  I  maintain  that  if  the  Sixth 
Standard  is  not  made,  as  far  as  possible, 
universal,  you,  to  a  large  extent,  lose  all 
the  advantages  derivable  from  the  educa- 
tion given  in  the  previous  standards. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Surely  the  hon. 
Member  is  travelling  beyond  the  scope 
of  the  clause,  because  this  olanse  does 
not  describe  what  should  be  compulsory 
with  reference  to  the  standards. 

Mr.  WALLACE:  Of  course,  I  shall 
not  persist  in  an  argument  which  you 
consider  to  be  out  of  order,  and,  therefore, 
I  will  proceed  no  further  witlt  this  point. 
The  Bill,  however,  provides  that  money 
is  to  be  given  to  free  those  standards 
which  are  at  present  compulsory.  I  do 
not  know  whether  I  should  be  in  order 
in  alluding  to  another  part  of  the  clause 
which  gives  money  for  purposes  which 
are  challenged  in  Committee  on  the 
ground  that  the  money  would  be  more 
advantageously  devoted  to  other  objecta. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  1  understand  the 
hon.  Member  to  be  raising  the  question 
that  the  Sixth  Standard  ought  to  be 
made  compulsory,  more,  even,  than  the 
other  five  standards.  It  does  not  matter 
whether  there  are  five,  six,  or  a  dozen 
standards. 

Mr.  WALLACE  :  I  make  no  proposal 
to  render  the  Sixth  Standard  com  j)nlsory, 
but  I  say  that  in  this  clause  you  are 
simply  throwing  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
the  attainment  of  that  which  is  the 
object   in  having  the   five  compulsory 
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standards.  I  was  about  to  say  that  it  is 
extremely  desirable,  from  an  educational 
point  of  view,  to  keep  children  in  theSiith 
Standard,  even  after  tlie  compulsory 
stage  liad  been  passed,  and  that  this 
clause,  because  it  throws  itself  in  the 
way  of  the  attaiunieut  of  that  object,  is  a 
most  objectionable  one.  The  five  com- 
pulsory standards  only  give  the  key  to 
knowledge,  and  do  not  give  any  ex- 
perience of  knowledge,  or  any  pleasure, 
or  any  of  the  good  temptation  which 
arises  out  of  that  knowledge.  If  you 
merely  give  a  person  a  key  with  no  con- 
ception of  what  he  is  to  find  in  the  place 
the  key  fits,  you  have  given  him  a  useless 
instrument,  because  he  has  no  tempta- 
tion or  stimulus  to  make  use  of  it.  I 
maintain,  therefore,  that  it  is  a  great 
calamity  and  disappointment  to  Scotland 
that  the  inducement  that  might  have 
been  offered  to  parents,  through  a  better 
rersion  of  this  clause,  to  keep  their 
children  longer  at  school  than  the  com- 
pulsory stage,  has  not  been  held  out. 
The  only  redeeming  consideration  I  find 
in  it,  is  that  it  will  prove — and  that  not 
veiy  long  ahead — a  greater  disappoint 
meut,  and  a  greater  calamity  to  the 
Party  who  have  so  perversely  refused 
the  object  on  wliioh  the  national  will 
and  aspirations  were  set.  Wo  have 
been  told  that  the  ratepayers  ought  to 
come  into  some  benefit  from  this  money. 
J  maintain  that  the  greatest  benefit  that 
the  ratepayers  cauld  receive  from  the 
expenditure  of  this  national  money  would 
be  the  elevation  of  the  general  standard  of 
public  education  throughout  the  country. 
The  Government  told  us  that,  as  this 
money  was  derived  from  drink,  the  best 
use  to  make  of  it  was,  by  its  means,  to 
diminish  the  consumption  of  drink — and 
then  they  went  on  to  apply  it — or  propose 
to  apply  it — in  the  very  unwise  way  of 
endowing  public  houses.  In  that  appli- 
cation of  the  money  they  have  been, 
politically  speaking,  disappointed.  Why, 
then,  did  they  not  adopt  the  next  best 
method  of  meeting  the  influence  of  drink, 
namely,  by  advancing  education  ?  I  hold 
that  to  perfect  the  spiritual  nature  of 
man  is  the  next  best  antidote — T  would 
say  tho  best,  better  than  the  endowment 
of  public  bouses.  I  do  nut  think  that  in 
that  I  am  advancing  an  untenable  pro- 
position. And  now  I  would  renew  my 
protest  against  what  I  will  call  the 
political  fraud  contained  in  this  clause ; 


that  is  to  say,  the  attempt  to  declare  that 
the  money  is  given  exclusively  for  the 
frijeing  of  the  compulsory  standards,  in 
the  fiico  of  tho  promise  given  to  us  that 
"Behind  the  back  of  Parliament  and  the 
Statute  it  -will  bo  all  right !  "  When  I 
am  compelled  to  sit  here  and  see  that 
sort  of  thing  done,  I  feel  almost  that  I  am 
not  in  the  best  sort  of  company.  It  looks 
to  me  almost  as  if  I  were  present  at  the 
concoction  of  a  prospectus  that  may,  by- 
and-by,  require  the  attention  of  the 
Directors'  Liability  Bill.  I  suy  I  will  not 
be,  even  indirectly,  concerned  in  patting 
forward  a  delusion  of  this  sort  to  the 
public.  It  may  be  very  clover,  but  1  say 
that  Artful  Dodgerism  in  a  political  or 
any  other  character  does  not  commend 
itself  to  my  plain  and  unsophisticated 
understanding.  I  do  not  like  old  Fagan 
in  any  capacity,  and  I  hope  that,  at  the 
last  moment,  more  straightforward 
counsels  will  recommend  themselves  to 
the  Government. 

(1.42.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby)  : 
Before  we  pass  from  this  chiuse, 
I  think  we  ought  to  consider  what  it  is, 
and  what  the  Government  and  the 
House  of  Commons  have  been  doing 
with  it  for  the  last  three  days.  This 
clause  is  the  2nd  claiise  of  the  Bill, 
or  tho  first  clause  which  is  to  dispose  of 
the  exti-a  taxation  raised  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  for  the  satis- 
faction of  the  wishes  of  the  various 
sections  of  tho  United  Kingdom.  We 
know  what  happened  to  the  1st  clause 
of  the  Bill.  It  has  gone  to  pieces.  The 
2nd  clause  is  for  the  satisfaction  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  and  we  have  had 
an  opportunity  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, in  the  last  three  days,  of  ascertain- 
ing exactly  how  far  this  -clause  satisfies 
the  people  of  Scotland.  We  know  that 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  no  very 
high  value  is  given  to  the  opinions  of  the 
Ilepresentatives  of  the  various  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  We  have  seen 
that  with  regard  to  Ireland,  and  wo 
know  how  the  opinion  of  her  Represen- 
tatives is  treated  with  disdain,  and  even 
with  hostility,  but  I  think  that  until 
this  w^eek  that  principle  has  not  yet  been 
openly  avowed,  and  practically  acted 
upon,  with  reference  to  Scotland  and  its 
Representatives.  But  I  will  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  what  is  the  course 
and  what  is  the  conduct  of  tho  Govern- 
ment ynih  reference  to  Scotland  and  its 
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Representatives  ?  Now,  mark  this  ;  the 
question  is  the  disposal  of  taxes  raised 
npon  wliat  is,  undoubtedly,  one  of  the 
principal  industries  of  Scotland,  and  we 
would  have  supposed  that  the  disposal  of 
the  money  would  Irnve  been  governed  in 
some  degree,  at  all  events,  by  the  opinion 
of  the  Representatives  of  Scotland. 
What  are  the  facts  ?  Scotland  has  72 
Representatives  in  this  House, and,  taking 
the  Division  on  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth,  who  proposed  to 
eliminate  from  Clause  2  the  compulsory 
standards,  as  a  test  Division,  the  result  of 
an  analysis  which  I  have  made  of  the 
Division  List  shows  that  out  of  the  73 
Scotch  votes  the  Government  are  only 
supported  by  12  Members.  That  is 
a  matter  which  will  be  considered  and 
remembered  in  Scotland.  Now,  let  me 
go  A  little  further  in  this  analysis. 
Tories  are  not  a  numerous  body  in  Scot- 
land, but  they  have  contributed  seven 
votes,  two  of  the  number  being 
votes  of  Members  for  Universities. 
Universities  in  Scotland,  I  fancy,  like 
Universities  in  England,  by  their  Repre- 
sentatives, are  not  friends  of  popular 
education  or  of  free  education.  Out  of 
those  seven  votes  I  find  that  three  are 
those  of  Members  sitting  on  the  Tory 
Treasury  Bench — one  of  whom  repre- 
sents the  populous  constituency  of 
the  Island  of  Bute — a  fourth  is  that 
of  a  Member  representing  a  Uni- 
versity, and  nut  of  what  I  may  call 
the  independent  votes  for  Scotland 
in  this  House  three  Tory  Members 
have  voted  in  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Then  there  is  another  vote  in 
Scotland,  which  we  regard  with  con- 
siderable interest — in  fact,  its  future 
state  is  the  subject  constantly  of  our 
pious  commisseration.  As  far  as  I  know, 
the  gentlemen  who  call  themselves 
Liberal  Unionists  number  16  amongst 
the  Scottish  Members.  Out  of  these  16 
how  many  have  given  their  support  to 
the  Government  on  the  present  occasion  1 
Just  five.  Of  course,  there  was  the 
Member  for  St.  Andrews,  and  the 
Member  for  Roxbui*gh,  who  supported 
the  Government  by  his  vote  and  voice, 
and  always  exhibits  the  ardour  and 
ccmrago  which  characterises  the  sincere 
ally ;  then  there  were  the  two  Members 
for  Ayrshire  and  the  Member  for  Forfar. 
I  have  spoken  of  the  Tories  who  sup- 
ported the  Government,  but  where  were 
Sir  JF.  Ilarcourl 


the  Tory  absentees  ?  There  were  several 
of  them.  Where  were  the  two  Members 
for  Renfrewshire  ;  where  was  the  lion. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Renfrew,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dumtorton.shire,  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  one  of  the 
Divisions  of  Perthshire,  and  the  latest 
acquisition,  the  victor  of  the  Ayrshire 
Burghs,  whom  I  see  opposite  ? 
•Mr.  SOMERVELL  (Ayr,  Ac):  My 
absence  was  owing  to  my  being  obliged 
to  attend  an  important  meeting  in  Scot- 
land. I  was  detained  until  the  moment 
I  entered  the  House,  and  I  voted  in  the 
subsequent  Divisions. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  b^  the  lion-. 
Member's  pardon.  I  noted  his  absence, 
but  did  not  know  the  cause  of  it.  The 
Government  got  the  votes  of  12  out  of 
the  72  Members.  On  the  other  hand, 
what  had  the  Government  against  them 
in  relation  to  the  measure  ?  I  venture 
to  say  that  they  had  the  overwhelming 
voice  of  the  people  of  Scotland  in  opposi- 
tion to  them.  Forty-four  Scotch  votes- 
were  recorded  against  them,  as 
compared  with  12  in  their  favour. 
With  regard  to  the  Scotch  Unionist 
Members,  their  votes  were  distributed 
with  almost  absolute  impartiality,  be- 
cause five  voted  with  the  Government, 
five  against  the  Government,  and  the 
other  six  wisely  abstained  from  voting 
at  all.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Ayr  Burghs  has  accounted  for  his 
absence.  Of  course,  I  cannot  tell  the 
causes  of  the  absence  of  the  others,  but 
I  observe  that  the  hon.  Member  recently 
elected  for  the  Partick  Division  did  not 
vote.  It  is  worth  while  to  consider  how 
Scotland  has  been  dealt  with  by  the 
Government  on  this  occasion.  All  the 
Representatives  of  the  great  and  jwpn- 
lons  centres  in  Scotland  have  voted 
against  this  measure.  All  the  Members 
for  Edinburgh,  nearly  all  the  Members 
for  Glasgow,  the  Members  for  Aberdeen, 
Dundee,  Dumfries,  Greenock,  Inverness 
Burghs,  Leith,  Paisley,  Perth,  Mont- 
rose, Stirling,  and  Hawick,  have  voted 
against  you.  What  is  there  in  your 
favour?  You  have  the  Member  for  St. 
Andrews  and  the  Member  for  Central 
Glasgow.  They  are  the  only  burgh 
Representatives  who  have  voted  with 
you.  Of  course  you  have  the  support  of 
the  Representatives  of  the  Universities. 
Let  us  look  at  the  counties.  You  have 
against  you  the  Representatives  of  Aber- 


1289    Local  Taxation  {Custonu 


deenshire,    Banff,   Berwickshire,   Caith- 
ness, Edinburgh,  Elg^in,  Fife,  Hadding- 
ton, Inverness,  Lanarkshire,  LinUthgow. 
Perth,  Ross,  Stirling,  and    Sutherlar}^. 
Such  is  the  voice  of  the  countijjg^'  and 
still  you  persist  in  the  measuj^.     You 
say   yon   do   it   because  of  some  great 
principle    which-  is    invcfved     in    the 
matter.     The  principle  is  laid  down  by 
the  Chancellor  of  thi,!  Exchequer.     The 
Lord  Advocate  avo.ided  the  principle;  he 
said  a  good  deal  ^ibout  the  practice^  and 
very    little    aVout    the  principle.     The 
principle    is    -wo     will     pay     for     the 
compulsory  standards,  but   not   for  the 
voluntary  standards.     The  Scotch  Mem- 
bers hav  maintained  that  they  attach 
even  grfatcr  importance  to  the  payment 
of  the  /oluntary  standards  tlian  to  that  of 
thecrmpulsorystandards.   Thomatter  has 
beer  ably    argued   by   the    right   hon. 
Geitleman    the   Member   for    Sheffield 
(JS-.  Mnndella)  and  others.     It  has  been 
s'own  that  your  conception  of  excluding 
tie  voluntaiy  standards  depended  upon 
he  notion   of   a  distinction   of  classes 
vhich    is   detested   and   repudiated    by 
)nblic  opinion  in  Scotland,  and,  there- 
.ore,  your  principle  is  one  which  is  repug- 
nant to  the  mind  of  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  Scotland.     Your  principle  is  a 
bad  one,  but  there  is  something  to  be 
said  for  people  who,  having  a  principle, 
good    or   bsid,   carry   it   out.      We   had 
great    diflBoulty    in   getting   at  exactly 
what  was  going  to  be  done    with  this 
money.   The  Lord  Advocate  endeavoured 
to  explain    the   matter   over  and   over 
again,  but  the  more  he  explained  it  the 
less  we  understood  it.     We  said,  "  Your 
disposal  of  the  money  last  year  and  your 
legislation    were  inconsistent   with    the 
great  principle  of  the  Cliancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  because  ycu  did  not  put  in 
vords  to  txclude  the  voluntary  standards, 
(»nd  yoa  did,  in  fact,  give  money  which 
went,  as  I  understand,  to  the  payment 
for  voluntary  standards,"  and  wo  asked 
\-why  you   departed  from  that.     If  the 
iiord    Advocate    had    said,    "  Oh,    the 
[Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  got  a 
Igreat  principle,  and,  therefore,   I  must 
I'depart  from  the  practice  of  last  year,"  I 
could  have  understood  it,  but   the   Ixird 
Advocate  was  too  prudent  for  that ;  he 
is  much  too  canny  to  say  that.     He  said, 
"  Oh,   no ;  consistently  with   the  great 
principle  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer,  that  money  is  not  to  go  to  the 
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°i.y  trust  me,  the  voluntary  standards 
sliall  get  it."  Yon  are  not  to  give 
Imperial  money  to  the  voluntary 
standards,  but  yon  are  to  give  Imperial 
money  in  such  a  way  that  the  voluntary 
standards  may  get  it.  What  is  to  become 
of  the  money  in  the  case  of  schools 
where  alre<idy  grants  are  sufficient  t« 
deal  with  the  compulsory  standards  ? 
The  Lord  Advocate  says  it  will  go  to 
the  ratepayers  ;  but  supposing  the  rate^ 
payers  use  the  money  for  paying  the 
voluntary  standards,  the  great  principle 
of  the  Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  be 
upset.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ia 
like  a  man  who  says  to  a  small  boy,  "No 
power  on  earth  would  induce  me  to  giva 
you  a  penny  to  buy  a  tart  with,  because 
tarts  are  very  bad  things  for  small  boys, 
but  if  you  only  sj)end  a  penny  of  your 
own  upon  a  tart,  I  will  take  care  to  give 
you  a  penny."  Now,  what  a  piece  of 
management  is  this.  The  Governmcni 
have  money  to  dispose  of  for  the  benefit 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.  They  have 
disposed  of  it  in  a  manner  which  has 
almost  given  as  much  dissatisfaction  to 
the  people  as  if,  instead  of  g^iving  the 
money,  they  had  taken  it  away.  1  do 
not  know  whether  we  ai-e  to  be  told  that 
we  have  been  obstructing  tiis  measure. 
[An  hon.  Membeb  :  Hear,  hear  !]  There 
IS  an  hon.  Member  ready  to  say  that.  I 
observe  that  this  morning  the  whole 
Unionist  Press  is  in  full  cry  against  the 
Scotch  Members,  charging  them  with 
obstruction.  Have  you  Unionist  GentTe- 
men  opposite  any  conception  of  what 
Scotch  Representatives  are  hero  for  X 
Irish  Members  are  here  to  be  voted 
down,  to  be  defamed,  and  to  be  insulted. 
Tliia  was  shown  during  tlie  first  10 
days  of  the  present  Session.  Are  the 
Government  going  to  apply  the  same 
doctrine  to  Scotch  Members?  If  yoa 
choose  to  raise  against  tlie  Scotch  Mem- 
bers the  cry  of  obstruction,  there  is. 
another  cry  that  will  be  raised  in  answer, 
and  that  is  the  cry  of  Home  Rule.  Is 
it  not  monstrous  to  say  that  when  the 
Government  come  forward  with  proposals 
which  the  people  of  Scotland  think  not 
to  be  a  boon,  but  injurious  to  them,  their 
Representatives  in  Parliament  are  not  to 
bo  at  liberty  to  argue  against  such  pro- 
posals, to  resist  them,  and  to  endeavour 
to  amend  them  ?  What  a  conception  k 
that  of  the  union  of  tKe  \3m\j&^'&Ks^"«s>^ 
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^  deal  Hear,  hear  !]  The  hon .  Meralier  for  Kox- 
See  what  you  did  when  you  had  t*- .,  ^j^rtrh  (Mr.  A.  Elliot)  applauds  that, 
with  a  very  much  inferior  question—^  But  I  commend  the  Action  of  the  Liberal 
question  of  tile  police.  The  Scotcu,,^^^^^^^^^^  j^  ^^ja  matter  to  the  oonsidera- 
people  think  a  great  deal  more  about 
their  education  than  they  do  about  police 
supeniunuation,  but  when  you  Imd  to 
deal  with  the  police,  you  appointed 
a  Committee,  which  consisted  ex- 
•lusively  of  Scotchmen,  a  very  remark, 
able  and  useful  precedent.  Hut  what 
would  have  become  of  this  clause  if 
they  liad  referred  it  to  a  Committee  con- 
sisting exclusively  of  Scotch  Memliers  ? 
Why  have  they  not  done  so?  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  let  the  cat  out 
of  the  bag.  It  is  because  they  mean  to 
make  the  question  of  Scottish  education 
fiubordinate  and  subservient  to  their 
views  on  English  education.  That  will  not 
commend  itself  particularly  to  the  Scot- 
tish people,  who  have  their  own  views 
and  their  own  interests  in  the  matter  of 
education.  There  is  one  thing  in  which 
Scotland  is  fortunate  and  distinguished 
—  that  tliat  bitter  spirit  of  donomitiation- 
alism  which  has  been  so  injurious  to  the 
cause  of  education  in  England,  haahad  com- 
paratively little  influence  in  Scotland.  And 
the  Government  liave  chosen,  in  dealing 
with  tliis  question,  to  subordinate  the  in- 
terests of  Scottish  education  tothedenomi- 
nationalist  prejudices  wliich  exist  in  Eng- 
land. That  is  the  secret  of  the  manner 
in  which  they  have  dealt  with  this 
clause.  These  things  will  be  thoroughly 
appreciated  and  understood  in  Scotland. 
It  is  said  we  should  not  look  a  gift  horse 
in  the  mouth.  But  this  is  so  bad  a  horse 
that  we  are  obliged  to  look  it  in  the 
mouth,  and  the  more  we  look  it  in  the 
mouth,  the  more  we  think  the  gift  horse 
will  not  be  worth  its  keep.  I  cannot 
andorstand  on  what  principles  the 
Government  go  in  dealing  with  different 
sections  of  the  community.  They  pro- 
fess to  bring  in  remedial  measures  for 
Ireland,  but  they  will  not  consult  Irish- 
men. You  profess  to  bring  in  remedial 
legislation  for  Scotland  and  Wales,  but 
you  will  not  consult  Scotchmen  or 
Welshmen.  Of  course,  you  have  got  the 
Liberal  Unionists.  The  Scotch  Liberal 
Unionists  are  represented  by  their 
organiser  the  Member  for  St.  Andrews, 
and  the  English  Unionists  are  led  by  the 
iioblo  Lord  who  is  now  the  Member  for 
Hampshire  (Viscount  Wolmer),  but  who 
is  a  candidate  for  one  of  the  Divisions  of 
the  City  of  Edinbui'gh.  [Mr.  A.  Elliot: 
Sir  W.  Harcourt 


>-  qi  the  electors  of  Edinburgh,  whose 
^°^  '^  utatives  have  unanimously  voted 
Represw:,  gill  The  Government  have 
against  th.  repentance,  and  I  hope  that, 
still  place  for  .tage,  the  very  necessary 
on  the  Report  h-j-j,  three  daj's'  Debate 
education  of  thew  to  make  this  ■2nd 
will  enable  them  *iiy  the  acceptance 
clause  a  gift  more  woni, 
of  the  people  of  Scotland*; .  ^g  „  gcotch 
(2.15.)  Mr.  a.  ELLIOi  ^ordsonthe 
Member,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  traordinaiT 
clause,and  on  the  somewhat  cxl  listened, 
oration  to  which  we  have  jusv  William 
My  right  lion.  Friend  (Sir  V  ready 
Harcourt)  seems  a  good  deal  mor^n  to 
to  study  the  Division  Lists  tnl  do 
study  the  Scottish  proposals.  hon. 
not  know  for  what  purpose  the  right  tere 
Gontlemansupposes  the  Scottish  MemhJy 
are  here,  but  it  is  certainly  not  to  raht 
round  the  flaunting  flag  that  the  rigfe 
hon.  Gentleman  so  assiduously  wavd; 
before  us.  I  will  not  follow  the  righJ 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  his  analysis  of  thi 
Division  Li.st  beyond  saying  this — that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hardly  seems  to  bel 
acquainted  even  with  the  names  of  the 
Scottish  Members  whose  votes  he  criti- 
cises. He  has  discussed  the  vote  of  the 
Member  for  Hawick,  and  it  is  evident 
that  he  has  failed  to  distinguish  between 
two  very  different  Gentlemen — Mr.  A.  H. 
Brown  and  Mr.  A.  L.  Brown.  The  rikht  i 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been  equally  at  i&mU 
in  his  references  to  the  hon.  Member  for« 
Partick,  and  in  assuming  that  becam^B 
that  hon.  Gentleman  was  absent  fr 
the  Division  he  was  unwilling  to  supp 
the  clause.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentlerol 
does  not  know,  he  might  have  left  tl 
hon.  Member  alone.  A  similar  argumei 
may  be  founded  upon  the  absence  fron 
the  Division  of  the  Member  for  Leed-^l 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair),  who  takes  a  good 
deal  of  interest  in  Scottish  education. 

SiB  W.  HARCOURT  ;    He  did  vot 
You  are  mistaken. 

Mr.    a.    ELLIOT:   The    right    honfl 
Gentleman   assured  me  himself  that  luV 
did   not  vote.     I  am  talking  about   the 
late  Division  last  night,  and  he  assui-ed  n 
mo  that  he  did  not  vote,  because  he  was  w 
not  aware  that  the  subject  was  likely  to 
be  discussed  at  such  extreme  length. 
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with  those  of  the  Members  iat 
Eaat  and  West  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith  and 
Mr.  Birrell)  and  one  or  more  of  the 
Members  for  Lanarkshire  will  carry  groat 
weight.  These  Gentlemen  are  very  able, 
excellent,  and  admirable,  but  they  are 
not  acquainted  with  Scotch  affairs.  They 
are  not  Scotsmen — not  even  nearly  so 
much  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bridgeton  (Sir  George  Tre- 
velyan).  If  Scottisli  Members  have  any 
merits  at  all,  they  are  able  to  look  after 
their  own  affairs,  and  tli«y  do  not  require 
any  Englishman  to  take  up  the  cudgels 
on  their  behalf.  Surely  it  is  not  an  "  in- 
sult "  and  an  "  injury  "  to  give  the  Scotch 
people  £40,000  to  aid  in  establishing  free 
education.  The  distribution  of  the 
money,  I  contend,  ought  to  bo  genera), 
which  it  will  not  be  if  it  is  bestowed  only 
on  some  central  places  for  the  advance- 
ment of  higher  education.  la  that  case 
the  rural  population — the  farmer,  the 
blacksmith,  the  joiner,  and  the  rest — will 
derive  no  direct  benefit,  whereas  under 
the  Bill  every  one  of  these  individuals 
obtains  some  recognition.  When  the 
matter  comes  to  the  test  of  a  Division  I 
do  not  think  certain  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  have  the  courage  of  their 
brave  words.  With  regard  to  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  matter  should  be  deter- 
mined by  the  preponderance  of  Scottish 
votes,  will  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men be  willing  to  submit  all  questions 
relating  to  England  to  the  English  ma- 
jority, in  which  the  Conservative  Party 
largely  prevails  ?  That  is  the  test.  I 
hope  we  shall  have  a  Division  on  this 
clause.  It  may  be  that  the  results  will 
be  so  strange  that  the  Division  List  will 
afford  further  opportunity  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Uarcourt)  to  study 
the  causes  for  which  hon.  Members  ab- 
sented themselves. 

(2.28.)  Mb.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries)  : 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Elliot) 
is  not  really  a  free  agent,  and  for  that 
reason  we  ought  to  make  some  allowance 
for  him,  because  he  knows  that  unless  he 
succeeds  in  making  hinoseLf  agreeable  to 
the  Conservative  Party  in  Roxburgh,  he 
may  spare  himself  the  trouble  of  present- 
ing himself  there  for  re-election.  That 
is  the  reason  the  Liberal  Unionists  are 
so  obstiuato,  unconciUatory,  and  violent  in 
their  language  against  their  old  frienda. 
>[y  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  wise  in  not 
following  up  the  analysis  of  the  Division 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  name  is  here. 

Me.  a.  ELLIOT:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  imd  I  are  thinking  of  differ- 
ent Divisions,  and  I  may  just  as  well 
count  the  Member  for  Leeds  on  my  side 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  count 
the  Member  for  Partick  among  the 
opponents  of  the  clause.  I  wish  to 
allude  to  something  else,  namely,  the 
action  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  a  Scotsman,  and  he  dis- 
cusses this  question  occasionally  with 
some  regard  to  its  merits.  I  was  pleased 
to  hear  my  right  hon.  Friend  sever  him- 
self from  the  line  taken  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Bryce).  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  pi'actically  led  the  House  on  this 
Scottish  question.  He  moved  the  main 
Amendment,  yet  he  distinctly  separated 
himself  from  his  right  hon.  Colleague, 
and  refused  to  follow  him  into  the 
Lobby. 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  <tc.) :  I  do  not  know  what  this 
lias  to  do  with  the  question  before  the 
House  ;  but  my  action  in  the  matter  was 
perfectly  intelligible.  As  I  have  ex- 
plained to  the  House,  I  am  entirely 
opposed  to  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  while  I  sympathised  with  the 
alternative  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bryce)  I  was  not  able  to  support  it 

Mb.  a.  ELLIOT:  After  asking  his 
hon.  Friend  not  to  go  to  a  Division, 
because  if  he  did  he  could  not  support 
him,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  the 
Division  was  taken  did  support  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Bryce.) 

Mb.  bryce  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  explain.  The  Divi- 
sion to  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  is  now  referring  is  not  the  Divi- 
sion to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby  referred. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order  ! 

Mb.  a.  ELLIOT:  If  the  two  Gen- 
tlemen concerned  are  well  satisiied 
with  their  joint  action  la.st  night,  I  only 
wonder  at  their  admirable  good  temper 
and  conciliatory  disposition.  With  regard 
to  Scottish  opinion,  I  do  not  think  that 
in  Scotland,  on  a  Scottish  matter,  the 
opinions  of  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh      (Mr.       Chiiders)      joined 
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Lists,  becauseit  will  be  found  that  through- 
out Scottish  opinion  has  bcon  over-ruled 
by  the  Government  and  their  supporters. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  referred  to  the  fact 
that  some  Scotch  Members  are  not 
Scotchmen,  and  that  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers represent  a  country  with  which 
they  are  not  well-acquainted.  Neither 
remark  affects  me,  but  would  there  be 
anything  more  parochial,  contemp- 
tible, and  narrow  than  for  our  country- 
men to  confine  themselves  simply  to  such 
talent  as  they  may  chance  to  find  in  their 
own  part  of  the  country,  or  to  confine 
themselves  wholly  to  Scotch  Represen- 
tatives. Many  of  our  countrymen 
represent  English  constituencies.  I 
once  represented  an  English  constituency 
myself,  and  this  I  will  say,  that  1  never 
found  an  Englishman  in  the  whole  of 
that  constituency  so  slmbby  as  to  make 
it  a  matter  of  reproach  that  I  came  from 
the  wrong  side  of  the  Tweed.  In  regard 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh,  and  my  hon.  Friends 
the  Membei-s  for  East  Fife  and  West  Fife, 
I  do  not  believe  three  more  honour- 
able representatives  or  more  able  men 
have  been  sent  by  any  Scotch  con- 
stituencies to  tliis  House.  The  hon. 
Alember  also  says  that,  to  be  consistent, 
we  should  settle  English  affairs  by 
English  votes.  Well,  has  that  not  been 
tho  practice  absolutely?  I  think  you 
will  find  I  am  right.  I  do  not  believe  it 
will  bo  possible  to  find  a  Bill  relating 
purely  to  England  on  which  the  wi8he.s 
of  English  Members  were  overborne  by 
tlie  introduction  of  Scotch  and  Irish 
votes.  ["The  Burials  Bill."]  No,  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  is  wrong,  not  even 
tlie  Burials  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  ELLIOT:  Of  course,  the 
majority  keeps  the  Government  in  Office, 
and  that,  surely,  covers  the  legislation 
for  England. 

Mk.  R.  T.  REID  :  I  do  not  think  it 
does.  It  is  true  tbat  in  all  Imixriul 
affairs  Scotch  and  Irish  Members  have 
tnken  their  fair  share,  as  I  hope  thoy 
always  will ;  therefore,  ns  an  Im- 
perial Government  which  is  dependent 
on  the  whole  House,  it  necessarily 
follows  that  the  Government  must  be 
retained  in  oflSce  by  the  majority  of 
the  Members  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  an  Imjierial 
majority  has  ever  been  used  to 
thrust  Tipon  England  any  measure  which 
J/r.  E.  T.  Reid 


the  majority  of  English  Members 
were  opjwsed  to.  I  do  not  believe  any 
instance  of  the  kind  can  be  found.  It 
is  unfortunate,  and  1  think  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  tho  other  side  will,  in  their 
hearts,  think  it  is  unfortunate,  that  the 
practice  of  constantly  superseding  Scotch 
opinion  by  the  majority  of  the  House 
comjxised  of  English  Members  should 
have  grown  so  much  as  in  the  last  three 
or  four  years  it  lias.  1  am  sure  it  baa 
been  tho  practice  in  past  times  to  con- 
sider and  defer  to  Scotch  opinion  in 
matters  of  this  kind.  In  this  particular 
we  were  happily  different  from  Ireland  j 
ad  regards  Ireland  it  was  not  the  pnictice. 
It  is  this  Conservative  Government  that 
has  fallen  into  this  unhappy  unstates- 
manlike  course,  of  which  thiii  is  the  last 
and  most  signal  instance,  and  if  no  other 
good  arises  from  our  protest,  I  hope,  at 
all  events,  it  may  have  the  effect  of 
calling  attention  to,  if  it  does  not  check 
a  continuance  of,  this  disastrous  and, 
as  I  think,  most  unstatesmanlike 
policy. 

(2.36.)  Mr.  HUNTER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Roxburgh  rather 
despises  our  courage,  and,  by  implication, 
admires  his  own,  and  challenges  us  to  go 
to  a  Division  on  Clause  2.  Well,  what- 
ever may  be  the  state  of  our  courage,  we 
are  not  wholly  destitute  of  common 
sense.  What  does  Clause  2  effect  t  It 
effects  the  distribution  of  £140,000  to 
be  devoted  to  Scotch  purposes.  In  Scot- 
land we  would  rather  that  this  money 
should  go  to  Scotland  for  any  purpose, 
however  bad,  however  objectionable, 
than  that  it  should  be  lost  to  as. 
The  money  is  not  a  gift.  There  was 
one  part  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  with 
which  I  disagreed  ;  he  spoke  of  this  as  a 
gift ;  it  is  no  gift.  For  every  Ss.  3d. 
given,  you  take  5s.  out  of  our  {tockets. 
We  are  losers,  even  at  the  best,  and  we 
shall  not  be  guilty  of  any  such  folly  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roxburgh  suggests 
in  endeavouring  to  delete  the  clause. 
Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
talked  very  loudly  about  giving  some- 
thing to  the  ratepayers,  but  in  tho  several 
speeches  he  has  addressed  to  the  Com- 
mittee he  has  never  attempted  to  say 
what  the  ratepayers  are  going  to  get 
under  this  clause.  A  farthing  would 
bi  something,  a  penny  would  be 
something,   but  if  a    man   picks  your 
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pocket  of  5s.  and  gratuitously  presents 
you  with  a  penny  you  would  be  disposed 
to  agree  tliat  would  be  something  un- 
oommonly   like  an  insult.     The  fact  of 
the    matter    is    that,    under    the    most 
&vourable     circumstances,    the     whole 
benefit  of  this  may  be  measured  by  the 
v&lae   of  an   ounce  of   tobacco.      That 
about   represents    the   value    the    rate- 
payers   of     Scotland    will     get.       The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  has  relieved   me  from  the  neces- 
sity of  bringing,'  before  the  Committee  a 
clear  statement  of  the  position  in  which 
Scotch  Members  stand  in   regard  to  the 
Government.      But  I  am  delighted  with 
the   course   of  the   Debate.      I   deeply 
regret  that   the   Government   have   re- 
fused to  complete  the  work  of  freeing 
education.     I    do   so,  not  only  because 
of    its  effect  on    the   cause    of    educa- 
tion,   but    because    of    its     bad    effect 
on    School  Board    finance.      We   know 
the    inconvenience     the     Boards    have 
felt     from     not   knowing   what  money 
they     are    to     have,    and    wliat    they 
will  bo  required  to  raise.     It  is  a  great 
loss  til  Scotland  that  the  system  of  free 
education  is  not  t<i  be  completed.     Bat 
there  are   considerations,  on  the   other 
hand  ;  and,  just  as  many  a  dark  cloud 
has  a  silver  lining,  so  there  is  a  brilliant 
lining  to   this,  in  that   we   hdve   been 
afforded  a  good  object-lesson  in  Home 
Rule  for  Scotland.     Last  year,  in  deal- 
ing with  Local  Government,  the  Govern- 
ment  forced   upon   Scotland  a    scheme 
totally  at  variance  with  the  wishes  of  her 
people,  a  bad  .scheme,  as  bad  as  could  jios- 
sibly  be  devised.     Having  done  that  last 
year,  they  now  deal  with  local  finance,  a 
very  ticklish  question.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  practically  admitted 
this  principle  in  his  scheme  of  subsidies 
for   liical   rates,  that  money  raised  Im- 
perially should  bo  recognised  as  national 
property,  to   be  distributed  among  the 
three  nations  from  which  it  was  derived  ; 
therefore,  recognising,  as  he  ought,  that 
this  nioney  raised  in  Scotland  is  Scottish 
money,   not    English   money   at   all,    it 
■ought     to     be      spent     according     to 
Scottish,     and     not     English,     wishes. 
We    considered     yon     foolishly    threw 

I  away  your  money  last  year ;  but  that  is 
your  affair ;  we  do  not  object  to 
that,  but  we  do  strongly  object 
that,  your  Imperial  taxation  having 
heea  raised  by  methods  imposed 



against    the     wish    of     Scotch    Repre- 
sentatives, you  should  proceed  to  spend 
the  money  so  i-aised  not  on  objects  which 
the    Scottish    people    desire,    but   upon 
objects  which,  in  a  relative  sense,  they 
detest.      You  are  leading  Scotland  up  to 
that  point  to  which  a  little  more  than  a 
century  ago  you  brought  your  American 
colonies,  when  you  imposed  taxes  upon 
them  without  their  asaent  and  against 
their   wishes.      What  is  the   difference 
between  imposing  on  a  country  taxation 
without  the  people's  consent,  and  doing 
what  the   Government  are  now   doing, 
first  asking  our  opinion,  and  when  that 
has  been  expressed  in  the  clearest  terms 
setting  that  opinion  entirely  aside  ?     A 
mure  monstrous  abuse  of  the  power  of 
taxation  cannot  be  conceived.     If  it  were 
raised  for  Imperial  purposes  it  would  bo 
quite   another    matter.       For    Imperial 
purposes,   the    Imperial    majority   must 
decide,  but   this    is    not  such    a    ct^e. 
Having  imposed  taxation  to  the  extent 
of  5a.  for  each  family,  you  deduct  from 
that  Is.  9d.  for  the  benefit  of  England, 
and   then    deal  with   the   residue   in  a 
manner  totally  opposed  to  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  Scotland.      I  do  not  intend 
to   occupy   time   further,  but  I  do   not 
forget   that    the     Government  are    not 
yet  out  of  the  wood.      We  have  offered 
determined  resistance,  and  I  rejoice  to 
hear  that  condemned  by  the  Tory  Press 
of     London.       If    there    is    one    thing 
to  make  our  view  univei-sally  papular  it  is 
to  bo  attacked  by  the  Cockney  Pre.ss  of 
London.       We  shall  continue   to  use  all 
the  forms  of  the  House   to   the   fullest 
ex  tout  to  prevent  this   BCiindalous,  this 
gross,  injustice  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 
The  Government  may,  if  they  please,  be 
wise  in  time.      They  may   resort  to  the 
Closure,   or  any   means  in  their  power, 
but  one  tiling  they  caimot  do — that  is, 
reconcile  us  to  their  policy.      They  have 
cast  their  die,  and  let  them  go  to  Scot- 
land with  their  cry  of  "  Down  with  free 
edueiition.' 

(2.50.)  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put 
accordingly,  and  agreed  to. 
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Clanse  3. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  3, 
page  2,  Hue  35,  leave  out  from  "  the 
sum  of,"  to  "shall,"  in  line  40,  and 
insert  "  £78,000."— {Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.) 

(2.52.)  Mn.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) : 
I  think  it  would  be  convenient  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the  Chief 
Secretary  wore  now  to  offer  some  explana- 
tion as  to  the  working  of  the  scheme  so 
far  as  it  concerns  primary  education  in 
Ireland.  I  have,  on  a  former  occasion, 
described  it  as  complicated  in  character. 
The  Chief  Secretary  differed,  but  I  think 
it  will  bo  found,  on  consideration,  that  the 
scheme  is  one  upon  which  the  Com- 
mittee may  well  ask  some  further 
explanation.  I  may  recall  the  fact  tlmt 
we  strongly  objected  to  the  increase  of 
Revenue  from  Ireland  as  extremely 
unjust ;  and,  although  the  original  pur- 
pose of  the  taxation  has  disappeared,  the 
money  is  to  be  raised,  and  1  wish  to  say 
that  we  assent  to  the  application  of  this 
part  of  -the  money  in  aid  of  primary 
education,  by  way  of  increasing  the 
salaries  of  the  National  teachers.  We 
are  not  disposed  to  give  countenance  to 
any  suggestion  made — not  in  the  House, 
but  outside — for  the  division  of  any  part 
of  the  sum  to  any  other  use  than  that  of 
primary  education.  We  regard  with 
satisfaction  that  a  substantial  part  of  the 
money  is  to  be  applied  in  aid  of  a  class  of 
men  whose  position  is  an  extremely  hard 
and  bitter  one,  and  who  need  further 
care  on  the  part  of  the  State.  While  we 
are  satisfied  that  the  money  should  be 
applied  in  this  way,  yet  we  feel  that  the 
case  of  the  National  teachers  will  have 
to  be  dealt  with — not  casually,  and  as  by 
a  windfall,  but  deliberately  and  per- 
manently, as  a  matter  of  ordinary  pro- 
vision. In  reference  to  what  was  said 
a  while  ago  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division,  I  have  to  say  that 
this  scheme  for  National  teachers  has 
been  prepared  in  the  usual  Government 
mode,  and  without  any  reference  what- 
ever to  Irish  Members  on  the  subject. 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  origin  of  the 
scheme.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was 
submitted  to,  or  considered  by,  anyone 
in  Ireland.  I  say  frankly  I  do  not  think 
it  by  any  means  the  best  scheme  that 
could  be  devised  for  the  appropriation 


of  the  money.  I  go  further,  and  doubt 
whether  it  is  a  good  scheme,  and  I 
question  very  much  whether  it  will 
work  equally  between  large  and  small 
schools,  between  efficient  schools  in 
towns  and  liaokward  schools  in  the 
country,  between  schools  in  the  contri- 
butory and  the  non -contributory  Unions. 
Though  I  think  it  would  have  been 
better  if  Irish  Members  had  been  con- 
sulted upon  the  details  of  primary 
education  in  Ireland  before  the  intro- 
duction of  this  provision  into  the  Bill, 
yet,  as  the  whole  of  the  money  is  to  go 
in  aid  of  National  teachers,  and  inas- 
much OS  the  National  teachers,  the 
persons  principally  interested,  have 
made  no  adverse  representation  about 
the  scheme,  I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to 
offer  a  scheme  in  substitution,  or  even 
a  comprehensive  Amendment  of  it, 
though  I  think  a  better  scheme  might 
have  been  framed,  and  a  comprehensive 
Amendment  of  this  could  be  supported 
by  very  strong  arguments.  There  are 
one  or  two  points  upon  which  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  offer  Amendments,  in  order 
to  secure  a  more  fair  distribution.  First 
I  ask,  is  it  intended  to  include  what  are 
called  model  schools  in  the  scheme  ?  If 
so,  I  shall  have  to  protest  against  and 
resist  it,  because,  though  the  amount  of 
money  that  would  be  so  diverted  would 
be  small,  not  more  than  £1,000,  yet  the 
principle  at  issne  is  imperative.  These 
model  schools  have  ceased  to  satisfy  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  brought 
into  existence.  Those  purposes  were 
two,  the  training  of  teachers,  and 
the  provision  of  mixed  education  in  an 
eflScient  form.  There  are  now  State 
training  colleges,  and,  therefore,  the 
model  schools  are  no  longer  required  for 
their  original  purpose,  uomely,  the 
training  of  teachers.  Secondly,  they 
cannot  be  called  schools  in  which  mixed 
education  is  given,  because  they  they  are 
attended  almost  entirely  by  children  of 
one  creed,  and  that  not  the  creed  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  people.  I  do  not 
believe  there  are  more  than  250  Catholic 
children  in  all  the  model  schools  in 
Ireland,  and  in  some  of  them  there  is 
not  a  single  Catholic  child  to  bo  found. 
I  would  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
fortlve  education  of  7,000  children  in 
these  schools,  the  State  pays  £30,000  a 
year  at  the  present  time,  that  is  to  say, 
each  child  costs  the  State  £4  a  year,  and 
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I  doubt  very  much  if,  in  all  the  systems 
of  primary  education  in  the  world,  you 
could  find  a  parallel  to  this.  The  cost  of 
the  institutions  approaches  a  scandal, 
and  I  shall  resist  voting  another  penny 
to  their  support.  It  is  a  question  how 
long  such  a  scandal  is  to  continue.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  feels  himself 
called  upon  to  answer  me,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  know  if  it  is  intended  that  any 
of  the  money  shall  go  to  the  assistance 
of  the  model  schools,  where  the  teachers 
stand  in  a  wholly  different  position  to 
National  school  teachers.  It  is  clear 
that  the  model  school  teachers  are 
now  well  paid  because  there  is 
a  sum  of  £'2,000  now  paid  in  fees 
in  those  schools,  annually  i  paid  into 
the  Exchequer.  There  is  every  reason 
for  refusing  them  any  contribution  from 
this  grant,  and,  at  the  proper  time,  I 
shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  propose  an 
Amendment  excluding  them.  Then  I 
have  to  ask.  Have  the  Government 
considered  the  effect  of  this  scheme  of 
theirs  as  bearing  u[)on  the  system  of 
local  contributions  from  the  rates  in  aid 
of  primary  education  in  Ireland?  That 
system  exists  to  a  very  inefBcient  extent. 
From  160  Unions  there  are  only  12  con- 
tribute to  the  rates.  One  effect  of  the 
scheme  will  be  to  put  an  end  entirely  to 
contributions  from  the  rates  in  aid  of 
primary  education.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  desired  or  contemplated. 
I  take  it  the  contribution  under  the  Bill 
by  subsidies  towards  primary  education 
wDl  be  greater  than  the  aid  from  local 
contributions.  The  effect  will  be  that  in 
every  Union  where  the  Guardians  pay 
more  from  the  rates  than  they  get  under 
the  Bill  they  will  cease  to  contribute, 
and  the  teachers  will  be  left  to  the  State 
subventions.  I  take  the  case  where  the 
Guardians  pay  less  and  the  result  fees 
are  low.  Wh«re  they  pay  less  from  the 
rates  than  is  payable  under  the  Bill,  it  is 
quite  obvious  that  there  it  will  be  to  the 
interest  of  the  teachers  that  the  contribu- 
tions from  the  Guardians  should  cease. 
Of  course,  the  moment  it  becomes  to  the 
interest  of  the  teachers  that  this  should 
be  80,  the  Guardians  will  cease  to  pay ; 
they  will  respond  to  the  representations 
of  the  teachers,  who  will  be  placed  in  a 
better  position.  When  this  I3ill  jiasses, 
then  local  contributions  to  the  aid  of 
primary  education  will  come  to  on  end, 
I  do  not  argue  whether  this  is  good  or 


bad  ;  1  only  ask  if  you  intend  this  to  be 
the  effect  of  the  scheme  ?  Great  efforts 
were  made  to  pass  the  Act  of  1875,  and 
the  then  Chief  Secretary  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach)  stated  that  if  the  Act  failed  to 
operate,  then  sometliing  further  would 
have  to  be  done.  It  lias  failed 
to  operate,  as  is  shown  by  the  fact  that, 
of  160  Unions,  only  12  are  contributory 
Unions  under  the  Act  of  1875.  In  th& 
Amendment  I  shall  propose  to  the 
clause,  the  principle  is  affirmed  that 
the  whole  of  this  money,  £78,000,  is 
intended  for  education,  and  should  be 
devoted  to  that  purj)ose.  But  in  the 
sase  of  a  contributory  Union,  where 
the  Guardians  pay  less  for  education 
than  the  grant  will  reach  to  in  that 
Union,  the  deficiency  is  not  to  be  given 
to  the  teachers,  but  to  be  added  to  the 
Probate  Duty  Grant.  Suppose  Guar- 
dians pay  £300  in  aid  from  the  rates, 
and  the  amount  given  under  this  capita- 
tion grant  comes  to  £400,  the  coui-se 
ander  the  Bill  would  be  that  the  Guar- 
dians would  be  paid  £300,  making  good 
the  amount  contributed  from  the  rates, 
and  instead  of  the  other  £100  being 
given  to  the  teachers,  and  plaeing  them 
upon  the  level  of  teachers  in  noncon- 
tribatory  Unions,  the  equally  unfortu- 
nate position  is  taken  up  by  the 
Government  that  they  divide  this  £100 
between  the  Poor  Rate  and  the  Grand 
Jury  Cobs  all  over  Ireland.  Surely  that 
is  a  most  unreasonable  determination. 
The  Unions  in  which  the  contributions 
are  less  than  the  amount  will  be  under 
the  Bill,  are  limited  in  number,  and  the 
amount  involved  will  be  only  a  few 
hundreds  or  thousands,  and  you  place 
the  teachers  in  these  contributory 
Unions  in  a  worse  condition  ttion 
teachers  in  non-contributory  Unions.  1 
would  suggest  <iiat  where  tlie  present 
grant  of  the  Guardians  is  less  than  the 
grant  under  the  Bill,  the  balance  should 
be  divided  among  the  schools  in  the 
Union  in  proportion  to  average  attend- 
ance, placing  teachers  there  on  a  level 
with  teachers  in  non-contributory  Unions, 
making  your  plan  at  once  more  sym- 
metrical and  more  just.  At  the  proper 
time  I  intend  to  move  an  Amendment  in 
that  sense. 
•(3.5.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfocb,  Man- 
chester, E.)  :  I  have  no  complaint  to 
make   of  the  spirit  animating  the  hon. 
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Member's  observations,  or  the  particular 
BOggestions  he  has  made.  With  regard 
to  the  suggestion  that  a  better  scheme 
Blight  have  been  propounded  as  regards 
Ireland,  I  can  only  say  that  I  gave  a 
good  deal  of  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
consulted  those  whose  advice  was  at 
my  disposal,  and  who  are  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  whole  details  of  the 
question,  and  the  result  is  that,  though 
I  am  far  from  saying  it  is  the  most 
perfect  method  of  dealing  with  a  some- 
what complicated  question,  the  scheme 
is  the  best  available  at  the  time,  and,  at 
all  events,  it  hus  this  one  great  merit, 
that  it  has  given  satisfaction,  I  believe, 
to  the  teachers  as  a  whole.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  reminded  the  Committee 
that  for  a  considerable  time  the  position 
of  Irish  National  School  teachers  was 
matter  of  dispute  between  Irish  Repre- 
sentatives and  the  House  of  Commons  at 
large,  and,  personally,  I  am  glad  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  doing  something  sub- 
stantial to  improve  their  position,  and  it 
is  a  gratification  to  know  that  what  the 
Government  have  done  has  met  hardly 
any — if  any — criticism  from  tliose  chiefly 
interested,  but  has,  on  the  contrar)-,  met 
with  their  approval.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man appears  to  be  of  opinion  that  teachers 
in  those  Unions  which  have  taken 
advantage  of  the  Act  of  1875  wUl  be 
placed  in  a  worse  position  than  teachers 
in  those  Unions  which  have  not  done 
so. 

Me,  sexton  :  In  those  Unions 
where  the  contributions  from  the 
Guardians  are  less  than  the  capitation 
grant  under  the  Bill  will  amount  to. 

•Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  I  understand, 
the  intention  is  to  divide  £78,000  among 
the  Unions  in  Ireland.  In  those  Unions 
which  do  not  contribute  under  the  Act 
of  1875,  the  money  will  go  to  the 
teachers.  In  those  Unions  which  do 
contribute,  it  wUl  go  to  the  ratepayers. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  do  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quite  appreciates 
my  point.  In  some  conb-ibutory  Unions 
the  Guardians  pay  less  in  aid  of  educa- 
tion thon  the  teachers  would  receive 
u«der  this  Bill  if  the  Union  were  non- 
<3outributory  :  and  my  suggestion  is,  that 
in  those  Unions  the  balance  remaining, 
after  making  good  to  the  Guardians  the 
amount  paid,  should  bo  appropriated  to 
the  teachers,  as  it  would  be  if  the  Union 
vfere  non-contributory. 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


•Mb.  A.  J.  B^UjFOUR  :  As  illustrating 
the  point  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  let  mo 
take  two  Unions,  A  and  B.  A  has  never 
ctiutributed  under  the  Act  of  1875,  and 
will  get,  say,  £1,000,  and  that  goes 
entirely  to  the  teachers.  In  B  the  total 
amount  contributed  is  £500  only,  and 
in  that  Union,  as  I  understand  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  thinks  the  £500  not  con- 
tributed should  be  a  first  charge  on  this 
£78,000.  That  is  what  he  thinks  ought 
to  be  done. 

Me.  SEXTON:  That  the  balance  of 
the  £1,000  should  be  distributed  among 
the  teachers  in  the  Union. 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Substantially 
what  is  done  is  that  in  Union  B,  as  in 
the  other  Union,  what  does  not  go  to  the 
teachers  goes  to  the  rates.  The  hon. 
Member  has  raised  the  question  of  model 
schools,  but  I  do  not  think  the  teachers  of 
those  schools  get  anything  under  the 
Act  of  1875.  They  art',  I  understand, 
entirely  supported  by  the  Board  of 
Mueation  in  Ireland. 

Mk.  SEXTON  :  There  are  three  classes 
of  model   scliools,  central  districts,  and 
Union,  and   the  right   hon.   Gentleman 
will  find  that  in  all  there  are  payments 
by  results. 
•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Speaking  from 
memory,   I   do   not  think   it   was   ever 
contemplated  that  the  salaries  of  teachers 
in    these    schools    would    be    liable    to 
augmentation   under   the   Act  of  1875. 
The    salaries    of     the    teachers  are,    I 
believe,  paid  by  the  Board  of  Education 
in  Ireland ;  and  if  that  is  so,  and  this  BUI 
follows  the  Act  of  1875,  the  siilaries  of 
the  teachers  of  the   model  schix^ls  will 
not  be  affected  one  way  or  the  other  by 
any  contribution  under  the  Bill.    Tliough 
I   have  not   thought  out   the  particular 
]X)int  raised,    I  am  disposed  to  concur 
in  the  general  view  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  expressed  in  regard  to  this    Local 
Taxation  Bill,  and  have  resisted  schemes 
which,  however  attractive  in  themselves, 
however  good,  were  not  connected  -ivith 
the   object  of  devoting  this  £78,000  to 
the  relief  of  local  burdens  in  Ireland. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

(3.27.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and 
40  Memlxirs  being  found  present, 

Mb.  SEXTON:  FoUowing  on  my 
statement,  I  now  beg  to  move  the  in- 
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sertion  of  the  words  "  excluding  model 
schoolg,"  in  line  3. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  3, 
page  3,  line  3,  after  the  word  "schools" 
to  insert  the  words  "  excluding  model 
schools." — (J/r.  Sexton.) 

•(3.28.)  Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am 
rather  disposed  to  think  the  words  are 
not  necessary,  but  I  admit  their  j)rin- 
ciple.  I  agree  that  these  schools  which 
are  supported  by  the  Central  Board  in 
Dublin  and  by  fees  ought  not  to  benefit 
by  money  which  is  intended  to  bo 
applied  in  relief  of  local  taxation.  I 
have,  therefore,  no  objection  to  the 
Amendment. 

(3.29.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Is  the 
effect  of  this  to  grant  public  money  to 
the  aid  of  purely  denomiuational  schools'! 
Is  it  so  or  not  1 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No. 
Mb.  SEXTON:  These  schools  are 
attended  almost  wholly  by  children  of 
one  particular  creed,  and  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment  is  to  take  such  schoolg 
out  of  the  distribution  of  tliis  money, 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Consequential  Amendments, — (Mr. 
Sexton,) — agreed  to. 

(3.32.)  Mr.  SEXTON:  The  only  other 
Amendment  is  this :  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  if  in  a 
contribatory  Union  the  amount  of  money 
paid  by  the  Guardians  is  less  than  the 
amount  which  would  corae  to  that  Union 
under  the  Bill,  the  balance  of  the  money 
will  go  to  the  teachers  of  the  Union.  In 
other  words,  that  the  teachers  in  such  a 
Union  should  not  be  worse  off  tlian  if 
the  Union  were  non-contributory. 

•(3.33.)  Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  ;  I  am 
obliged  to  the  hon.  Memljer  for  calling 
attention  to  this  matter.  I  think  I  made 
a  slight  error  when  I  spoke  before  in  Com- 
mittee. I  was  under  the  impression  that 
under  the  Act  of  1875  it  was  possible  for 
the  Union  to  make  a  partial  and  not  a 
full  payment.  I  have  referred  to  the  Act, 
and  I  find  that  they  must  either  be  wholly 
contributory  or  wholly  non-contributory. 
If  every  Union  under  the  Act  of  1875 
were  to  contribute,  their  contributions 
would  amount  to  £114,000  or  £118,000. 
The  iictual  amount  proposed  to  bo  oon- 
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tributed  is  £78,000.  We  do  not  pro- 
pose under  this  Bill  that  the  contributions 
by  the  State  should  ever  exceed  the 
amount  that  might  be  contributed  by  the 
Unions  under  the  Act  of  1875.  As  the 
hon.  Member  knows,  that  part  of  the 
salaries  of  the  teachers  which  comes 
from  results  fees  is  divided  into  three 
parts.  One-third  comes  absolutely  from 
the  Treasury,  while  the  second  third 
is  contributed  by  the  Treasury  on  con- 
dition that  the  third  third  is  contributed 
by  the  locality.  We  propose  that  the 
local  contributions  shall  be  supplemented 
out  of  the  £78,000.  Supposing  the 
total  amount  is  £300 :  of  that 
£100  would  in  any  case  be  given 
by  the  Treasury;  the  second  £100 
is  contingent  ujwn  the  third  third, 
contributed  by  the  lo(»lity.  The 
third  third  wiU  not  be  provided 
wholly  in  any  case  from  the  £78,000.  I 
jireaume  that  two-thirds  or  throc-qnar- 
t«rB  of  that  third  £100  will  so  be  con- 
tributed. If  the  third  third  thus  supple- 
mented should  in  any  case  exceed  the 
£100,  which  is,  I  think,  practically  im- 
possible, then  it  will  have  to  go  to  the 
general  ratepayer. 

(3.38.)  Mr.  SEXTON :  It  is  under-, 
stood  that  the  moneyavailablo  under  this 
Act  will  be  given  in  any  Union,  whether 
contributory  or  not,  and  so  far  as  may  bo 
necessai-y  to  fill  ujj  the  local  contri- 
butions to  entitle  the  Uuion  to  the  third 
£100. 

CoLO>fEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  :  Will 
the  state  of  the  law  be  exactly  the  same 
with  regard  to  school  pence  1 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  This  clause 
does  not  touch  the  question  of  free 
education  in  Ireland,  and  we  do  not 
propose  to  deal  with  the  larger  question. 
Mr.  SEXTON:  I  may  infer  from 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lias  said 
that  when  this  Bill  becomes  an  Act  the 
teachers  in  a  contributory  Union  in  Ire- 
land will  in  no  case  be  in  a  worse  posi- 
tion than  if  the  Uuion  were  non- 
contributory. 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  so. 
(3,40.)  Mr.  E.HARRINGTON  (Kerry, 
W.)  :  As  I  understand  the  Bill,  it  does 
not  in  the  slightest  way  affect  the 
existing  regulations  with  regard  to  rates. 
It  would  be  well  for  parents  to  know 
that  the  teaohers  get  no  more  ander  this 
3  A 
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Bill  thjiu  they  now  obtain.  It  should  be 
further  understood  that  the  improve- 
ment of  the  status  and  position  of  tho 
teacher  is  dependent  on  contingent 
results,  and  that  it  in  no  way 
affects  the  obligations  of  the  parents  to 
pay  theu'  children's  school  fees. 

Mk  a.  J.  BALFODE:  Yea,  that  is 
so. 

Cou)NEL  NOLAN  :  Mr.  Courtney 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Onler,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  has  s|X)kon.  There  is 
no  Amendment  moved. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  3,  page 
3,  after  line  28,  to  insert — 

"  (ii.)  The  residue  of  such  share  shall,  until 
Parliament  otherwise  determines,  be  paid  to 
tho  Intermediate  Education  Board  for  Ireland, 
and  be  distributed  and  applied  by  them  amongst 
schools  to  which  the  provisions  of  "  The  Inter- 
mediate Education  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,"  apply, 
for  both  or  either  of  the  purposes  following, 
but  for  no  other  purposea,  namely :  — 

(a.)  for  the  payment  of  prizes  and  exhibi- 
tioQS,  ana   the  giving  of  certificates  to 
students ;  and 
(b.)  for  the  payment  to  managers  of  schools 
complying    with     the    conditions    pre- 
scribed  under    the  said    Act,    of    fees 
dependent  on  the  reaulta  of  public  ex- 
aminations of  students ; 
Mioording  to  a  scheme  to  be  settled  by  the  said 
Board  with  tho  approval  of  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant and  the  Treasury."-  -{Mr.  Chancellor  uf  the 
£xcheijuer.) 

(3.42.)  Me.  SEXTON:  We  quite 
approve  of  the  appropriation  of  the 
sum  for  these  pur[)08es.  The  first 
is  primary  education,  and  the  Bill  de- 
termines that  the  money  sliall  be  ap- 
plied in  that  way  in  any  financial 
year.  But  in  the  Amendment  just 
moved,  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exclicquer 
inserts  the  words — "  until  Parliament 
otherwise  determines."  Suruly  every 
enactment  only  holds  until  Parliament 
otherwise  determines.  I  am  entirely  at 
a  loss  to  understand  what  is  in  the  mind 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
because  the  governing  words  of  the 
clause  relates  to  any  financial  year.  I 
move  that  the  words  be  omitted,  and  I 
would  further  suggest  that  the  Sub-sec- 
tions (a)  (b)  should  be  reversed,  inasmuch 
as  (b)  refers  to  the  more  urgent  and 
important  matter  of  the  two. 

Question  put,  "  That  these  words  stand 
part  of  the  proposed  Amendment." 
Mr.  E.  ilarringtofh 


•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  With  regard 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member, 
I  would  point  out  that  these  words  are 
already  in  tho  Scotch  and  Euglish 
parts  of  the  Bill.  Clearly,  we  could 
not  leave  out  of  the  Irish  jmrt  of  the 
Bill  what  is  already  in  the  other  parts. 
With  regard  to  the  order  of  the  two 
sub-sections,  I  believe  it  will  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Edocation  Board  to  apply 
the  money  to  either  or  both  these  pur- 
poses, but  I  rather  think  the  second 
purpose  is  the  more  important  of  the 
two,  and  I  have  no  objection  whatever 
to  adopt  the  suggestion. 

Sir  Q.  CAMPBELL:  We  had  an  ex- 
planation from  the  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  on  the  Scotch  part  of  the 
Bill  tliat  these  words,  "  until  Parliament 
otherwise  determines,"  was  to  give  a 
flavour  of  uncertainty.  It  was  a  sort  of 
warning  that  this  money  could  not  be 
taken  for  some  other  purpose.  I  think 
tho  words  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  are  entirely  applicable  to 
Ireland. 

(3.45.)  Mb.  S.  STOREY  (Sunder- 
land) :  I  am  very  glad  that  this  point 
has  been  raised  a  second  time  by  an 
Irish  Member,  because  I  am  hopeful 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Government  may  give  to  the 
Irish  what  it  would  not  yield  to  tho 
English.  The  only  reason  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  gave  for  retaining  the 
words  was  that  the  Bill  would  be  made 
more  symmetrical.  But  that  which  is 
wrong  may  be  symmetrical  as  well  as 
that  which  is  right.  Tlio  Chief  Secre- 
tiiry  is  wrong  in  supposing  that 
tlicse  words  as  applied  to  Scotland 
relate  to  tho  same  thing  when  a[)plied 
to  Ireland.  In  regard  to  Scotland,  they 
relate  to  tho  residue  which  is  to  be 
a])plied  to  the  payment  for  exting^sh- 
ing  pleuro- pneumonia  and  the  coat  of 
Medical  Officers  and  Sanitary  Inspectors. 
These  uses  of  the  money  may  be,  and 
probably  are,  temporary  in  their  nature. 
How  does  the  case  stand  when  you  come 
to  Ireland  ?  The  proposal  is,  that  this 
money  shall  be  given  for  primary  and 
intermediate  education  ;  but,  ao  far  as 
intermediate  education  is  concerned,  the 
money  shall  only  be  paid  so  long  as 
Parliament  shall  determine.  Does  not  the 
House  know  that  when  once  money  has 
been  granted  for  either  primary  or  inter- 
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mediate  education  there  is  no  clunce  of 
Parliament  altering  its  mind  for  the 
future  ?  There  is  no  reasonable  chance 
that  thia  money  will  he  temporarily 
applied  to  the  purpose  of  intermediate 
education  and,  if  it  is  to  bo  permanent, 
where  is  the  sense  of  inserting  these 
words?  If  the  law  is  altered,  the  words 
are  superfluous ;  if  they  are  not 
altered,  they  are  none  the  less 
su{)erduou8.  The  Chief  Secretary  lias 
often  exhibited  on  that  Bench  great 
common  sense  in  his  treatment  of 
matters  ;  and  I  submit  to  him  that,  unless 
he  can  answer  my  argument  that  the 
use  of  the  money  is  necessarily  to  be 
perpetual,  there  is  no  necessity  for  the 
insertion  of  these  words,  and  that  he 
ought  to  agree  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

(3.48.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  I  would  only 
observe  that  these  words  ought  to  be  left 
out,  fur  this  reason  :  This  £78,000  comes 
out  of  the  tax  on  Irish  industry,  so  that 
WG  are  paying  large  sums  into  the 
Exchequer  and  only  getting  back 
£78,000.  Now,  the  Whisky  Tax  goes 
on,  and  this  £78,000  may  be  withdrawn. 
I  think  these  words  should  be  struck 
out. 

(3.49.)  Mb.  sexton  :  You  are  deal- 
ing with  one  tax,  and,  if  you  withdraw 
the  sum  applied  to  this  purpose,  you 
will  have  the  whole  of  the  money, 
though  the  Bill  says  it  shall  be  ap- 
plied to  primary  education  in  any 
financial  year.  I  say  that  if  you  con- 
tinue the  tax,  you  cannot  propose  to 
deal  with  the  £40,000  without  open- 
ing up  the  question  of  the  £78,000.  I 
submit  that  the  governing  words  in  any 
financial  year  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
apply,  without  qualification,  to  both 
sums. 

(3.50.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  would  be  perfectly 
correct  if  we  proposed  to  deal  with 
the  6d.  tax.  But  a  distinction  has  been 
drawn  not  only  in  the  case  of  Ireland, 
but  will  be  drawn  in  the  case  of 
England,  as  regards  the  money  which 
has  been  set  free  by  the  abandonment 
of  the  licences  clauses,  which  money 
was  devoted  to  the  other  purposes 
included  in  the  Bill.  The  Govern- 
ment    desire     to     keep     their    hands 


free  as  regai-ds  the  former.  I  would 
further  point  out  that  it  is  not  abso- 
lutely certain  that  all  these  purposes 
will  be  certain  to  be  met,  even 
if  the  tax  of  6d.  is  maintained. 
Therefore,  wo  have  introduced  the 
principle  of  a  residue,  and  to  that 
residue  we  do  not  give  the  same  per- 
manent character  as  to  the  remainder. 
It  is  highly  possible  and  probable 
that  this  sum  of  money  will  be  so 
well  and  usefully  spent  in  Ireland 
that  even  if  it  is  not  continued 
according  to  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  it 
might  be  desired  to  continue  it  from 
another  source.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
wish  it  to  be  understood  that  this 
contribution  to  intermediate  education 
would  necessarily  fall  through  even  if 
the  tax  were  reduced. 

(3.53.)  Mr.  T.  W.  RUS.SELL  (Tyrone, 
S.) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
object  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  to  introduce  a  flavour  of  uncertainty. 
Wo  do  not  want  this  flavour  of  uncer- 
tainty. 

•Mr.    GOSCHEN:    There   is   no   un- 
certainty about  the  £78,000. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  think  there 
is  OS  much  damage  done  by  the  un- 
certainty to  intermediate  education  as  to 
primary  education.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  press  his  Amendment. 

Me.  SEXTON  :  No  one  has  any  doubt 
that  the  tax  of  6d.  will  yield  a  sufficient 
sum,  and,  therefore,  that  argument  is 
disposed  of.  With  regard  to  the 
£40,000, 1  would  again  point  out  that  the 
omission  of  the  words  would  not  limit 
the  power  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  deal  with  the  money 
either  by  the  abolition  of  this  grant  or  by 
the  transfer  of  the  charge  to  any  other 
tax.  If  these  words  are  retained  they 
will  cause  a  feeling  of  uneasiness.  I 
trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  mar  the  feeling  of  unanimity  which 
exists  on  this  question,  a  feeling  too 
seldom  experienced  on  Irish  afEairs  in 
this  House.  I  would  respectfully  urge 
on  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
on  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  has  shown 
some  disposition  to  meet  us  in  this 
matter,  to  allow  both  sums  to  stand  on 
the  same  level. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  I  would  like  to 
point  out  that  if  these  words  are  left  in 
anyone  who  preached  against  intemper- 
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ance  would  injure  intermediateeducation. 
Yon  put  tho  Irish  peopio  in  t.liia  absurd 
predicament :  You  sfty,  "  The  more 
whisky  yon  drink  the  better  educa- 
tion you  will  get."  If  tho  Irish 
people  do  not  keep  on  drinking  whisky 
then  their  intermediate  education  will 
fall  through. 

(3.57.)  Mb.  E,  HARRINGTON  :  I  am 
surprised  t1\at  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer does  not  accept  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  The  words  proposed 
to  be  left  in  introduce  a  degree  of  un- 
certainty which  would  have  a  bad  effect. 
These  words  will  bo  an  indication  of  un- 
certainty which  will  have  a  moral  effect, 
and  I  think  an  unanswerable  argument 
is  adduced  when  it  is  said  that  the 
allocation  of  this*  money  to  intermediate 
education  in  Ireland  is  conditional  ujxin 
our  drinking  a  certain  amount  of  whisky 
in  Ireland.  It  is  not  fair  to  throw  that 
onerous  and  important  duty  upon  us  ;  and 
if  the  Gkjvernment  persist,  in  the  event  of 
their  being  a  scarcity  of  funds,  we  should, 
of  course,  have  to  apf>eal  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  and  his  friends 
to  assist  us  in  earning  the  money.  We 
have  had  no  reason  given  for  the  words, 
"  Until  Parliamentotherwisedetermincs." 
Why,  Sir,  the  Union  was  agreed  to 
"  until  Parliament  otherwise  deter- 
mines," and  that  is  the  case  with  all 
fundamental  Acts.  Do  you  mean  to  say 
with  reference  to  this  £40,000  and 
£78,000  that  one  sum  shall  apjiear  in 
the  Appri>])riatiiin  and  Continuance  Acta 
and  the  other  shall  not  ?  I  hold  that 
these  words  we  wish  to  strike  out 
are  words  of  menace  and  a  warning 
to  intermediate  education  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  they  will  damage 
the  very  interest  that  the  £40,000  is 
given  to  support.  I  think  we  have  now 
put  this  matter  very  olfarly  before  the 
Government.  If  the  Government  chal- 
lenge a  Division  on  these  words,  which 
they  cannot  defend,  ion  them  must 
depend  the  onus  of  protracting  the  dia- 
cnsnion. 

(4,3.)  Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  There 
seem  to  me  very  strong  reasons  why  an 
element  of  uncertainty  should  not  be 
imported  into  this  matter.  There  is  no 
fact  better  known  in  Ireland  than  that 
the  valuable  system  of  intermediate 
education  which  was  g^dually  growing 
up  there  has  been  sadly  interfered  with 
Colonel  Nolan 


through  the  money  grant  having 
decreased  from  year  to  year  and  there 
liaving  been  insufficient  funds  to  enable 
the  schools  to  Ixi  kept  in  a  state  of 
inefficiency.  I  know  an  Order  of  brothers 
that  has  been  losing  large  sums  of  money 
in  the  attempt  to  tit  it«  pupils  for  inter- 
mediate education.  I  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Pajjer  with  the  object  of 
giving  the  Order  some  share  of  this 
money  ;  but  a-s  the  Government  have 
devoted  it  to  intermediate  education,  I 
did  not  propose  to  persevere  with  the 
Amendment,  or  to  try  and  fit  it  in  with 
the  now  state  of  circumstances.  I 
assumed  that  this  would  lie  a  definite 
and  permanent  contribution.  The 
Christian  Brothers  have  lately  had  to 
consider  whether  it  will  not  be  necessary 
for  them  to  close  some  of  their  schools 
and  send  some  of  their  members  away  to 
the  colonies  or  the  Continent.  The  effi- 
ciency of  the  education  they  give  has  been 
attested  by  Royal  Commission  after 
Royal  Commission ;  their  pupils  take 
many  prizes,  and  it  would  bo  very 
regrettable  if,  through  the  admission  of 
this  element  of  uncertainty,  they  should 
be  prevented  from  carrying  on  their 
useful  work.  If  at  some  future  time 
tho  Government  desire  to  devote  this 
jiarticnlar  £40,000  to  some  other  pur- 
pose, it  can  be  done,  I  apprehend,  by 
some  short  Bill. 

•(4.G.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  would  make 
an  appeal  to  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
be  considerate  in  this  matter.  We  have 
largely  met  their  wishes  in  regard  to 
the  application  of  this  money.  We 
iijsisted  on  the  retention  of  the  words  in 
the  case  of  Scotland,  and  were  sup. 
ported  iu  that  by  a  majority  of  the 
Committee  and  if  we  omit  the  words  in 
the  caae  of  Ireland,  it  will  have  a  special 
signification  and  destroy  tho  interpreta- 
tion we  have  adopted  in  the  case  of 
Scotland.  If  the  application  of  the 
money  to  intermediate  education  is 
found  to  have  a  beneficial  effect  in 
Ireland,  even  if  it  should  be  neces- 
sary to  cut  off  this  specific  source  of 
supply,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  continue  tho  grant.  It  is 
to  be  remembered  that  this  is  not  merely 
an  endowment,  hut  an  endowment  from 
one  particular  source ;  and  though  it  may 
be  found  expedient  to  continue  the 
endowment,  it  may  be  right  to  obtain 
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the  money  from  some  other  source.  It 
may  be  found  ex}.)edient  to  continue  the 
extra  6d.  on  whisky,  or  it  may  lie 
found  insufficient  for  the  purpose.  Do 
hon.  Members  from  Irelaud  desire  that 
this  tax  of  6d.  on  wliiaky  should  be 
permanent  'I 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  No ;  but  that  the 
money  sliould  be  permanent. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Tiie  question  is 
merely  one  of  the  g^nt  of  a  certain  sum 
of  money  .from  a  certain  source.  We 
are  not  gi-anting  it  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  but  from  a  imrticular 
source  ;  and  my  case  is,  that  the  appli- 
cation of  the  money  from  tliat  particular 
source  to  this  specific  purpose  may  be 
open  to  doubt,  wliilst  it  may  not  be  open 
to  doubt  that  the  purpose  should  be 
continued. 

(4.10.)  Mb.  SEXTON:  The  declara- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  very  important,  and  no  doubt  it  goes 
far  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case. 
Of  course,  we  shall  be  glad  to  see  au 
excessive  and  unjust  tax  lessened,  if  the 
useful  object  for  which  it  is  imposed  can 
be  otherwise  attained.  I  understand 
that  if  this  subvention  ia  usefully 
a]iplied,  and  if  the  source  is  abolished  or 
proved  to  bo  insufficient,  the  Government 
will  see  that  it  is  provided  from  another 
source.  But  I  would  suggest  that  the  ob- 
ject the  Government  has  in  view  in  intro- 
ducing the  words  "  until  Parliament 
otherwise  determines ''  would  bo  better 
accomplished  by  using  the  word  "un- 
less "  instead  of  "  until,"  because 
"  until "  appears  to  imply  that  Parlia- 
ment will  otherwise  determine. 

(4.12.)  Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  It  is 
a  dexterous  speech  we  have  just  heard 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
but  I  am  not  to  be  frightened  and 
bought  off  by  this  declaration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  Whisky  Tax,  aa  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  appear  to  be. 
There  are  some  of  us  who  would  not 
object  if  the  Whisky  Tax  were  even 
higher  than  it  is.  My  objection  to  the 
clause  is  that  Parliament  is  saying  to 
the  Board  of  Intermediate  Education, 
"  There  is  a  donation  of  so  much  a  year, 
but  you  are  not  to  count  it  an  annual 
subscription."  The  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion Bonrd  cannot  take  effective  action 
on  such  an  understanding.  If  they  are 
not  sure  of   the   money  they  can   do 


nothing.  If  they  go  on  the  hypothesis 
that  the  money  will  bo  [)aid,  they  may 
get  into  difficulties.  These  words  have 
no  value  whatever  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

(4.14.)  Mb.  SEXTON:  The  preju- 
dices  of  the  hon.  Member  entirely 
blind  him  in  this  matter.  We  have 
an  objection  to  the  Whisky  Tax,  be- 
ciiusu  we  think  that  Ireland  already 
contributes  twice  us  much  as  she 
ought  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  nnd 
wo  also  think  that  if  the  tax  is  increased, 
the  money  obtained  should  be  applied  to 
some  useful  purpose. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  My  answer 
to  that  is  that  the  tax  is  paid  by  the 
consumer,  and  not  by  the  distiller. 

(4.15.)  Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tippe- 
rary,  S.)  :  I  repudiate  entirely  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone.  We  do  not  object  to 
any  Irish  commodity  teing  made  avail- 
able for  taxation  for  the  purpose  of  edu- 
cation, but  what  wo  want  to  be  assured  of 
is  that,  if  this  tax  is  taken  off  at  some 
future  time,  it  will  hjive  no  prejudicial 
effect  on  intermediate  education.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  given  us  a 
positive  assurance. 

*Mn.  GOSCHEN:  Let  there  be  no 
misandt-rstivnding  on  the  point.  I 
thought  I  had  expressed  myself 
ckarly.  I  stated  what  the  general 
policy  would  be,  and  I  thought  I  had 
genci-ally  satisfied  hon.  Members  of  the 
fairness  of  my  position,  but  I  gave  no 
positive  assurance,  nor  could  such  a 
positive  pledge  be  given.  I  do  trust  hon. 
Meniljers  from  Ireland  will  now  allow 
this  matter  to  be  brought  to  a  conclusion. 
I  am  sure  I  have  endeavoured  to  meet 
them  aa  fairly  as  possible. 

(4.16.)  Mb  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  have 
no  desire  to  press  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman unduly  in  the  matter,  but  there 
is  the  point  respecting  the  acceptance 
of  the  word  "  unless,"  instead  of  the 
word  "  until."  If,  in  the  future,  this 
money  should  fail  through  any  altera- 
tion in  tiie  incidence  of  taxation,  wo 
would  undoubtedly  be  quite  willing  that 
the  tax  should  be  increased  still  further, 
if  necessary,  in  order  to  keep  the  fund 
for  the  purposes  to  which  it  is  to  be 
applied.  The  question  of  intermediate 
education  is  one  that  cannot  be  left  in  a 
Btnte  of  VI'  "tainty  in  Ireland.  The 
Irish  o^'  ^.  .-vn  emigrating   nation. 


^^: 
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Up  to  the  iiassing  of  the  Intel  mediate 
Education  Act  the  Irish  emigrants  were 
very  badly  equipped  indeed  for  the 
purposes  of  emigration.  Under  that  Act 
they  have  acquired  some  technical 
edacation,  which  enables  them  to  meet 
in  competitiiin  with  the  emigrants  from 
other  countries — such  as  Italy,  and  Ger- 
many, and  France.  As  the  clause  stands, 
it  leaves  in  a  state  of  uncertainty  the 
question  whether  the  money  set  aside 
for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  educa- 
tion will  continue  to  be  devoted  to  that 
purpose. 

(4.18.)  Mb.  sexton  :  I  am  unwilling 
to  prolongtho  discussion.  ITie  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  not  denied  that  the 
word  "  until  "  colours  the  situation.  It 
points  to  a  time  when  Parliament  will 
determine  in  a  sense  contrary  to  that 
now  decided  on. 

•(4.19.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Memter  will  feel  it  is  highly 
pr<:il)ablo  that  if  we  give  way  on  this 
small  point  we  shall  have  to  move  an 
Amendment  with  reference  to  the  clause 
respecting  Scotland.  ["  No,  no '.''] 
Well,  then  I  will  agree  to  substitute 
'♦  unless  "for  "until." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  To  leave  out 
"until"  and  insert  "unless." — {Mr. 
Sexton.) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  until ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  '  unless  '  be 
there  inserted." 

(4.20.)  Mb.  storey  :  I  frankly  say 
I  shall  not  take  the  trouble  to  move 
other  Amendments.  We  have  dis- 
cussed for  a  long  time,  both  yesterday 
and  to-day,  words  that  are  absolutely 
useless  in  any  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
what  is  the  outcome  of  the  situation  ? 

The  chairman  ;  Order,  order ! 
The  Amendment  now  is  that  the  word 
"  unless  "  be  inserted  in  tlie  clause. 

(4.22.)  Mb.  STOREY :  I  was  going 
to  say  that  the  insertion  of  the  word 
"  unless "  is  entirely  unprecedented  in 
the  history  of  Parliament.  The  clause 
will  provide  that  this  money  will  be  ex- 
pended in  a  certain  way  "  unless  Par- 
liament otherwise  determines.''  Well, 
JUr.  J.  O'Connor 


Sir,  every  Act  of  Parliament  passed  is 
subject  to  Parliament  otherwise  deter- 
mining.    The  words  are  entirely  useless. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  3,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

(4.24.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed 
to  indicate  that  the  BUI  gave  to 
Scotland  more  than  to  any  other 
part  .of  the  Kingdom.  The  Bill  gives 
to  Scotland  £40,000  for  education, 
with  the  distinct  proviso  that  it  shonld 
not  bo  applied  to  anything  but  compul- 
sory elementary  education.  The  clause 
now  passed,  or  about  to  be  passed,  gives 
Ireland  £78,000  for  elementary  educa- 
tion, and  a  further  sum  for  higher 
education,  assistance  in  regard  to  which 
is  denied  to  Scotland.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  may  say  that  Scotland 
receives  assistance  by  another  measure. 
No  doubt  she  gets  sometliing  from  the 
Probate  Dnties,  but  Ireland  gets  three  or 
four  times  as  much. 

(4.26.)  Mr,  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  There 
are  three  or  four  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  affecting  model  schools,  and  I 
hope  the  Government  will  inquire  into 
them  before  the  Report  stage. 
•Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No  doubt 
that  will  be  done. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  4. 

(4.27.)  Mr.  STOREY:  This  clause 
deals  with  superannuation  in  England 
and  Scotland,  and  I  now  propose  to  deal 
with  the  English  question.  I  now  pro- 
jwse  a  small  Amendment  which,  with 
consequential  Amendments,  will  materi- 
ally modify  the  clause.  At  present,  it 
provides  that  of  the  £300,000,  which  are 
to  be  given  for  the  superannuation  of 
the  police,  £150,000  shall  go  to  the 
Jfetroijolitan  district  of  London,  and  the 
other  £150,000  be  distributed  in  certain 
proportions  over  the  rest  of  England  and 
Wales.  My  Amendment  goes  to  that 
point,  and  that  point  only.  I  allege  that 
that  is  an  unjust  and  unequal  distribu- 
tion of  the  money,  and  I  propose  a  plan 
by  which  the  money  will  be  distributed 
in  equitable  proportions.  The  clause,  if 
amended  as  I  propose,  will  run — 

"  The  annaol  Bum  applicable  nnder  this  Act 
for  Police  Superannuation  in  luigland  shall  be 
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facts.  The  Junior  Member  for  Derby 
(Mr.  T.  Roe)  had  an  Amendment  down 
to  the  Bill,  and  I  understand  ho  put  it 
down  iu  concert  with  the  Association  of 
Municipal  Corpt)ration8.  But  he  tells 
me  to-day  that  he  understands  that 
Association  is  satisfied  by  some  argu- 
ments or  explanations  which  the  Home 
Secretary  has  given,  and  he  does  not 
intend  to  press  that  Amendtnent.  I  am 
astounded  to  hear  this.  I  must 
venture  to  differentiate  between  the 
Municipal  Corporations  and  the  limited 
number  of  gentlemen  who  have  pre- 
sumed in  this  matter,  at  this  late  period 
of  the  day,  to  speak  for  the  Municipal 
Corporations.  Speaking  for  my  own 
borough,  I  venture  to  say  that  we  have 
no  jiart  or  lot  in  any  agreement ;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  our  County  Council, 
with  the  fullest  knowledge  of  the  Bill, 
and  after  the  suggestions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  have  petitioned  against 
the  measure,  which  they  regard  as 
mischievous,  and  in  part  as  useless.  I 
think  the  Home  Secretary  will  not  con- 
tend that  on  any  of  the  four  bases  I  laid 
down  London  is  entitled  to  anything 
like  one-half  of  this  money.  What  is 
the  argument  he  has  addressed  to  the 
gentlemen  I  have  spoken  of  to  induce 
them  to  give  way  ?  I  understand  that 
London,  in  consequence  of  having  a 
greater  number  of  pensioners,  and  a 
probable  demand  for  a  greater  number 
still,  really  needed  more  money  than 
other  parte  of  the  country.  I  admit 
London  has  a  great  many  pensioners, 
and  is  likely  to  have  a  great  many  more. 
I  imagine  that  if  the  ratepayers  could 
measure  what  this  Superannuation  Bill 
will  involve  them  in,  they  would  give  it 
as  wide  a  berth  as  a  sailing  ship  does  a 
steamer  at  sea.  The  number  of  the 
Metropolitan  policemen  at  the  present 
moment  is  between  14,000  and  15,000. 
The  Police  Forces  of  England  and  Wales 
together,  including  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  amount  to  38,000.  Therefore, 
the  forces  outside  the  MetropoUs  number 
24,000.  The  Government  contend  that 
the  14,000  Metropolitan  Police  should 
have  an  exactly  equal  iimount  of  the 
]mblic  funds  for  the  purposu  of  super- 
annuation with  the  24,000  outside  the 
Metropolitan  area.  I  suhrait  that,  on 
the  face  of  it,  this  is  an  unju.st  and  unfair 
proposition,  which  auiiiot  bo  defended  in 
argument,  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying 


diatributed  amon^  the  Police  Aiithoritios  fur 
the  Police  Forces  in  England  in  a  proportion 
equal  to  that  which  the  number  of  the  police  in 
the  Metropolitan  Police  District  bears  to  the 
number  of  the  police  forces  in  the  whole  of 
England." 

If  that  is  adopted,  London,  instead  of 
getting  £160,000,  will  receive  her  fair 
share  and  no  more,  according  to  her  size, 
population,  and  rateable  value,  and  the 
number  of  her  police  as  compared  with  the 
number  of  the  police  forces  of  the  country. 
Now,  I  understand  tliat  this  proposal 
of  mine  is  likely  to  meet  with  some 
opposition,  not  only  from  Conservative 
Members  representing  London,  but  also 
from  Liberal  and  Radical  Members  who 
represent  Metropolitan  constituencies. 
I  cannot  imagine  that  anyone  should  for 
a  moment  wish  to  give  London  anything 
more  than  her  fair  share.  I  would  scorn 
to  ask  for  my  own  borough  anything 
more  than  it  is  fairly  entitled  to.  I  want 
the  Home  Secretary  to  tell  us  why  Lon- 
don is  to  have  half  the  money  that  is  to 
be  allocated  to  England  and  Wales.  At 
the  extremest  calculation,  London  has  a 
population  of,  say,  5,000,000,  and  at  the 
mostmodestcomputationtlie  population  of 
England  and  Wales  is  25,000,000.  There- 
fore, on  the  ground  of  jwpulation  London 
would  be  entitled  to  only  one-fifth  of  the 
money.  With  regard  to  the  rateable 
value  of  London,  it  is  very  much  inferior 
to  one-half  the  rateable  value  of  the 
country.  But  the  great  tost  I  would 
apply  is  the  amount  which  London  con- 
tributes to>vard8  the  sum  we  are  obtain- 
ing. As  the  whole  world  knows,  that 
Bum  has  to  bo  got  out  of  drink.  I  do  not 
think  the  London  people  drink  any  more 
than  pt!()ple  in  other  jmrtsof  the  country. 
If  that  be  so,  London  does  not  contribute 
more  in  proportion  than  the  rest  of  the 
Kingdom  contributes  towards  this  sum. 
I  should  say  London  does  not  con- 
tribute one  quarter  of  the  sum. 
On  what  ground,  then,  can  London  bo 
entitled  to  receive  one-half  ?  I  come  now 
to  a  still  better  test.  I  should  say  this 
money  ought  to  be  distributed  according 
to  the  size  of  the  police  forces  in  the  dif- 
ferent districts.  Such  a  distribution  must 
be  in  favour  of  London,  and  not  against  it. 
The  peculiar  circumstances  of  London 
are  such  that  we  may  assume  the  Metro- 
polis has  a  larger  numl)er  of  policemen 
than  an  equiil  population  elsewhere.  This 
sapposition   is  certainly    borne   out  by 
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pensions,  and  will  get  £1,200.  Now- 
caatle-on-Tyne  has  270  police  and  25 
pcnsionei-s  ;  it  ptiys  £1,360  in  pensions, 
and  ia  to  got  £1,400  a  year.  Sunder- 
land has  134  pulicemen  and  25  pen- 
sioners; it  pay8£l,100  a  year  in  pensions, 
and  is  to  get  £1,000  a  year.  All  this 
does  not  appear  so  bad,  but  I  say  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  no  right  to 
take  the  present  state  of  affairs.  Look- 
ing forwai-d  for  a  brief  period,  I  find 
that  Durham  will  have  to  pay  £15,000 
a  year  for  pensions,  while  it  will  still 
continue  to  get  a  contribution  of  only 
£.3,000.  The  same  result  is  exhibited 
in  the  other  cases.  For  instance,  Sun- 
derland, with  134  policemen,  will  within 
a  very  brief  period  be  jmying  £4,000  for 
pensions,  and  receiving  only  £1,000.  As 
far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  do  not  want 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  money,  nor 
his  control.  We  want  to  be  left  alone 
after  the  good  old  fashion  of  munici- 
palities ;  but,  if  he  will  devote  this 
money  to  the  purpose  in  hand,  ho  has  no 
business  to  give  an  unfair  share  to  the 
Metropolis.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  determined  to  divide  this  money,  he 
has  no  right  to  give  the  Metropolis  more 
than  its  fair  share.  On  tliese  grounds  I 
intend  to  move  the  first  of  the  Amend- 
ments which  stand  in  my  name,  with  a 
view  of  afterwards  moving  that  the 
money  shall  be  divided  pro  raid  among 
the  police  forces  of  the  country. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
33,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  out  of." — 
(Mr.  Storey.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  out  of  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 


that  at  present  the  deficiency  in  London 
approaches  nearly  to  £200,000,  while 
the  number  of  pensioned  persons  is 
4,000,  or  a  little  more.  In  the  rest  of 
England  and  Wales  the  number  of 
peusioDcd  persons  is  3,500,  or  a  little 
more.  To  this  extent,  therefore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  some  reason 
on  his  side.  The  total  amount  of  pen- 
sions paid  l«bst  year  for  police  in  England 
and  Wales,  including  the  Metropolis, 
was  £370,000,  and  of  this  £200,000 
went  to  the  Metropolitan  Police.  Again, 
1  freely  admit  tluit,  on  the  facts  as 
they  stand,  the  right  hon.  Gentlemiin 
has  some  reason  on  his  side,  but  I  say 
we  have  no  right  to  settle  this  matter 
on  the  basis  of  the  existing  state  of 
things.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  project  liis  mind  forward  a  few 
years,  and  see,  when  an  efficient  and 
complete  system  of  superannuation  is 
carried  out  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
country,  what  will  be  the  relative  pro- 
portion between  London  and  the  rest 
of  England  and  Wales.  I  will  take 
£400,000  as  the  prolwble  cost  of  super- 
annuation in  the  Metrojmlis  within  a 
very  limited  time.  Ac-cording  to  the 
scheme  of  this  Bill  superannuation  is  to 
be  on  the  same  level  and  to  grow  in  the 
same  way  throughout  the  counti^,  and 
I  estimate  that  the  cost  of  snperaunmi- 
tion  outside  the  Metropolitan  area  ia 
the  same  period  will  be  £700,000  a 
year.  Tliat  means  a  totiil  of  at  least 
£1,000,000.  Well,  in  the  portion  of  the 
country  where  sujKTannuatiou  costs 
.£400,000  a  year  the  Government  con- 
tribution will  be  £150,000,  while  in  the 
rest  of  the  country  wiiere  the  cost  will 
be  £700,000  a  year  the  Government  con- 
tribution will  also  be  £150,000.  1  put 
it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  this  is 
not  just.  My  view  is  that  he  should 
take  the  police  forces  of  the  country 
and  divide  his  £300,000  equitably 
amongst  them  according  to  their  num- 
bers, on  the  principle  that  their  numbera 
are  the  test  of  the  necessities  of  their 
districts.  As  things  now  are,  I  admit, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  scheme  does 
not  appear  so  very  equitable.  In  the 
County  of  Durham,  which  has  550 
policemen  and  57  pensioners,  to  whom  it 
pays  £3,300  a  year,  the  amount  obtained 
from  the  Government  will  be  £3,000. 
Northumberland  has  200  polie-emen  and 
28  pensioners  ;  it  pays  £1,500  a  year  in 
Mr.  Storey 


(5. 11.)  The  SECRETARY  of  STA  TE 
TOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
MArrHEWS,  Birmingham,  E.) :  Although 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Amendment  is  to  distribute  the  sum 
available  according  to  the  nnmters  of  the 
various  ptilice  forces,  ho  has  pretty  well 
admitted  that  that  is  not  a  proper  or 
equitable  mode  of  distribution.  The 
numbers  of  the  police  stand  in  no  fixed 
or  regular  proportion  to  the  superannua- 
tion charge.  That  charge  depends  not 
on  the  aggregate  number  of  men  in  the 
force,  but  on  the  number  of  pensionable 
men — men  who  have  served  15  years. 
It  is  true,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member, 
that  in  1888-89.  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Force  numbered  only  a  little  over  14,000 


1321     Local  Taxation  {Cuntoms     {ixnsi  30,  1890}     cmc^xeise)  Duiien  BUI.   132 


men  ;  since  then,  it  lias  been  augmented 
by  a  thousand  men.  None  of  those  men 
could  become  chargeable  upon  the  super- 
annuation fund  for  at  least  15  years,  yet 
the  hon.  Member  would  allow  the 
Metropolitan  Police  to  draw  p?nsion  coii- 
ti'ihutions  on  account  of  those  men  during 
all  those  15  years.  That  shows  that  the 
hoii.  Momlier's  principle  of  distribution 
is  not  and  cannot  bo  a  fair  one.  Take 
the  ciuse  of  a  new  borough  just  starting 
a  police  force  of  its  own  with  400  or  500 
men;  it  would  be  obviously  unfair  to 
put  it  on  the  same  footing  with  an  old 
borough  having  a  force  of  about  the 
same  strength,  in  which  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  men  have  reached  the  pension- 
able age  and  period  of  service,  and  who 
are  coming  on  to  the  fund  from  time  to 
time  for  a  pension.  Distribution  accord- 
ing to  numbers  is  obviously  unfair  and 
improper,  and  the  only  equitoble  mode  of 
distribution  is  according  to  the  actual 
figures  of  the  pension  charge.  The 
numbers  of  the  police  were,  in  the 
MetropoUs  about  14,000,  and  in  the 
provinces  23,000  in  1888-9;  but  the 
pension  charges  for  the  same  year  wore, 
in  the  provinces  (including  the  City  of 
London,  which  is  now  excluded  from  the 
Bill)  £177,000,  and  in  the  MetropoRs 
£193,000.  If  the  money  were  distributed 
according  to  the.  latter  figures,  the 
Metropolis  would  get  more  than  is  given 
to  it  by  the  Bill.  But,  says  the  hon. 
Member,  "  You  must  project  your  mind 
into  the  future  ;  this  system  of  distribu- 
tion is  to  be  for  all  time.  You  must  not 
only  fix  the  jiroportion  in  a  way  which 
is  fair  at  present,  but  in  a  way 
which  will  be  fair  in  the  future  also." 
That  is  making  a  very  large  call  upon 
the  ingenuity  of  any  draftsman.  If  wo 
do  project  our  minds  into  the  future,  is 
there  not  a  prospect  that  the  increase  in 
the  Metropolis  charge  will  be  as  rapid 
and  as  considerable  as  that  in  the 
provinces.  I  have,  however,  made  what 
inquiries  I  could,  and  have  laid  on  the 
Table  actuarial  calculations  as  to  tlio 
probable  future  pension  charge  in  the 
Metropolis,  The  figures  run  up  to 
£520,000  or  £530,000.  I  do  not  know 
where  the  hon.  Member  got  his  estimate 
of  the  probible  future  charge  in  the 
provinces.  I  have  no  figures  myself, 
but  general  considerations  induce  me 
to  think  that  the  growth  of  the  pension 
charge  in  the  provinces  will  be  neither 
BO  great  nor  so  ranid  as  in  the  Metropolis. 
VOL.  CCCXLVn.    [thibd  skeies.] 


In  the  Metropolis  the  scale  will  be  the 
maximum,  wliile  in  the  provinces  it  will 
probably  be  something  below  that.  The 
amount  paid  to  pensionable  men  will, 
therefore,  not  be  so  large.  We  know  by 
actual  experience  that  in  the  provinces 
there  are  various  ways  by  which  super- 
annuation chaises  may  be  avoided,  but 
which  cannot  be  adopted  in  the 
Metropolis. 

Me.  STOREY:  But  your  Bill  will 
prevent  that. 

Mk.  MATTHEWS  :  The  Bill  no  doubt 
gives  the  right  to  a  police  constable  to  a 
pension,  but  constables  in  the  provinces 
often  prefer  after  25  years'  service  to  stay 
in  the  force  and  draw  their  pay  rather 
than  retire  on  pension,  while  experience  ^ 
shows  that  is  not  so  in  the  Metropolis.  V 
That  practice,  which  is  of  constant 
occurrence  in  boroughs  and  in  the 
provinces  generally,  will  tend  to  diminish 
the  number  of  men  ou  the  pension 
charge.  The  distribution  in  the  Bill  is 
more  than  justified  by  existing  facts,  and, 
so  far  as  I  am  able  to  form  a  judgment, 
will  continue  to  be  so  for  the  next  30  or 
40  years.  If  the  time  should  arrive 
when  the  distribution  becomes  unfair,  it 
can  then  be  re-considered.  I  know  uf  no 
reason  why  the  growth  of  the  pension 
charge  in  the  provinces  should  be 
greater  than  in  the  Metropolis,  except  in 
the  case  of  a  few  small  boroughs  which 
have  systematically  avoided  pensions  in 
the  past. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

(5.16.)  Mb.  STOREY:  I  did  not 
press  the  last  Amendment  to  a  Division, 
but  I  propose  to  divide  the  House  on 
the  next  one  which  proposes  to  substi- 
tute £120,000  for  £150,000. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  patre  3,  line 
24,  to  leave  out  "  50,"  and  insert  "  20," 
— {Mr.  Storey,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  put,  "  That  '  50 '  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

(5.20.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  175;  Noes  104.— (Div.  List,  No. 
215.) 

(5.28.)  Mb.  storey  :  I  now  beg  to 
move  to  insert  after  the  woi-ds  "  shall  be 
paid  "  the  words  "  for  one  year,"  so  as  to 
fix  the  contribution  for  London  for  one 
year  only.  I  do  so  in  order  to  enable  the 
Committee  to  see  in  its  naked  entirety 
what  we  are  being  committed  to.  The 
Home  Secretary,  when  I  invited  him  to 
3  B 
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project  himself  into  the  ftitare,said  he  was 
unable  to  accomplish  that  acrobatic  feat. 
The  last  thing  I  should  think  of  asidng 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  would 
be  to  perform  an  acrolmtic  feat,  but  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  he  did  not 
contend,  neither  can  he  contend,  that 
when  full  effect  is  given  to  this 
scheme- 

It  being  half  past  Five  of  the  clock , 
the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  mako  hi  s 
report  to  the  House. 

Committee  i*eport  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— <No.  290.) 
Order  read  for   consideration  of  Bill, 
as  amended. 

Me.  J.  R.  KELLY  (Oamberwell.  N.)  : 
I  object. 

•Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton)  : 
May  I  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether,  seeing  this 
Bill  is  warmly  supported  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  he  will  arrange  to  take 
thi-  Bill  when  it  cannot  be  defeated  by 
an  individual  oljjector? 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
Government  attach  so  much  importance 
to  this  measure  that  they  intend  to  take 
such  steps  as  will  insure  its  passing. 
1  am  surprised  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Camberwell, 
loc'king  at  the  universal  acceptance  of 
the  Bill,  does  not  allow  it  to  proceed, 
seeing  that  it  is  only  half-past  five. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  deferred  till 
to-morrow, 


^_  RULES  PUBLICATION    BILL.-<No.  299.) 

^B  Order  for  Committee  read,  and  dis- 

^^         charged. 

^^  Bill  withdrawn. 
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MAINTENANCE    OF    DESTITUTE 

PARENTS  BILL.— (No.  128.1 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PUBLIC  WORKS   LOANS  ACT. 
Return  ordered — 

"  Showing  the  names  and  addresses  of  lenanti 
to  whom  loKDs  have  been  advanced  by  Govern- 
Mr.  Storey 
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ment  under  the  Landed  Property  Improvement 
(Ireland)  Act,  and  the  Acts  amending  and 
extending  the  same,  who  have  been  evicted, 
the  amount  of  the  loan  in  each  case,  the 
amount  repaid  by  the  tenant,  the  names  and 
addresses  of  the  landlords  who  have  become 
liable  to  pay  any  portion  of  such  loans  under 
•The  Public  Works  Loans  Act,  1839,"  the 
liability  in  each  case,  and  the  stops  taken  to 
recover  the  amount." — (i/V.  T.  M.  Healy.) 

WOODS    AND    FORESTS    AND   LAND 
REVENUES  OF  THE  CROWN. 
Report  from  Select  Committee,  with 
Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought   up,  and 
read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  333.] 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT,  1887. 

Report,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence, 
brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  334.] 

RATING  AND  VALUATION  (SCOTLAND). 

Power  to  the  Select  Committee  to 
Report  Observations. 

Report  brought  up,  and  read. 

Repori7  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  335.] 

Minutes  of  PixweedLngs  to  be  printed. 
'JSo.  335.] 

MOTION. 


EXPrRING   LAWS   CONTIXUANCK   BILL. 

On  Jlotion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  continue 
various  Expiring  Laws,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Jackson  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  403.] 


BUSINESS  OF    THE  HOUSE. 
On  the  Motion  for  Adjournment : — 
(5.38.)  Me.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton,   E.) :    Supposing    the     Local 
Taxation  Bill  passes  through  Committee 
to-morrow,  when  is  it  proposed  to  take 
the  Report  stage  ? 
•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  In  the  event  of  the 
Local  Taxation  Bill  passing  through  Com- 
mittee to-morrow  the  Report  stage  will 
be  taken  on   Friday,  if  hon.  Momhers  do 
not  raise  any  objection  on  the  ground  of 
the  re-printing  of  the  Bill. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock 
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HOUSE      OP      LORDS, 
Thursday,  Slst  July,  1890. 


BANKRUPTCY  BILL.— (No.  188.) 

Reported  from  tho  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  <fec., 
with  Amendments:  The  Report  thereof 
received  ;  Bill  re-committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Wliole  House  on  Monday 
next ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  237.) 

CHILDREN'S  LIFE  INSURANCE  BILL. 
(No.  97.) 
Message  from  the  Commons  for  Re- 
port, ifca,  of  the  Select  Committee  of  this 
House :  Ordered  to  bo  communicated 
accordingly. 

METROPOLITAN  HOSPITALS,  &o. 
Report  from  tho  Select  Committee 
(with  tho  Proceedings  of  tho  Committee 
and  Appendix),  made  and  to  bo  printed 
(No.  238) :  Minutes  of  Evidence  laid 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  delivered 
out. 

TENANTS  COMPENSATION    BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Read 
1» ;  to  bo  printed  ;  and  to  Iw  read  2* 
To-morrow  :  (The  Lord  Harlech.)  (No. 
240.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  BILLS. 

•The  Eael  of  LIMERICK  :  My  Lords, 
my  noble  Friend  tlie  Earl  of  Jersey, 
-who  is  unable  to  be  present,  has 
requested  mo  to  move  the  Resolution 
which  stands  in  his  name.  I  am,  of 
course,  not  so  well  acquainted  as  my 
noble  Friend  with  the  circumstances 
which  have  conduced  to  the  late  intro- 
duction of  those  Bills,  and,  therefore, 
I  hope  my  noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  is  not  prepared  to  oppose  the 
Motion  very  strongly.  The  delay,  1  be- 
lieve, is  duo  to  the  exceptionally  heavy 
nature  of  these  Provisional  Orders,  of 
which  there  have  been  nine,  coming  on 
this  year  for  the  first  time.  They  have  hud 
to  be  prepared  concurrently  with  68  other 
Provisional  Orders  of  various  sortfi 
Iwtween  March  and  the  end  of  May,  and 
consequently  a  great  deal  of  work  had 

VOL.  CCCXLVIl.     rmiRD  series.] 


to  be  done,  and  pressure  has  arisen 
in  consetjuence.  I  hope  that,  as 
the  circumstances  are  exceptional  this 
year,  my  noble  Friend  will  not  object  to 
the  Motion  which  I  make  as  regards 
these  Bills  which  appears  on  the  Notioo 
Paper. 

Moved, 

"That  the  Sesaional  Order  of  the  10th 
of  March  Inat,  '  That  no  Bill  brought  from  the 
House  of  Commomi  conftrmiag  any  Prorisionid 
Order  or  ProTisional  Certificate  shall  be  road  a 
.second  time  after  Friday  the  27th  day  of  June 
next,'  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bills  be 
read  2'."— (  Ths  Earl  of  Limerick.) 

The  Eatil  op  MORLEY  :  My  Ijorde,  1 
really  think  that  the  Public  Offices  have 
been  rather  later  thau  usual  this  year  in 
introducing  the  various  matters  which 
they  had  to  bring  before  your  Ijordships. 
The  present  five  Bills  I  think  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  pass,  and  I  think  I 
should  bo  neglecting  my  duty  if  I  did  so 
without  sajring  a  few  wonls.  As  your 
Lordships  are  aware,  a  Sessional  Order 
was  made  that  no  Bills  should  be  re- 
ceived here  after  the  27th  of  Juno. 
These  five  Bills  were  introduced  into  the 
House  of  Commons,  one  on  the  5th 
June,  one  on  tho  9th  Juno,  two  on 
the  10th  June,  and  one,  tho  niost 
important  of  all,  on  the  11th  June. 
It  was  absolutely  impfissiblo  for  the 
throe  last-named  Bills  to  have  got 
through  the  House  of  Commons  in  time 
to  have  complied  with  the  Sessional 
Order  of  your  Lordships'  House.  All 
these  Bills,  with  one  exception,  1  think, 
refer  to  the  subject  of  borough  exten- 
sion, and  that  is  a  class  of  business  which 
has  only  recently  been  thrown  on  theLocikl 
Government  Board.  That  is,!  believe,  tho 
only  excuse  which  can  be  offered  for  the 
lateness  of  these  Bills  coming  to  this 
House  ;  but  I  would  point  out  this,  that 
it  is  not  fair  for  the  offices  to  throw  the 
responsibility  on  your  Lordsliips'  House 
at  the  last  moment  of  not  passing  the 
Bills.  It  is  simply  beoiuao  there  is  not 
time  to  discuss  them  adequately.  One 
of  them  I  am  told  is  now  opposed,  and 
at  this  time  of  the  Session  it  is  no  (may 
matter  to  get  a  Committee  to  consider 
such  an  important  matter,  for  instance, 
as  the  Manchester  City  Extension.  I 
thought  it  right  to  say  these  few  words 
to  show  tliat  it  is  no  mere  red  tapeism  that 
induces  me  to  oppose  the  introduction  of 
Bills  at  so  late  a  {jeriod,  but  because  I  do 
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not  think  at  this  time  of  the  Session 
Bills,  and  especially  opposed  Billa,  can 
be  adequately  and  carefully  considered. 
With  those  words  I  shall  not  oppose  the 
Motion  of  my  noble  Friend,  but  I  hope 
he  will  impress  upon  those  whom  he 
represents  tlae  importance  of  being 
earlier  in  the  introduction  of  their  BiUfl 
in  other  years. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 


STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  (No.  2) 

BILL.— (No.  230.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Then  Standing  Order  No. 
XXXIX.  considered  (according  to  order) 
and  dispensed  with  :  Bill  read  3';  Amend- 
ments made ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

COMPANIES   ^(WINDING    UPi     BILL— 
(No.  229.) 
Amendments  repwrted    (according   to 
order)  ;  and  Bill  to  be   read   3"  on  Tues- 
day next. 

PHYSICAL  EDUCATION    IN    ELEMEN- 

TAia'  SCHOOLS  BILL.— (No.  laO.) 

SECONP   KKADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  or  MEATH :  My  Lords, 
having  already  addressed  your  Lordships 
twice  at  some  length  on  the  subject  of 
the  inti"oduction  of  physical  education 
into  elementary  schools,  I  do  not  intend 
to  occupy  your  Lordships'  time  to-day 
by  recapitulating  any  of  the  statistics 
which  I  brought  forward  upon  the 
former  occasions,  or  in  going  over  tlie 
arguments  which  1  then  adduced  in  sup- 
port of  my  proposal.  A  very  interesting 
article  has  appeared  in  the  Forlnujhthf 
Bevieio  lately  upon  the  subject  of 
physical  education.  I  might,  perhaps, 
be  permitted  to  strengthen  the  argu- 
ment which  I  brought  forward  on  n 
former  occasion  by  quoting  to  ycjur 
Lordships  hi-re  a  few  statistics  which 
were  brought  forward  in  that  llecu'tc. 
In  this  article  whicli  was  written  by 
Mr.  Gattie  in  the  Fortnigklly  Review  of 
April,  1890,  he  says — 

"That  whiln  the  iiveragi?  weight  of  British 
recruits  finally  iipproved  for  .Servico  if)  only 
9  8t<mo  0-2  iwiindA,  thnir  aviTiitri.'  bei^'ht  being 
6  foet  <j'b  mch«8 ;  the  Ge^ruiiin  recruits  exu- 
mJaed  }>y  Dr.  FrtxiT.  iu  1877,  with  an  uvenigf' 
TAd  £arl  o/Jiorley 


height  of  S  feet  6'7d  inches,  had  an  average 
weight  of  no  leaa  than  10  stone  3'3  pounds." 

That  is  to  say,  the  German  soldiers  were 
heavier  than  the  British  soldiers  by  1 
stone  3  pounds.  I  know  it  is  a  very 
difficult  thing  to  prove  anything  from 
such  statistics  aa  these,  liecauso  there  are 
a  great  number  of  circumstances  which 
have  to  be  considered.  It  is  very  diffi- 
cult indeed  to  get  all  the  circumstances 
alike,  but  in  this  same  Jieview  it  goes  on 
to  say  that  a  certain  number  of  British 
soldiers  were  brought  up  to  the  Oxford 
Gymnasium  for  the  purpose  of  seeing 
what  physical  difference  would  be  made 
in  them  if  they  were  put  through  a 
course  of  gymnastics.  Mr.  Maolaren,  of 
the  Oxford  Gymnasium,  has  given  some 
valuable  statistics  of  the  measurements 
and  weights  of  this  detachment  of  non- 
commissioned officers  who  were  sent  to 
him  to  be  qualified  as  military  gym- 
nastics instructors. 

"  'Ilie  men  ranged  in  age  from  19  to  2S  years, 
in  height  from  five  feet  five  inches  to  five  feet 
11.^  inches,  and  in  weight  from  nine  stono  two 
pounds  to  \'i  stone  six  pounds,  ao  that  various 
types  were  .represented.  After  less  than  eight 
months'  training,  they  were  found  to  have 
gained,  on  the  average,  10  pounds  in  weight,  2i 
inches  in  girth  of  chest,  j  inch  in  the  sine  ox 
the  fore-arm,  and  1^  inches  in  that  of  the  upper 
arm,  while  there  was  in  every  case  a  slight 
increase  of  height." 

A  very  curious  circumstance  happened 
in  connection  with  that.  Before  the 
fourth  month  was  out  several  of  the  men 
could  not  get  into  their  jackets  and 
tunics  without  assistance,  and  when  they 
had  got  them  on  they  could  not  make 
them  meet  down  the  middle  by  a  hand's 
breadth.  In  another  month  they  could 
not  get  into  tliem  at  all,  and  were  obliged 
to  go  to  and  from  the  gymnasium  in 
their  great-coats  until  new  clothing  could 
bt'  jirocurod.  That,  I  think,  is  an  extra- 
ordinary proof  of  the  difference  produced 
by  gymnastic  training  of  the  human 
frame  in  a  very  short  space  of  time. 
Now  tiio  Bill  which  I  have  introduced 
into  your  Ijordsliips'  Hous«'  pmctically 
cuDsists  of  one  clause.  The  clause  is 
aa  follows : — 

"  I.  The  school  authority  for  every  elemen- 
tury  school  in  any  populous  town  shall  make 
fit  and  proper  provision  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  inspector  for  the  instruction  and  practice  of 
all  scholiirs  of  both  sexes  in  physical  education 
and  e\f?rcisf*.4  connt'cted  tht^ri'with,  and  no 
srhool  or  department  of  a  school  shrill  rer.ijvu 
the  higher  oi  the  twu  pi  iucipuJ  grants  under 
stction  one  hundred  ;»nd  one  of  the  new  code  of 
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TogulatioDS  issued  hy  the  Education  Depart- 
ment during  the  present  Session  of  Parliament 
or  under  any  other  code  for  the  time  being  in 
force,  unle8B  the  requisition  of  this  section  be 
complied  with  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
inspector  as  aforesaid." 

That  is  to  say,  no  school  can  receive  the 
grant  of  Hs.,  uu less  physical  education 
is  carried  out  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Inspector.  Your  Lordships  are  aware 
that  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Inspector 
to  give  a  grant  of  either  12s.  6d.  or  14s. 
Consequently  it  will  be  to  the  interest  of 
each  school  that  physical  exercise  shall 
be  carried  out.  I  desire  to  do  this 
because  at  present,  although  a  very  great 
improvement  Los  been  brought  about  by 
the  Government  by  the  introduction  of 
their  new  Kducation  Code,  it  is  still  left 
to  the  discretion  of  the  managers  and  of 
the  School  Boards  to  decide  wiiether 
physical  education  shall  be  carried  out 
or  not,  and  there  is  no  inducement  to 
carry  out  this  physical  education  because 
there  is  no  money  gained  by  it.  Con- 
sequently, as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  those 
schools  where  there  is  not  any  very 
enlightened  opinion  npou  the  subject,  or 
no  very  great  desire  to  corry  out 
physical  instruction,  it  will  be  put  in  the 
back  ground.  By  this  clause  there  will 
bean  inducement  to  the  Local  Authorities 
to  permit  physical  education  to  be  carried 
out.  Your  Lordships  will  notice  that  I 
have  not  in  this  Bill  laid  down  any  hard 
and  fast  rule  as  to  what  physical 
instruction  is  to  be  carried  out, 
because  I  believe  it  is  very  much  better 
that  the  school  authorities  should  decide 
that  question  themselves,  and  that  no 
particular  system  uf  gymnastics  should 
be  laid  down  by  the  central  authorities  as 
necessary.  A  society  has  been  established 
within  the  last  few  years  for  the  jnirposo 
of  trying  to  get  physical  education 
brought  into  our  elementary  schools,  and 
a  meeting  of  this  society  was  held  not 
very  long  ago  in  which  certain  sugges- 
tions were  made,  and  I  think  it  may  be 
of  interest  if  I  refer  to  them.  It  was 
suggested  by  this  Physical  HMucivtioii 
Recreation  .Society  that  any  system  of 
education  in  which  mental  tiiiining 
is  excessive,  and  bodily  training  neglected 
is  injurious,  not  conducive  to  the  health, 
strength,  usefulness,  and  happiness  of 
the  people,  and  dangerous  to  the  welfare 
and  S!ifety  of  the  nation  ;  that  one  half 
liour  daily,  if  possible,  after  dinner  or 
in  the  afternoon,  should  be  devoted  to 


bodily  training  ;  that  the  bodily  training 
fur  boys  under  eight  should  consist  of 
marching,  either  with  or  without  music, 
and  that  the  bodily  training  for  boys 
over  1 1  should  consist  of  marching, 
exercises  with  dumb  bells,  and  so  on  ; 
for  the  older  boys  there  should  be 
exercises  on  dumb  bells,  Indian  clubs, 
horizontal  and  parallel  bars  with  or  with- 
out music  ;  and  that  boys  and  girls  should 
be  taught  swimming  where  practic- 
able. I  think  that  is  a  most  important 
thing,  and  I  hope  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  gee  their  way  next  year,  at  all 
events,  to  permit  8\>'imraing  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  compulsory  subjects. 
The  Physical  Education  Recreation 
Society  also  suggested  that  the  bodily 
trainingof  girls  should  comprise  mai'ching 
and  figure  marching,eiereises  with  dumb 
bells  and  light  Indian  clubs,  either  with 
or  without  music.  They  also  suggest 
that  children  who  are  considered  bj 
medical  men  to  be  too  weak  should  be 
exempted  from  the  instruction.  This  is 
also,  of  course,  important,  because  we 
know  there  are  a  certain  number  of 
children,  especially  in  the  poorer  parts  ot 
the  to\vns,  who  are  so  badly  fed  that  it 
would  be  a  cruelty  to  subject  them  to 
physical  exercises.  The.  next  suggestion 
is  very  important ;  it  is  that  the  cost  of 
gymnastic  training  should  be  j»aid  one- 
half  by  the  Government  nnd  the  other 
half  out  of  the  rates.  Then  it  is  sug- 
gested that  the  exercises  should  take 
j)lace  in  the  open  air  in  fine  weather,  nnd 
in  bad  weather  within  the  schools,  the 
desks  and  benches,  where  not  fixed  to  the 
floor,  being  removed  to  the  other  end  of 
the  room.  Now,  a  good  deal  has  been 
said  about  the  expense  of  this,  and 
many  who  discussed  this  question  were 
of  opinion  that  it  is  not  necessary  to 
erect  gymnasia;  that  the  ordinary  school- 
rooms an^  quite  sufficient  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  out  the  exercises  by  the  re- 
moval of  desks  nnd  benches.  It  waa 
also,  suggested  that  the  nif  aanremeuts  of 
rhests.  arms,  and  legs  of  those  children 
who  undergo  physicial  tminiiig  shonld 
lie  registered  annually,  and  that  there 
should  be  proper  teachers,  wlio  have  been 
instructed  in  training  coihges,  to  teach 
tlio  childi-eu  suitable  exercises.  In 
drawing  up  this  Bill  I  have  had 
the  advantage  of  the  advice  of  a 
gi'iitleman  who  is  at  the  head  of  the 
Physical  Education  De^iartmetit  cA  VKwi 
3  0  1 
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London  School  Board.  Your  Lordships 
will  notice  that  this  Bill  does  not  apply 
to  the  country,  it  only  a])plies  to  the 
towns  having  populations  of  over  1 5,000. 
I  may  mention  that  I  have  received 
letters  oongnitulating  me  upon  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill,  from  both  Chairman 
and  Vice  Chairman  of  the  London  School 
Board.  The  Chairman,  in  his  letter  to 
me,  remarks — 

"  It  ia  noticeable  that  the  educational  effi- 
ciency of  the  Bchools  in  other  reapecta  rapidly 
advanced  concurrently  with  the  increased  atten- 
tion paid  to  physical  eierciaea." 

That  is  an  argument  which  I  have,  on 
former  occasions,  brought  forward,  and  I 
am  very  glad  to  find  that  the  Chairman 
of  the  London  School  Board  corroborates 
what  I  have  said  nj)on  that  matter,  that 
mental  activity  is  incroivsud  in  as  great 
a  propoilion  as  physical  training  and 
exercises  are  introduced,  if  they  are  not 
too  much  prolonged  in  elementary 
schools.  Of  course,  1  know  it  is  too  late 
this  year  for  this  Bill  to  pass,  but  I  bring 
it  forward  simply  for  the  purjxise  of 
keeping  this  isubject  well  before  the 
public  and  well  before  your  Lordships, 
and  I  hope  that  the  Government  will  not 
be  content  with  what  they  have  already 
done  in  this  direction.  I  thank  them 
most  heartily  and  sincerely  for  what  they 
have  done,  but  I  hope  they  will  go  on 
and  make  our  system  of  physical  educa- 
tion still  more  perfect. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be   now  rend 
2«."— (The  Lord  Chaworth  [E.  Mcath.]) 

•The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  My  Lords,  I 
have  to  apologise  for  the  absence  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council,  who  has  been  called  away  on 
public  business,  and,  that  being  so,  it 
falls  upon  me  to  answer  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down.  1  do  so  with 
considerable  pleasure,  I'yecause  I  happened 
to  preside  over  the  Education  Couiinittee 
which  sat  for  many  years,  and  which 
thoroughly  considered  the  interesting 
question  now  brought  forward  by  the 
noble  Elarl.  I  heartily  sympathise  with 
the  noble  Earl  in  his  desire  to  see  the 
physical  education  of  children  in  our 
Elementary  Schools,  and  I  certainly  must 
remark  that  no  one  has  done  more  in 
carrying  on  this  good  work  than  the 
noblo  Eiarl  liimself,  While,  however,  I 
have  very  great  ploasnro  in  paying  this 
J'/m  Earl  of  Meath 


tribute  to  the  noble  Earl,  and  in  recog- 
nising his  anxiety  in  the  matter,  as  shown 
by  the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  I  am 
afraid  I  shall  have  to  ask  him  to  consider 
one  or  two  things,  and  eventually 
whether  he  will  not  consent  to  withdraw 
the  Bill  for  this  year,  at  aU  events.  In 
the  first  place,  at  this  late  period  of  the 
Session,  it  is  absolutely  imptjssiblo  that 
it  should  become  law,  though  it  was 
quite  right  it  should  be  brought  forward 
for  discussion.  I  would  also  remind  him 
that  the  Govemmont  have  this  year  taken 
a  large  step  in  advance  in  this  particular 
direction.  In  the  Code  they  have  intro- 
duced they  have  not  only  made  provision 
that  physical  exercises  may  be  taught, 
but  that  they  may  be  taught  during  the 
consecutive  hours  of  school  instruction  ; 
and  the  result  is  that,  although  no 
grant  is  directly  made  for  instruction  in 
physical  exercises,  yet  a  grant  is  indirectly 
made,  inasmuch  as  the  physical  training 
is  given  during  the  time  of  the  average 
attendance  on  which  the  grant  is  calcu- 
lated. So  that  1  think  the  noble  Lord  will 
admitthat  the  Government  have  goneacon- 
siderablc  way  this  year  in  the  direction 
he  desires  us  to  go.  There  is  one  more 
consideration  which  I  would  press  on  the 
noble  Earl's  attention.  If  this  Bill  were 
carried  a  considerable  expense  would  un- 
doubtedly be  thrown  on  all  the  schools, 
and  I  see  no  special  provision  in  the 
Bill  for  meeting  that  expenditure.  The 
result  would  1»  that  if  the  Bill  became 
law  the  School  Boards  would  simply 
have  to  add  a  penny  or  a  halfpenny  to 
the  rate  in  order  to  carry  out  its  provi- 
sions, while  the  voluntary  schools  would 
be  entirely  left  out  in  the  cold.  I  do 
not  think  that  would  be  fair  to  the 
voluntary  schools,  and  while  I  deeply 
sympathise  with  the  object  the  noble 
Eurl  has  in  view,  I  trust  he  will  perceive 
that  there  are  still  difficulties  to  be 
dealt  with  before  a  Bill  of  this  character 
can  be  pas-sed.  I  will  only  add  that  I 
hope  the  noble  Earl  will  be  content  with 
the  great  step  which  has  been  already 
made  by  the  provision  in  the  Code  which 
I  have  mentioned,  and  that  he  will  not 
press  the  Bill  to  a  Second  Reading. 
•LoKi.  NORTON :  My  Lords,  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  before  this  Bill 
passes  away.  It  is  now  a  certainty  that 
the  Bill  cnnnot  bo  proceeded  with  this 
Session.  Still,  the  introduction  of  the 
measure  will  more  or  less  have  an  in- 
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flaence  on  wliat  may  pass  on  the  subject 
next  Soasion.  After  what  haa  just  fallen 
from  the  noble  Viscount,  I  would  ask  the 
noble  ISarl  to  consider  whether  he  might 
not  make  his  proposal  on  a  future  occa- 
sion in  a  much  more  efiective  way.  We 
all  agree  that  physical  education  would 
bo  very  useful  in  our  elementary  schools 
— much  more  useful,  indeed,  than  some 
of  the  subjects  now  attempted  but  not 
really  taught  in  them.  But  I  cannot 
help  thinking  tliat  to  provide  that  no 
schools  shall  receive  the  higher  grants 
unless  they  have  gymnastic  practice 
and  apparatus  is  rather  a  strange  way  of 
patting  it.  It  seems  to  me  some- 
what ludicrous  to  propose  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament  that  schools  shall  go  with- 
out grants  for  specific  subjects  unless 
they  have  gymnastic  apparatus.  That 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  rather  inconsequent 
proposition.  The  recommendation  of 
the  Royal  Commission  was  generally 
that  physical  training  should  be  [lart 
of  the  process  of  instruction  in  our 
elementary  schools.  That  is  a  general 
proposition,  and  if  we  get  out  of  the 
vicious  jirinoiple  of  attaching  grants  to 
particular  subjects,  and  give  to  every 
elementary  school  a  suflBcient  subsidy 
from  the  Treasury  to  do  its  full  work  of 
all  kinds,  ph3'sical  instruction  might  and 
would  he  introduced  into  every  school. 
So  long  as  wo  go  on  the  principle  of 
attaching  grants  to,  particular  items  of 
instruction  such  a  proposition  as  this, 
that  schools  are  to  go  without  grafits  for 
special  subjects  unless  they  teach  some- 
thing totally  different,  is  absurd,  I  hope 
that  the  noble  Earl  will  re-introduce  the 
Bill  in  a  different  form  next  Session,  and 
wll  propose  that  sufficient  subsidy  being 
given  to  Elementary  Schools  for  all 
purposes,  physical  instruction,  as  re- 
commended by  the  B«yal  Commission, 
should  invariably  be  one  of  the  subjects 
introduced  into  such  schools. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MEATH  :  The  noble  Lord 
who  answered  me  and  the  noble  Lord 
who  spoke  afterwards  have  both  feillon 
into  this  error :  they  both  imagine  that 
it  is  necessary  to  have  apparatus  in  the 
schools  in  order  to  teach  physical  exer- 
cises. Now,  the  London  School  Board 
have  instituted  physical  exercises  to  a 
very  large  extent,  and  although  they 
have  a  certain  amount  of  apparatus  out 
of  doors,  they  have  not  used  that  for  tho 
purpose  of    this    instruotioa.     The    in- 


struction is  given  in  free  exercises ; 
what  is  called  Swedish  drill  or  musical 
drill,  and  is  really  much  more  effective 
for  general  purposes  than  any  system 
carried  out  with  apparatus.  Conse- 
quently, the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Visamnt  Cross)  falls  to  the  ground 
with  regard  to  expense,  because  tho 
whole  of  this  work  which  has  been 
carried  out  in  London  has  been  carried 
out  almost  entirely  by  a  grant  made  by 
an  Aissociation  with  which  1  am  con- 
nected, of  £400.  My  Lords,  I  withdraw 
the  Bill. 

Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

CUSTOMS  CONSOLIDATION  ACT,  1870. 
AMENDMENT  BILL.-  (No.  162.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (acoording  to  order) ;  Bill  re- 
ported without  further  amendment ; 
and  to  be  read  3'  To-morrow. 

SHREWSBURY  AND  HOLYHEAD  BOAD 
(ANGLESEY    AND  CARNARVON)   BILL. 

(No.  210.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  ;  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3'  To-morrow. 

ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION   (BLIND 
AND  DEAF)  BlLL.-(No.  165.) 

Amendment  reported  (acc()rding  to 
order);  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To- 
morrow. 

HISTORICAL  MANUSCRIPT  COMMIS- 
SION—REPORTS. 
QUESTION — OB8EBV1TION3. 

•The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY,  in 
rising  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
whether  the  Reports  of  the  Historical 
Manuscript  Commissioners  which  are  out 
of  print  can  be  re-printed  ;  and,  if  ao, 
whether  orders  will  be  given  to  have 
this  done,  said  :  My  Lords,  early  this 
Session,  your  Lordships,  on  the  Motion 
of  my  noble  Friend  who  is  not  present 
this  evening  (Lord  Beauchamp),  passed 
a  Resolution  authorising  an  index  to  be 
made  of  the  Reports  of  the  Historical 
Manuscript  Commissioners.  A  very 
great  deal  of  interest,  whether  evoked  by 
the  noble  Lord's  question  or  not  I  do 
not  know,  has  been  taken  in  these  docu- 
ments, and  it  turns  out  that  some  of  the 
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Reports  pabliahed  at  an  earlier  date  are 
out  of  print.  I  do  not  know  whether 
this  is  to  be  attributed  to  the  neglect  of 
the  Commissioners  that  they  shonid  have 
allowed  valuable  Government  documents 
to  go  out  of  print  or  not,  but  I  certainly 
cannot  exonerate  them  from  blame  in 
the  matter.  These  Reports  become,  of 
oiurse,  of  great  historical  value,  and  are 
very  much  sought  after  in  public  libra- 
ries ;  and  the  extension  of  the  Free 
Libraries  Act  has  created  a  consider- 
able demand  for  such  papers  for  refer- 
ence. The  object  of  my  question 
is  to  ascertain  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  whether  they  will  con- 
sent to  have  the  Reports,  I  believe 
fivu  in  number,  which  are  out  of  print, 
re-printed  for  the  benefit  of  those  who 
may  apply  for  them.  I  should  not 
think  the  expense  would  be  very  great, 
and  certainly  in  dealing  with  matters  of 
historical  interest  it  would  be  of 
great  advantage  to  have  the  whole  series 
get-at-able,  so  that  tlie  public  can  pro- 
cure them.  I  bog  to  ask  the  question 
which  stands  in  my  name. 
•Lord  db  RAMSEY :  My  Lords,  in  all 
there  are  40  reports  of  the  Historical 
MSS.  Commissioners  which  have  been 
issued,  and  of  those,  seven  are  practically 
outof  print.  The  estimated  costofreprint- 
ing  those  Reports  would  be  £\  20  each,  or 
£840  in  all.  If  500  copies  of  each 
Rejwrt  were  printed  and  sold,  in' accord- 
ance with  the  ordinary  practice  as  to 
Parliamentary  Papers,  at  the  original 
prices,  the  Stationery  Office  could  only  re- 
cover £560  of  that  amount,  even  in  the 
highly  improbable  event  of  every  copy 
being  sold.  As  the  re-printing  of  the 
Rej)ort8  in  question  could  not  be  carried 
out  without  loss  to  the  Exchequer,  the 
Government  do  not  propose  to  sanction 
such  re-printing. 

NATIONAL  COMPETIXrON  OK  SCHOOLS 

OF  AfiT. 

QUKSnON — OBSERVATIONS. 

Loan  SANDHURST  :  In  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  National  Competition  of 
Schools  of  Art  under  the  Science  and 
Art  Department,  and  to  ask  tlje  Lord 
President  whether  he  can  furnish  any 
information  as  to  the  numbers  entered 
for  competition  in  each  of  the  last  five 
years,  the  different  localities  sending 
up  competitors,  and  the  comparative 
27ie  Marquets  of  Huntly 


quality  of  the  works  submitted  to 
the  Examiners,  said :  My  Lords,  I 
have  been  anxiously  waiting  for  the 
arrival  of  the  noble  Lord  (Efu-l  Spencer) 
in  whose  name  this  question  appears  on 
*,he  paper,  but  as  it  was  uncertain 
whether  he  would  be  able  to  attend 
to-day,  he  has  asked  me  to  put  the 
question  for  him,  in  reference  to  Techni- 
cal Eduavtion  and  the  system  now 
pursued.  It  is  beyond  doubt  that  the 
subject  of  tecliuical  education  is  one  of 
extreme  interest,  and  of  great  importance, 
and  it  is  to  tliat  that  many  of  our  manu- 
facturers look  for  success  in  the  future 
in  their  competition  with  the  manufac- 
turers of  other  countries.  In  asking  for 
information  as  t<i  what  opportunities  are 
given  to  competitors,  and  what  improve- 
ment there  has  been  made  in  this 
direction,  it  is  as  well,  perhaps,  to 
examine  a  little  into  what  has  been  done 
in  this  respect  in  the  country  already. 
Great  efforts  have  been  made  during  the 
last  30  years  to  this  end.  A  great 
Central  Museum  and  School  of  Art 
has  been  established,  where  every 
description  and  form  of  modelling 
is  to  be  found,  including  a  gallery 
of  art,  where  every  description  of 
iirt  can  be  studied.  Facilities  have  also 
been  given  to  different  localities  where 
the  various  art  trades  are  followed.  In 
addition  to  the  normal  school  in  London, 
opportunities  liave  been  given  for  ob- 
taining certificates  by  intending  teachers 
in  art  schools,  which  have  been  founded 
by  the  munificence  of  private  individuals, 
or  by  the  energy  of  Municipal  Councils. 
The  object  of  this  question  is  to  draw 
attention  to  an  exhibition  now  being 
held  at  South  Kensington,  which  includes 
i-'ihibits  from  the  provinces  and  towns 
thrcVughont  the  country;  for  instance, 
exhibits  from  tlie  large  schools  of  Man- 
chester, Glasgow,  Birmingham,  Leicester, 
and  others,  from  which  really  very 
beautiful  designs  have  come.  It  also 
includes,  I  may  say,  New  South  Wales, 
which  is  prominent  for  designs  and 
arckitecture.  In  drawing  attention  to 
this  exhibition,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
noble  Viscount  whether,  in  the  opinion 
of  those  who  are  best  qualified  to  form 
an  opinion,  a  real  advance  has  been  made  ; 
whether  this  exhibition  may  be  looked 
upon  as  a  satisfactory  test ;  and  also 
whether  we  are  getting  value  for  the 
money  expended  for  this  purpose  ? 
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•Viscount  CROSS :  My  Lords,  in  the 
absence  of  my  noble  Frioud,  the  Lord 
President,  I  will  give  such  information 
as  he  has  received  upon  this  point  from 
the  Science  and  Art  Department.  Witli 
your  Lordships'  permission,  I  will  gfive  a 
fow  figures,  as  they  not  very  numerous. 
Up  to  1887  all  the  works  done  in  schools 
of  art  and  art  classes  were  sent  to 
South  Kensington  for  payment  on 
results,  and  in  that  year  the  number  of 
them  reached  800,000,  so  it  has  been 
found  necessary  to  exclude  for  the  future 
those  of  a  very  slight  or  elementary 
nature,  as  it  has  become  physically  im- 
possible to  deal  with  that  vast  number  in 
the  limited  space  available  in  the  exists 
ing  buildings.  Since  then  only  works  of 
tho  more  finished  or  advanced  kind  have 
been  sent  up.  At  the  time  that  restric- 
tion Ckme  into  force  tho  schools  were 
receiving  compensation  in  the  way  of 
payments  on  the  third  grade  examina- 
tions held  all  over  the  country,  which 
hitherto  liad  been  confined  to  South 
Kensington,  and  also  a  somewhat 
higher  scale  of  payment  for  the  ad- 
vanced works  and  on  the  second  grade 
examinations.  The  number  of  these 
more  finished  works  has  not  increased, 
but  the  quality  of  them  has  improved, 
and  the  third  grade  examinations  have 
also  shown  a  steady  adwmce.  In  the 
results  of  these  latter,  and  in  the  works 
submitted  in  the  national  competition, 
the  examiners  saw  a  general  improve- 
ment, and  that  Wixs  notably  the  case 
with  exercises  in  designs  for  manufac- 
tures, especially  in  the  largu  schools  of 
Manchester,  Glasgow,  and  Birmingham, 
where  trades  depending  on  decorative 
design  are  extensively  carried  on.  It  is 
much  to  be  desired  that  those  interested  in 
art  education,  aided  by  the  State,  should 
carefully  inspect  the  works  now  ex- 
hibited at  South  Kensington,  and  espe- 
cially that  those  who  criticise  the 
working  of  the  Department  should 
make  themselves  acquainted  with  the 
kind  of  work  which  is  encouraged  by 
prizes  and  payments,  and  distinguish 
between  it  and  the  amateur  or  purely 
pictorial  work  which  the  schools  are  free 
to  turn  out,  but  do  not  get  g^nts  on. 
It  was  impossible  to  get  Returns  in  time 
to  answer  the  noble  Lord's  question  fully, 
but,  if  the  noble  Lord  wishes  it,  I  wUl 


give  the  bust  figures  available.  In  1886 
the  number  of  works  sent  up  from 
Schools  of  Art  for  Examination  was 
324, .315;  in  1887  the  number  was 
•'J6f,986;  in  1888,  when  elementary 
works  ceased  to  be  sent  in,  the 
number  fell  to  78,730;  in  1889,  how- 
evur,  the  number  rose  to  139,314  ; 
and  in  1890  the  number  was  135,651. 

FLASHING  SIGNALS- ADMIRAL 
COLOMB'S  INVENTION. 

•Lord  SDDELEY  :  My  Lords,  I  beg 
to  move  for  the  Return  of  which  I  have 
given  notice. 

Moved, 

"  For  certain  farther  official  Oorreipondence 
relatiog  to  Admiral  Colomb's  aystem  of  flash- 
ing signals  between  the  years  1861  and  1867, 
also  since  that  date  ;  to  include  the  letter  from 
the  Treasury  to  tho  Amiralty  offering  to  give 
Admiral  Colomb  £2,000,  and  Admiral  Colomb's 
reply  thereto." — (Lord  Sudttey.) 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE  :  l-here  is  no 
objection  to  making  this  Return,  but  I 
must  point  out  to  my  noble  Friend  that 
one  of  the  Papers  he  asks  for  is  not  in 
existence.  We  have  had  no  reply  yet 
from  Admiral  Colomb,  but  if  that  reply 
is  received  in  time,  it  will  be  printed 
with  the  other  PajK^rs. 

♦Lord  SUDELEY  :  I  hope  my  noble 
Friund  will  arrange  with  the  Admiralty 
that,  if  necessary,  the  Return  sliall  be 
deliiyed  for  a  few  days  for  the  purpose  of 
including  Admiral  Colomb's  reply.  The 
Treasury  has  taken  one  month  in  making 
their  oB'er,  and,  therefore,  it  may  take  a 
tittle  time  for  Admiral  Colomb  to  forward 
his  reply.  It  should,  of  course,  be  printed 
with  the  other  Papers  to  make  them 
complete. 

Lord  EPHINSTONE  :  I  will  put  tho 
noble  Lord's  request  before  the  Admi- 
ralty ;  I  cannot  say  anything  more. 

On  Question  agreed  to ;  Return 
ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  past 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thurtday,  31st  July,  1890. 


QUESTIONS. 


CATTLE  IMPOBTED  FROM  TRA.N8. 
ATLANTIC  PORTS. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) : 
I  beg  to  aak  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agricnlture  whether  hia  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  cruelties  which  attend 
the  importation  of  live  cattle  into  thin 
country  from  transatlantic  ports,  and  to 
the  dangers  to  merchant  seamen  in  cfm- 
nection  therewith  ;  whether  his  Depart- 
ment has  evidence  to  show  that  the  pro- 
hibition of  the  shipment  to  this  country 
of  live  cattle  for  food  would  necessarily 
raise  the  price  of  meat  to  the  consumer, 
seeing  that  the  cattle  now  so  shipped 
could  also  be  shipjied  as  dead  meat .;  and, 
if  80,  to  what  prolmble  amount ;  whether 
lie  has  any  Statutory  powei-a  for  regu- 
lating the  traffic  in  .live  cattle,^  as  to 
prevent  the  cruelties  referred  to  ;  and,  if 
so,  under  what  Acts  ;  and  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  make  regulations  under 
these  Acta  for  the  prevention  of  the 
cruelties  complained  of  pending  further 
legislation  1 

The  president  or  thb  BOARD  of 
AGRICQLTURE  (Mr.  Chapli.n,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford; :  Yes,  Sir,  my  attention 
haa  been  called  to  the  suffering  of  cattle 
n>ferred  to  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
question,  which,  I  am  afraid,  is  insepar- 
able from  every  passage  across  the 
Atlantic  in  bad  weather.  With  regard  to 
the  second  paragraph,  we  hare  certainly 
no  evidence  to  show  that  the  prohibition 
of  the  shipment  to  this  country  of  live 
cattle  for  food  from  tninsatlantio  ports 
would  raise  the  price  of  meat  to  the  con- 
sumer ;  on  the  contrary,  I  should  say, 
from  inquiries  I  hove  made  since  the 
question  ap]}eared  on  the  Paper,  that  the 
presumption  would  be  the  other  way.  I 
am  informed  that  the  meat  of  American 
cattle  killed  in  Great  Britain  was  selling 
to-day  at  3s.  9d.  per  stone  of  81b.,  while 
the  meat  of  animals  killed  in  America, 
and  sent  to  this  country  as  dead  meat, 
was  selling  at  2s.  7d.  In  reply  to  the 
third  paragraph,  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
haa  considerable  powers  under  the  Con- 


tagious Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  1878- 
1 890,  to  make  regulations  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  the  cruelties  referred  to. 
And  in  reply  to  the  last  paragraph,  I 
may  say  that  I  have  already  arranged 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Joint  De|)art- 
moutal  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  Board  of  Agricnlture  to  con- 
sider what  further  regulations  may  be 
necessary  to  prevent,  or,  at  all  events,  to 
minimise,  as  far  as  possible,  the  suffering 
of  cattle  on  their  passage  across  the 
Atlantic. 

0DLTIVATOR8  IN  KOLABA  AND 
THANA. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  seen  in  the  Times  of  Iiulia,  of 
9th  April,  1890,  a  Resolution  of  the 
Government  of  Bombay,  relating  to 
trees  on  occupied  lands  in  Kolaba,  in 
[jaragraph  30,  where  it  is  stated — 

' '  The  same  terms  as  aro  being  offered  in 
Thana  under  paragraphs  9,  10,  and  13  of 
Uoremment  Resolution,  No.  2447,  dated  8th 
April,  1890,  may  for  this  purpose  be  offered  in 
Kolaba  ; " 

whether  what  purports  to  be  Govern- 
ment Resolution  No.  2447,  dealing  with 
trees  in  occupied  lands,  Thana,  has  been 
published  in  the  Times  of  India  of  12th 
April ;  whether  he  will  state  what  were 
the  terms  mentioned  in  paragraphs  9, 
10,  and  13,  of  the  Resolution  No.  2447, 
of  8th  of  April,  and  whether  they  con- 
tained important  concessions  to  culti- 
vators ;  whether  he  will  state  why  this 
Resolution  luis  not  been  published  in  the 
Irovernment  Gazelle ;  and  whether  the 
Government  of  Borabiiy  having  refused, 
in  their  letters  Noa.  3024  and  4163,  to 
supply  copies  of  the  Resolution  to  the 
Forest  A^ociation  of  Thana,  he  will  give 
instructions  for  the  publication  of  the 
Resolution,  as  framed  by  Lord  Reay's 
Government,  so  that  the  cultivators  in 
the  Kolaba  and  Thana  districts  may 
obtain  the  benefits  which  it  was  intended 
they  should  derive  ? 

•Thi:  DNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
TOE  INDIA.  (Sir  J.  Goaar,  Chatham)  : 
The  answer  io  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  is  in  the 
affirmative.  The  Secretary  of  State  haa 
seen  the  Resolution  from  paragraph  3, 
and  licit  -^O,  of  which  the  quoti\tion  is 
taken.     The  answer  to  the  second  para- 
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graph  is  in  the  negative.  The  other 
Resolution,  No.  2447,  has  not  been  pub- 
lished. In  answer  to  the  third  para- 
graph, I  liave  to  say  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  cannot  state  the  terms  of  the 
Resolution,  because  the  document  in 
question  is  marked  confidentiaL  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  whether 
the  Government  of  Bombay  has  refused 
to  publish  the  document,  nor,  if  so,  on 
what  grounds.  The  Secretary  of  State 
is  not  aware  of  the  refusal  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bombay  to  publish  the  Resolu- 
tion, and  the  matter  seems  to  be  one  of 
local  administration,  with  which,  as  at 
present  advised,  he  should  not  interfere. 
The  hon.  Member's  question  will  be  sent 
to  India  in  ordinary  course. 

THE  BURMESE  DACOIT  BOH   YAN 

MYDN. 
Sir  WILFRID  LA.WSON  (Cumber- 
knd,  Cockermouth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  haa  yet  received  any  answer 
to  his  inquiries  into  the  case  of  the 
Daeoit  Boh  Yan  Myun's  trial  in 
Burmah  ? 

•Sir    J.    GORST:    No    telegram  has 
reached  me  on  the  subject. 

Sm   W.  LAWSON  :    When  does   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  exjiect  to  hear ! 

•Sib  J.   GORST :    Probably   by   Mon- 
day next ;  inquiry  is  being  made. 

INDIAN  MIDLAND  RAILWAY. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  aak 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Indian  Government  docu- 
ments relating  to  the  acquisition  of  the 
lands  and  material  in  certain  of  the 
states  of  Bundelkund,  Central  India,  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Indian  Midland 
Railway,  numbered  respectively  3.57, 
359,  272,  2,550,  686,  584,  and  756,  of 
1 886,  concerned  all  the  States  through 
which  the  railway  runs,  and  covered  the 
ivcquisition  of  all  lands,  and  the  purchase 
of  timbers,  stones,  <tc. ;  whether  in  the 
engagements  entered  into  under  these 
documents  a  sum  of  about  live  lakhs  of 
rupees  liave  been  claimed  by  certain 
chiefs  of  States  in  Bundelkund  ;  whether, 
notwitlistanding  such  engagements,  Mr. 
Henvey,  the  Agent  of  the  Governor 
General  of  Central  India,  lias  recom- 
mended that  no  compensation  be  paid  to 
the  chiefs,  on  the  ground  tliat  collateral 
iui vantages   may    hereafter    accrue    to 


them ;  and  whether  the  Govemmont 
will  lay  up")n  the  Table  the  Papers 
relating  to  the  transactions  entered  into 
with  any  and  all  of  the  chiefs  of  States  in 
Bundelkund,  tlirough  which  the  Indiao 
Midland  Railway  runs,  by  the  contractors 
for  the  railway,  or  by  any  other  parties 
in  connection  with  the  railway. 

•Sir  J.  GORST:  With  the  exception 
of  No.  272,  which  was  the  subject  of  my 
reply  on  the  3rd  of  July,  none  of  the 
documents  referred  to  in  the  question 
can  be  traced.  The  question  will  be 
sent  to  the  Goverament  of  India  in 
ordinary  course. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Mb.  HOWELL:  I  Ijeg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Post  OfDce  Savings  Bauk  De- 
partment has  refused  to  accept  the 
transfer  of  moneys,  deposited  by  the 
Trustees  of  the  Camberwell  branch  of 
the  Amalgamated  Society  of  Painters 
and  Decorators,  with  the  Trustees  of  the 
CamberWell  Savings  Bank,  to  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bauk  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
gfTOunda  the  refusal  is  based  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  moneys  aforesaid, 
amounting  to  £118  Is.  3d.,  were  deposited 
in  the  Camberwell  Savings  Banks  under 
the  Friendly  Societies'  Clause,  as  a 
Friendly  Society,  and  was  entered  as 
G.  583  in  the  said  bank  ;  whether  the 
Amalgamated  Society  of  Painters  and 
Decorators  is  a  Friendly  Society  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act,  and  has  been 
allowed,  us  such,  to  deposit  its  funds  in 
Trustee  or  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  for 
many  years,  and  has  now  deposited 
funds  in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
of  the  country  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
this  branch  of  the  Amalgamated  Society 
of  Painters  and  Decorators  is  unable,  by 
reason  of  the  closing  of  the  Camberwell 
Savings  Bank,  and  the  refusal  of  the 
Post  Office  to  accept  the  transfer  of  its 
funds,  to  make  payments  to  its  members 
for  sickness,  funeral,  accident,  out  of 
work,  and  other  benefits  ;  and,  whether 
he  will  cause  such  transfer  to  be  accepted 
without  delay,  in  accordance  with  the 
existing  law  and  practice  in  similar 
cases  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  OoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hiinover  Square) :  The  National  Debt 
Commissioners  are  responsible  for  what 
has  happened,  and,  therefore,  the  question 
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ought  to  have  been  addressed  to  me 
instead  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  am 
raakiag  inquiries  into  the  matter,  and 
will  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Member 
will  postpone  the  question  until  to- 
morrow. 

CHELSEA  SAVINQS  BANK. 
Mb.  HOWELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  it 
is  a  fact,  as  has  been  stated,  that  thu 
as.sets  under  the  control  of  the  Official 
Liquidator  of  the  Chelsea  Savings  Bank 
are  sufficient  to  pay  all  the  depositors  in 
full ;  aud,  if  so,  can  he  inform  the  House 
why  the  depositors  have  not  been  paid 
in  full ;  whether  it  is  true,  as  alleged, 
that  the  costs  of  the  Solicitors,  Messrs. 
Haro  «fc  Co.,  of  the  Official  Liquidator, 
and  of  the  Treasui-y  Agents  already 
amount  to  the  sum  of  £3,000 ;  uiul 
whetlier  he  will  lay  ujwn  the  Table  of 
this  Hou.se  a  statement  of  the  costs  and 
charges  in  connection  with  the  winding 
up  of  the  afbirs  of  the  Chelsea  Savings 
Blink? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  Sir  ;  the  assets 
are  not  absolutely  sufficient  to  pay  all 
the  dejiositors  in  full.  But  those  who 
are  not  paid  in  full  will  receive  19s.  8d., 
when  the  Official  Liquidator  paysafurther 
dividend  of  4s.  8d.,  which  he  hopes 
shortly  to  be  able  to  do.  The  costs  and 
remuneration  of  the  Uquidator  will  be 
settled,  and  the  solicitors'  charges  will  be 
taxed  by  the  Court,  in  accordance  with 
the  usual  scale,  and  together  will  pro- 
bably exceed  £3,000.  But  this  is  only 
an  estimate.  I  will  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  laying  a  statement  upon  the 
Table,  such  as  the  hoa.  Member  suggests. 

THE  BHENNAN  TORPEDO. 
Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
is  the  total  amount  paid,  and  to  be  paid, 
to  Mr.  Brennan  for  his  torpedo ;  how 
much  of  it  wtis  payable  as  a  lump  sum, 
and  how  much  as  nn  annual  payment, 
or  payments,  and  for  how  many  years  ; 
and  who  recommended  these  payments  ? 
•The  secretary  oi'  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  Tlie  total  amount  to  be 
paid  to  Mr.  Brennan  for  his  torpedo  was 
£110,000,  of  which  £30,000  was  paid  in 
n  lump  sum,  and  the  balance  at  the  rate 
of  £16,000  a  year  for  five  years.  These 
payments  were  recommended  by  the 
J/r.  Gosclken 


Secretary  of  State  for  the  time  being, 
after  consultation  with  several  military 
and  naval  officers. 

THE    ARCHBISHOP'S    THRONE    AT 
CANTERBURY. 

Mk.     cavendlsh     bentinck 

(Whitehaven):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  archbishop's  throne  which  was  pre- 
sented to  Canterbury  Cathedral  by 
Archbishop  Tenison,  and  which  waa 
designed  and  executed  by  Grinling 
Gibbons,  has  for  many  years  past  been 
stowed  away  as  lumber  in  a  damp  cellar 
adjacent  to  the  cathedral  cloistere;  and 
whether  he  will,  on  behalf  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Science  and  Art,  apply  to  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  for  the  loan  of  this 
besiutif  ul  and  interesting  work,  iu  order 
that  it  may  be  rescued  from  its  present 
unsatisfactory  position,  and  preserved  in 
the  Kensington  Museum  1 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Diirtford) :  I  am  very  much  obliged  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  for  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  matter,  and  shall  bo  glad  to 
act  upon  his  suggestion  as  soon  as 
jjossible. 

SPEED  OF  CRUISERS. 

Me.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  Jiscrefiancy  between  the  statement 
made  by  him  explanatory  of  the  Navy 
Estimates,  1889-90  (pages  5  and  6), 
where  the  nine  first  class  cruisers  and 
the  29  second  class  cruisers  are  all  given 
a  "speed  at  sea  (continuous  steaming)  of 
18  knots,"  whilst  in  the  Navy  Estimates, 
published  in  February  of  this  year,  the 
same  first  class  cruisers  arc  given  a 
wmtinuLius  seagoing  speed  of  9G  hours 
duration,  natural  draught,  in  smooth 
water,  and  with  clean  bottoms,  of  16J 
knots  an  hour,  and  the  second  class 
cruisers  mentioned  above  a  speed  of  16 
knots  ;  and  whether  he  can  explain  these 
difEerences  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  The  particulars  given  for  these 
cruisers  at  pages  5  and  6  of  the  state- 
ment were  supplemented  by  those  given 
on  pages  182  and  188  of  the  Navy 
Estimates  for  1889-90.     From  the  latter 
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it  will  be  seen  that  the  figures  for  speeds 
relate  to  maximum  trial  speeds — with 
forced  draught,  20  knots,  and  natural 
draught,  18  knots,  respectively.  The 
words  continuous  steaming,  as  the  con- 
text shows,  were  used  to  contrast  the 
speed  developed  under  forced  draught 
for  four  hours,  and  that  under  natural 
draught  for  a  longer  period.  Since  the 
preparation  of  the  Estimates  fur  1889- 
90,and  the  explanatory  statement  thereon, 
the  whole  question  of  the  |)rolmble  de- 
velopment of  power  in  Her  Majesty's 
ships  when  steaming  continuously  at 
sea  for  long  periods  has  been  re-con- 
sidered. A  number  of  trials  have  been 
made  with  sliips  on  service,  and  the 
figures  published  in  the  Navy  Estimates 
for  1890-91  represent  the  results  of  the 
inquiiy,  and  the  calculated  speeds  cor- 
responding to  the  powers  that  will 
prolwbly  be  developed  for  long  periods 
under  the  conditions  of  actual  service. 
1  may  add  that  the  capacity  and  boiler 
power  of  these  vessels  have  been  largely 
increased,  and  are  some  20  per  cent,  in 
excess  of  that  contained  in  the  original 
design. 

RATING  OF  VOLUNTARY  SCHOOL 
BUILDINGS. 

Mb.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten- 
ham)  :  i  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educ^i- 
tion  whether,  in  view  of  the  action  of  the 
London  County  Council  with  respect  to 
increasing  the  rating  of  voluntary  schnol 
buildings,  the  Government  will  promute 
legislation  to  exempt  public  elementary 
schools  from  rating,  so  as  to  prevent  the 
extinction  of  many   voluntary  schools  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE:  U  the 
threatened  steps  to  increase  the  rating  of 
elementary  schools  ai'e  seriously  intended, 
n  large  number  of  voluntary  schools 
must  inevitably  be  closed,  and  in  order 
to  avert  such  a  disaster  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  demand  for  the  exemption 
of  all  public  elementary  schools  from 
rating  will,  in  the  general  interests  of 
the  ratepayers,  become  more  pressing, 
but  at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings  it 
would,  I  think,  be  premature  to  pledge 
the  Government  to  any  particular  course 
of  action. 

THE  MASTER  OF  THE  HAWKS. 
Mb.  SEYMOUR  KEAY   (Elgin  and 
Nairn)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 


the  Treasury  what  part  of  the  £965  paid 
yearly  to  the  Master  Surveyor  and 
Keeper  of  the  Hawks  was  originally  for 
salary,  and  what  part  was  for  the 
purchase  and  maintenance  of  hawks ; 
whether  he  has  observed  that  the  Act 
2  and  3  Will.  4,  c.  96,  Clause  9,  whereby 
the  pensions  to  the  Marquess  of  Down- 
shire  and  other  persons  were  first 
charged  on  the  Civil  List,  directs  the 
same  to  be  so  charged  "during  the 
pleasure  of  His  Majesty  "  ;  whether  he 
will  .state  if,  since  the  Treasury  proposed 
that  the  pay  of  £162  10s.  yearly  to  the 
warders  of  Hillsborough  Fort  shall 
continue  until  "  the  resignation  or  demise 
of  the  present  recipients  of  the  allow- 
ances," steps  have  been  taken  to  ascertaiTi 
who  the  recipients  are,  and  what  are 
their  res^iective  ages  and  consequent 
e.xpectntions  of  life,  so  as  to  determine 
wht'ther  the  allowances,  before  they 
lapse,  will  amount  in  the  aggregate  to  a 
large  or  only  to  a  small  sum,  in  order  to 
enable  the  House  to  "  pass  an  opinion  on 
each  agreement  to  commute,"  as  invited 
by  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  15th  July;  and  whether  the 
Tre.'vsury  has  any  reason  to  expect  that 
any  of  the  warders  will  tender  their 
''  resignation,"  and  so  terminate  their 
allowances  before  demise  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jacksos,  Leeds,  N.)  :  If  the 
lion.  Member  will  refer  to  the  reply 
which  I  gave  on  Tuesday  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Preston,  and  to 
the  appendix  of  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee,  he  will  find  all  the  informa- 
tion asked  for  in  his  first  and  second 
questions.  Payment  to  the  warders 
would  only  be  made  on  direct  proofs  of 
life  and  of  tenure  of  office. 

Mb.  HANBDRY:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  answer  part  of  my 
question  the  other  day,  namely,  whether 
alt  the  payments-  will  be  commuted  at 
the  same  riite  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Certainly,  Sir;  bnt 
I  think  I  did  answer  that  question  the 
other  day. 

SCHOOL  BOARD  OF  HULLAVINGTON. 
SIR.  CELANNING  (Northampton,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  School 
Board  of  Hullavington,  Wilts.,  in  adver- 
tising  for    a    certificated    master   from 
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MichaolmaB  next  for  the  mixed' School 
Board  of  Hullaviugton,  the  wife  or 
sister  of  such  master  to  take  infants  and 
needlework,  have  intimated  that — 

"The  present  te&cher  (miatreas}  takes  the 
church  services,  for  which  she  receives  separata 
romunoration." 

And— 

"That  il  the  master  had  a'daugbter  to  take 
pupil  teacher's  place  it  would  be  a  great  in- 
ducement to  his  appointment." 

And  that  candidates — 

"  Must  be  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  ;" 

whether,  haying  regard  to  the  Cowper 
Temple  Clause  and  other  provisions  of 
the  Education  Act  of  1870,  a  School 
Board  is  within  its  logal  riglit  in  insist- 
ing on  membership  of  any  particular 
Church  as  a  necessary  qualification  for 
teachei-a ;  and  whether  the  Education 
Department  will  take  steps  to  prevent 
the  imposition  of  such  religions  tests  ? 

Sib  W.  hart  DYKE:  I  have  no 
information  beyond  that  given  in  the 
question,  but  some  years  ago  the 
Department  took  a  legal  opinion  upon  a 
similar  point,  and  they  were  advised 
that  they  had  no  power  to  interfere  with 
such  an  advertisement. 

LABOUB  TRAFFIC  IN  THE  TACIFIC 
ISLANDS. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, Ac.)  :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  the  Im- 
perial Government  controls  the  labour 
traffic  in  the  isLinds  of  the  Pacific  for  the 
supply  of  the  Queensland  plantations, 
and  takes  measures  to  prevent  the 
forcible  abduction  of  natives  and  other 
abuses ;  whether  the  Naval  Officers, 
acting  with  the  Western  Pacific  High 
Commission,  have  orders  to  safeguard 
the  liberties  of  the.natives  ;  whether  any 
regulations  and  instructions  have  been 
issued  for  the  guidance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Officers  in  that  matter,  and  where  they 
are  to  be  found  ;  and  whether  it  is  true 
that  N.  MacNeil,  and  other  British  sub- 
jects, convicted  in  the  Qeeensland  Courts 
of  the  murder  of  natives  on  the  high 
seas,  in  the  year  I8S4,  and  whose  death 
sentences  wore  commuted  to  jxinal 
servitude  for  life,  have  since  received  a 
free  pardon,  and  are  now  at  large  ;  if  so, 
whether  the  pardon  was  given  by  the 
Government  of  Queensland,  with  the 
sanction  and  approval  of  the  Secretary 
Mr.  Clta/iming 


of  State,  or  solely  on  the  advice  of  the 
ColonialMinisters  ? 

Thjs  UNDER  secretary  or  STATE 
lOR  THK  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  do  Worms, 
Liverpool,  Ea,stToxteth) :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  refer  to  the  Pacific  Islanders'  Pro- 
tection Acts,  1872  and  1875,  I  think  he 
will  find  the  information  he  requires. 
Instructions  are,  from  time  to  time,  sent 
to  the  Naval  Officers,  but  these  have  not 
been  published.  Tho  prisoners  referred 
to  have  not  received  a  free  pardon,  but 
their  sentences  have  been  remitted,  and 
they  are  now  at  largo.  The  remission 
was  granted  by  the  Governor  of  the 
colony,  on  the  advice  of  hia  Ministers. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Did  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  sanction 
the  pnrdon  1 

Bakon  H.  de  WORMS:  I  should 
have  thought  the  hon.  Member  would 
have  known  that  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  had  no  power  to  interfere  in  the 
matter. 

SirG.  CAMPBELL:  As  this  was  a 
case  of  murder  on  the  high  seas  was  it 
not  dealt  with  by  the  Imperial  Court, 
and  not  by  the  local  Queensland  Court  ? 

Babox  H.  de  WORMS  :  No,  Sir. 

THE  NATIONAL  GALLERY. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  how 
the  account  stands  in  regard  to  the 
pictures  purchased  for  the  National 
Gallery,  a  few  years  ago,  under  the 
arrangement  by  which  the  excess  amount 
was  to  be  recouped  from  the  usual 
allowance  for  the  purchase  of  pictures, 
how  much  has  bpen  recouj)ed  in  this 
manner,  and  how  ^much  remains  unre- 
oouped  ? 

Mr.  GOSCUEN  :  Out  of  the  total 
grant  of  £87,600  for  the  Blenheim 
pictures,  £.'5.5,600  will  have  been  recouped 
under  the  arrangement  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member  by  the  end  of  the  i>re8ont 
year,  leaving  an  nnrecouped  balance  of 
£31,900. 

LONDON  WATER  SUPPLY. 
Mr.  TATTON  EGERTON  (Cheshire, 
Knntaford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
quality  of  the  water  supplied  by  the 
Grand  Junction  Water  Company,  which 
contained  on  24th  July  33  percent,  more 
organic  ammonia  than  the  sample  taken 
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on  23rd  July,  1889,  and  nearly  double 
tho  nmouut  of  that  contained  in  tlie 
Chelsea  Water  Company's  water,  namely, 
16-4,  as  against  9'2,  i>er  100  mil. ;  also 
the  solids,  on  heating,  showed  a  marked 
blackening,  and  tho  colour  was  of  a 
marked  yellow  colour  ;  whether  this  all 
indicates  bad  filtration  ;  and  what  penalty 
attaches  to  suiiplying  water  of  such  an 
inferior  character? 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie. 
Tower  Hiunlets,  St  George's)  :  My 
attention  had  not  been  called  to  the 
quality  of  the  water  of  the  Grand  Junc- 
tion Water  Company  on  tho  date  referred 
to,  until  my  hon.  Friend  gave  notice  of 
his  question.  I  do  not  know  where  my 
hon.  Friend  gets  his  figures  from.  I 
may,  however,  say  that,  so  far  as  regards 
the  water  supplied  by  this  company  in 
the  earlier  part  of  tho  present  numth, 
the  Report  of  Dr.  Frauldand,  by  wliom 
analyses  of  the  water  of  the  London 
Water  Companies  are  made  on  lx;half  of 
my  Department,  was  t<i  the  effect  that 
the  improved  quality  which  tho  Thames- 
derived  waters  have  of  late  cxhibitiil 
had  been  maintained.  With  regard  to 
the  supply  on  the  date  referred  to,  the 
result  of  the  inquiries  which  I  have 
caused  to  be  made  is,  that  I  find  that  on 
July  24,  and  for  some  days  before  and 
aftor  that  date,  the  Thames  was  swollen 
with  rain,  and  the  water  was  turbid  and 
highly  tinted  with  colouring  matter,  no 
doubt  mainly  derived  from  tho  abundant 
vegetation,  cut  grass,  A-c.,  spread  about 
in  tho  Thames  Valley.  At  the  same 
time,  there  can  be  no  question  that  tlie 
want  of  adequate  filtration  arrangements 
prevented  the  company  from  effectually 
coping  with  the  diflSculties  referred  to. 
The  attention  of  the  Directors  has  been 
repeatedly  called  in  the  Rejx)rt«  of  the 
Water  Examiner  of  the  Metropolis  to  the 
necessity  for  increased  filters,  and  I  am 
glad  t<5  learn  that,  in  view  of  the  evidence 
which  has  been  afforded  of  the  need  for 
a  larger  filtering  area,  in  order  to  deal 

with  exceptional  conditions  of  the  river, 
tho  comjiany  have  intimated  that  the 
construction  of  additional  filters  will  be 
undertaken  without  delay.  Dr.  Tidy, 
by  wliom  the  waters  of  the  company  are 
analysed,  states  that  no  such  thing  as 
organic  ammonia  exists  in  the  water,  but 
is  manufactured  during  the  process  of 
analysis.     Tho  special  material  to  which 


the  colouring  matter  of  tho  water  is  due, 
yields  large  quantities  of  the  so-called 
orgiinic  ammonia,  the  quantitative  esti- 
mation of  which  is  no  reliable  test  what- 
ever of  pollution.  In  justice  to  the 
Water  Company  1  think  it  right  to  state 
that  I  am  informed  by  the  Water  Ex- 
amuier  that  the  filters,  as  now  existing, 
are  capable  of  deahng  satisfjictorily  with 
the  water  when  the  river  is  in  a  normal 
eondition,audthe  Directors  appear  to  have 
lieen  erroneously  impressed  by  thefactthat 
during  the  past  18  months  the  company's 
water  showed  on  several  occasions,  in  Dr. 
Frankland's  tables  of  the  results  of  his 
chemical  analysis,  the  smallest  proportion 
of  organic  impurity  of  any  of  the  Thames- 
deriving  companies.  In  fact,  in  ite 
avonvge  proportion  of  organic  elements 
(luring  1889  the  company  appears  to 
stand,  with  the  Lambeth  Company,  second 
in  degree  of  purity  of  the  river-drawing 
comjjanies.  I  seo  no  ground  in  the  com- 
munications which  I  have  received  on  the 
subject  for  the  suggestion  that  the 
appearance  of  the  water,  or  the  results 
of  the  analysis,  show  sewage  contamina- 
tion. 

Mr.  T.  EGERTON  :  la  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  able  to  say  whether  the 
water  of  the  Gnind  Junction  Company 
did  not  contain  much  higher  percentage 
of  organic  ammonia  than  the  water  from 
the  Chelsea  Company  ? 

•Me,  RITCHIE:  There  is  no  doubt 
that  the  filtering  power  of  tho  Grand 
Junction  Company,  as  compared  with 
that  of  the  Chelsea  Company,  is  de- 
ficient. Assuming  that  what  my  hon. 
Friend  says  is  coiTect,  although  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  that,  it  is  undoubtedly 
due  to  that  fact. 

Mr.  T.  EGERTON :  My  authority  is 
the  public  analyst  of  the  Vestry  of  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  who  is  also 
analyst  for  Kensington. 

ADMIRALTY— UNIFORM  COMMITTEE. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  Uniform  Committee  has  finished  its 
sittings ;  whether  it  has  presented  a 
Report ;  and  whether  it  is  intended  to 
supplement  the  inquiries  of  the  Com- 
mittee by  sending  round  to  all  ships  in 
commission  an  outline  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee  before  giving 
effect  to  them  1 
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LOED  G.  HAMILTON  :  1  understand 
that  the  Committee  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  qaestion  of  the  uniforms  of 
officers  of  the  Royal  Navy  have  practi- 
cally concluded  theu-  inqniTy,  but  they 
have  not  yet  presented  their  Report. 
Until  the  Report  has  been  considered  by 
the  Board  of  the  Admiralty  it  is  im- 
possible to  say  what  further  action,  if 
any,  will  be  found  desinvblf ;  but  no 
material  changes  in  the  eiisting  uniforms 
would  be  made  witliout  further  consul- 
tation with  the  Service  afloat. 

POST  OFFICE  HOLIDAYS. 

Earl  COMPTON  (York,  W.R.,  Barns- 
ley)  :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whetiier  sub-postmasters  are 
entitled  to  any  lioliday,  and  whether 
tliey  have  some  substitute  not  at  their 
own  cost  during  such  holiday ;  and 
whether,  in  the  case  of  large  sub-ofliccs 
where  thi'ee  clerks  are  employed,  these 
clerks  are  appointed  from  the  estiiblishud 
Service,  or  whether  thoy  must  be  pro- 
vided and  paid  for  by  the  subpost- 
mastera? 

Ms.  RAIKES:  (1)  Sub-postmasters  are 
not  required  to  give  their  whole  time  to 
the  Service,  and  are  not  entitled  to 
annual  leave  of  absence  at  the  cost  of 
the  Department.  (2)  The  Sul>po8^ 
maaturs  are  paid  in  accordance  with  the 
amount  of  business  transacted,  and  oat 
of  their  pay  they  have  to  provide  any 
assistance  which  they  may  need  in 
carrjring  on  the  duties. 

CHATHAM  CONVICT  PRISON. 
Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  what  recommendations  of 
the  Visitors  who  lield  the  recent  inquii-y 
at  Chatham  Convict  Prison  have  been 
adopted  ;  and  what  recommendations,  if 
any,  have  not  been  acted  ujxin  by  the 
Executive  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matihkws, 
Birmiughjtni,  E.) :  Some  of  the  recom- 
mendations  of  the  Committee  were 
already  the  practice  of  (he  prison.  The 
others  have  all  been  acted  upon  by  the 
Prison  Board,  exctjd  that  they  have  not 
tliought  it  necessary  to  issue  any  order 
with  resiK'Ct  to  the  recommendation  con- 
tained in  ]iaragniph  -15  of  tiie  Report,  us 
they  considered  the  c<jinplaint  us  to  the 
gates  outside   their   i^'llb  not  being  un- 


locked for  the  admission  of  breakfitst  and 
tea  to  be  of  a  trivial  nature. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Has  it  not  been  re- 
cC)mmended  that  Durban,  one  of  the 
persons  mentioned  in  the  Report,  should 
Ikj  reinstated  1 

Mb.  a.  O  CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
Was  not  this  man  Durban  degraded  and 
removed  from  his  jiosition  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  officials  of  the  prison  1 
Is  it  tlie  case  that  he  is  now  employed  in 
compounding  medicines,  and,  among 
others,  for  the  prisoner  Daly  ? 

Mb.  MAriHEWS:  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  those  questions. 

THK  ANULO-OERMAN  AGREEMENT. 
Mb.  CHANNLNG  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Hon. 
Cecil  Rhodes,  the  new  Premier  nf  tho 
Cape  Colony,  has  given  notice  of  a  Motion 
in  the  House  of  Assembly,  that  that 
House  regretted  that  the  Capo  Govern- 
ment had  not  been  consulted  with 
regard  to  the  Anglo-German  Agreement, 
ns  far  as  it  concerned  the  territory  south 
of  the  Zambesi,  and  that  the  Cajje  Colony 
ought  to  have  a  voice  in  any  subsequent 
agreement  regarding  such  territory ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  no  intimation  was 
given  to  the  Cape  Government  until  the 
terms  of  the  Concession  to  Gemuny  of 
the  territory  stretching  to  the  Upper 
Zambesi  were  settled  ;  and  whether,  in 
any  future  negotiations  involving  cessions 
of  territory  or  "spheres  of  influence," 
which  affect  the  interests  of  British 
Colonies,  a  proper  upportnnity  will  be 
given  to  the  authorities  of  such  colonies 
to  lay  their  views  before  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  time  for  them  to  be 
fairly  considered,  before  such  negotiations 
are  completed  ? 

Mr.  SUMMERS  :  I  beg  also  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  now 
in  a  position  to  state  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  communications  that  passed  be- 
tween the  Home  Government  and  the 
Government  at  the  Cape  with  reference 
to  the  matters  dealt  with  in  the  Anglo- 
German  Agi'eement,  and  more  particu- 
larly with  referoncu  to  those  portions  of 
the  Agreement  which  concerned  the 
territory  south  of  the  Zambesi  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  Her  Majesty's 
Uiiverumeut  have  seen  the  report  of 
Mr.    Rhodes's   notice   of  Motion  in  the 
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newspapers.  Communicatious  in  respect 
of  Walfisch  Bay  and  Damaraland  passed 
with  the  Cape  Ministers  before  the 
Anj^lo-German  Agreement  was  signed. 
The  High  Commissioner  also  made 
various  communications  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  relating  to  the  retention  (if 
Lake  Ngnmi  and  the  iieepingopen  of  the 
route  northwards.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment can  give  no  such  general  pledge  as 
the  hnn.  Member  for  East  Northampton 
projwses  in  the  third  piragraph  nf  his 
question  ;  but  it  may  be  assumed  that 
every  opportunity  which  is  possiMe  will 
he  given  to  the  colonies  directly  affected 
by  international  negotiations  to  lay  their 
views  before  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment} 

MAILS  TO  SHIPS  OF  WAll-H.M.S. 
TllRVSn. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Cantor- 
bury):  I  beg  toaskthe  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  awai-e  that  H.M.S.  Thnig/i 
left  England  on  1st  June  for  Gibraltar  and 
Las  Palmas,  instructions  being  left  that 
mails  for  the  vessel  should  be  sent  on 
without  delay  to  those  places,  and  that 
although  the  Tlinia/i  stayed  a  fortnight 
at  Gibraltar,  reaching  Las  Palmas  on  or 
about  30th  June,  up  to  Ist  July  last  the 
only  mails  addressed  to  the  Thi-ush  thiit 
bad  been  delivered  wei-e  those  of  the 
6th  and  7th  of  June ;  can  he  explain 
why  the  mail  steamer  reacliing  Las 
Palmas  on  Ist  July  brought  no  mails  for 
the  Thrush  ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
measures  to  insure  the  punctual  despatch 
of  mails  to  Her  Majesty's  ships  of  war, 
according  to  the  instructions  given  ? 

Me.  RAIKES  :  Correspondence  is 
despatched  hence  to  Her  Majesty's  ships 
with  the  utmost  regularity  in  accordance 
with  addresses  furnished  by  the  Admi- 
ralty to  the  Post  Office,  and  no  fresh 
measures  are  required.  1  find  that  the 
Thruxh  left  on  the  Ist  of  June  ;  that  the 
addrebs  furnisliod  for  her  mails  up  to  the 
17th  was  Gibraltar,  and  after  the  17th 
Bermuda;  and  (hat  the  mails  were 
punctually  deai>atched  to  those  addresses, 
i'he  steamer  referred  t<i  liy  tho  hon. 
Member  as  reaching  Lsis  Palmas  without 
mails  for  the  Thr^iah  would  seem  to  have 
been  that  despatched  from  Liver|)0(il 
on  thi-  21st  of  June,  when  the  mails 
were  already  being  sent  to  Bermuda. 


PURCHASE  OK  THE  SUBMARINE 
CABLES. 

Mk.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  he 
is  now  in  a  position  to  inform  the  Honse 
if  the  purchase  of  tho  submarine  cables 
by  the  English  and  French  Governments 
has  proved  a  financial  success ;  and 
whether  he  can  state  the  share  of  profits 
realised  by  the  two  Governments  respec- 
tively, and  give  any  statistics  showing 
the  increased  number  of  words  and 
messiiges  forwarded  overstated  previous 
annual  }>eriods  'I 

Mk.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  I  have  to  state  that  a  substantial 
profit  will,  no  doubt,  result  from  the 
purchase  of  the  submarine  cables  between 
tin's  country  and  the  Continent ;  but  it 
would  be  premature  at  present  to 
estimate  the  amount  of  that  profit  in 
view  of  tho  condition  of  the  cables.  As 
the  Housi-  is  aware,  some  of  these 
cablus  are  very  old,  and  it  is  possible 
that,  before  long,  a  considerable  expen- 
diture may  have  to  be  incurred  in 
renewals.  Not  only  so,  but  the 
necessity  for  additional  plant  has  arisen, 
and  a  largo  sum  will  be  spent  in  the 
course  of  the  current  financial  year  on  a 
new  avble  and  land  line.  The  number 
of  words  in  Anglo-French  tolegnuns  has 
risen  from  13,376,333  in  the  year  to  the 
3l8t  March,  1889,  to  15,495,791  in  the 
year  to  the  3l8t  March  last.  Other 
telegrams  have  passed  over  the  Anglo- 
Fi-eiich  cables,  but  I  am  not  able  to  give 
sepokrate  particulars  with  regard  to 
them, 

Mk.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  Arising 
out  of  that  question,  I  lieg  to  ask  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is 
aworo  that  the  French  Assembly  has 
been  asked  for  a  V(jte  for  an  additional 
en  bio  to  England,  also  whether  this 
House  will  be  asked  for  a  Vote  for  a  new 
cable  to  France  ? 

Ma,  RAIKES ;  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  what  has  {mssed  iu  the  French  Cham- 
ber. It  is  possible  that  it  niaj'  be  neces- 
sary thi-re  to  ask  for  a  Vote  for  a  cable 
between  France  and  England,  but  it  is 
iii>t  neci'ssary  to  ask  Parliament  for  the 
moni-y  for  a  cable  to  F'rance. 

nPPEH   MACEDONIA. 

Mk.  LEVESON-OOWER  (Stoke-upon- 
Trent)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the   Under  Secte.- 
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tary  of  State  for  Foreign  AJEairs  whether 
he  can  give  the  House  any  information 
as  to  the  condition  of  Upjjcr  Macedonia,  as 
described  from  personal  experience  by 
the  special  correspondent  to  tlie  Daily 
News  in  the  iflsue  of  the  29th  instant ; 
■whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  any  reports  throwing  hght 
npcm  the  brutal  murders  alleged  to  have 
been  committed  by  Arnauts  ujwn 
Christians  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Pristina  and  Priarend  ;  and  whetlier,  in 
the  event  of  the  Porto  being  unable  or 
■unwilling  to  protect  the  lives  and  pro- 
perty of  its  Christian  subjects  in  that 
Province,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  think  it  advisable  to  confer  with 
the  other  Powers  aa  to  the  best  means 
of  restraining  the  excesses  of  the 
Amauts? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Feeodsson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  I  am 
unable  to  add  anything  to  the  reply 
given  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
on  the  22nd  instant,  as  we  have  received 
no  subsequent  information.  No  infor- 
mation has  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  which  would,  in  their 
opinion,  justify  so  serious  a  step  aa  in- 
viting a  conference  of  the  Powers  on  the 
internal  affairs  of  Turkey. 

Sir.  G.  CAMPBELL:  Is  anything 
being  now  done  to  fulfil  the  provisions 
of  the  Treaty  of  Be^rlin  aa  to  giving 
Home  Rule  to  Macedonia  ? 

[No  reply  was  made.] 

THE  FLOATING   DEBT. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCODRT  (Derby) : 
I  bog  t<3  aak  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  what  is  tho  present  amount 
of  the  Floating  Debt ;  what  is  the  rate 
of  interest  at  which  the  last  issue  of 
Treasury  Bills  was  nuule  ;  and  whether 
he  proposes  to  take  any  measures  to 
reduce  the  amount  of  the  Floating  Debt, 
which  is  now  considei-ably  in  excess 
of  that  at  which  it  has  generally  stood  in 
recent  years  1 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  present  amount 
of  the  Floating  Debt  in  the  hands  of 
the  public  is  about  £23,000,000,  aa 
against  an  amount  of  a  little  under 
£14,000,000  in  1885-6.  The  present 
amount  of  Unfunded  Debt  held  by  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners  is  about 
£11,400,000,  as  against  an  amount  of 
about  £3,750,000  in  1885-6.  The  large 
J/r,  Zevetoii-G'ower 


increase  under  both  heads  is  almost 
wholly  due  to  conversion  and  redemp- 
tion operations,  and  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  amount  held  by  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners  can  be 
funded  at  any  time.  The  last  issue  of 
Treasury  Bills  was  made  at  about  3^ 
per  cent.,  but  it  would  not  be  fair  to  let 
the  rate  of  interest  at  any  particular 
moment  influence  the  judgment  much. 
The  average  rate  over  a  series  of  years 
for  three  months'  Treasury  Bills  has 
been  £2  68.  8d.,  and  for  six  months' 
Bills  £2  12s.  2d.,  clearly  a  very  rc- 
m^unerativo  rate  for  tlie  Exchequer. 
The  rate  of  interest  during  the  current 
financial  year  up  to  date,  taking  three 
and  six  months'  Bills  together,  works 
out  at  £2  lis.  5d.,  still  a  satisfactory 
result,  but  it  is  probable  that  the  aver- 
age ■will  be  higher  during  the  remainder 
of  tho  financial  year.  On  tho  wliole, 
tho  interest  of  the  Floating  Debt  over  a 
series  of  years  has  been  materially  in 
favour  of  the  State  as  compared  vrith  tho 
rate  of  Consols.  Still,  I  am  anxious 
gradually  to  reduce  the  amount  of  Un- 
funded Debt  in  the  hands  of  the  public, 
and  I  have  that  object  constantly  in 
view.  The  resources  of  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners  afford  me  the  means  of 
doing  so,  and  they  would  gradually 
absorb  the  excess.  Another  possible 
means  of  reducing  the  amount  in  the 
hands  of  the  public  would  be  the  issue  of 
Consols  on  a  large  scale,  the  proceeds  of 
which  would  be  ajiplied  to  paying  off 
Bills,  but  I  do  not  contemplate  such  a 
course.  It  would  disturb  the  money 
market  and  the  Consol  market,  and 
would,  under  present  circumstances, 
certainly  not  be  profitable  to  the  State. 
I  look  on  a  gradual  reduction  as  a  prefer- 
able policy.  I  hope  that,  if  the  right 
hon.  Member  will  only  give  me  time 
enough,  I  may  leave  a  reduced  amount 
of  Unfunded  Debt  to  whoever  may  be 
my  successor. 

BamSH  EKTERPRISE  IN  8ERVIA. 

Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.):  1  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  directed  to  a 
statement  in  the  Times  of  10th  July, 
that  an  important  concession  for  the 
siilting  and  curing  of  pork  lit  Nisli  has 
been  granted  to  a  British  subject  by  the 
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Servian  Government ;  whether  the 
Foreign  Officii  has  received  any  infonna 
tion  regarding  this  concession  ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Consuls  in  the 
Dauubiau  States  have  been  instructed  to 
report  fully  on  such  openings  for 
British  enterprise  7 

•SiE  J.  FERGUSSON:  An  exclusive 
concession  for  jiork-curing  has  been 
granted  to  a  British  subject  for  15  years, 
with  certain  requirements  as  to  his 
erection  of  a  factory  and  obligation  to 
slaughter  60,000  hogs  in  the  first  year, 
80,000  in  the  second,  and  100,000  in 
the  third,  with  many  contingent  privi- 
leges and  immunities.  Her  Majesty's 
diplomatic  and  consular  officers  all  over 
the  world  arc  iustructed  to  report  on 
enterprises  which  offer  openings  for 
British  capital,  and  notices  of  such 
Reports  are  frequently  published.  Tlit'se 
instructions  were  laid  teforc  Parliiuuent 
in  No.  16  Commercial,  1886. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  it  is  to  be 
clearly  understood  that  the  answer  he 
has  given  is  by  no  means  an  assurance 
or  intimation  of  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  that  this  particular  concern 
is  a  sound  commercial  investment? 

•^rc  J.  FERGUSSON:  No,  Sir;  I 
merely  stated  the  effect  of  the  Report 
made  to  the  Foreign  Office. 

CARNARVONSHIRE  QUARRIES. 

Mb.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
Ac.):  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  there  is  a  pro- 
bability of  the  negotiations  now  pending 
for  the  grant  of  a  lease  of  the  Gwylwyr 
Sett  Quarry,  Pistyll,  Carnarvonshire, 
being  brought  to  a  speedy  and  successful 
determination  1  I  wish  further  to  ask, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  vital 
importance  of  the  Gwylwyr  Sett  Quarry, 
Pistyll,  Carnarvonshire,  to  the  quarrying 
population  in  that  district,  he  will  take 
steps  to  ensure  that  no  lense  shall  be 
granted  of  that  quarry  which  does  not 
contain  a  proviso  for  its  being  worked  by 
an  edequnte  number  of  men  ;  and 
whether,  in  the  event  of  there  being 
more  than  one  a]iplication  for  such  a 
leivso,  he  will  advise  the  selection  of  the 
a|)plicant  who  has  the  greatest  interest 
in  and  is  the  most  likely  to  develop'  the 
quarry. 

VOL.  CCCXLVIl.    [thikd  sebies.] 


Mr.  JACKSON  :  There  is  a  pro- 
bability that  the  negotiations  will  be 
brought  to  a  speedy  and  successful 
determination.  It  is  usual  to  insert  in 
Crown  leases  of  quarries  a  convcnant 
requiring  the  employment  of  a  certain 
number  of  men,  and,  so  far  as  is  known 
at  present,  there  8een[iB  no  reason  for 
omitting  that  covenant  in  the  case  of 
the  Gwylwyr  Quarry. 

GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTS  Mssim. 

BRYANT  &  MAY. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield. 
Central)  :  I  beg  fo  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  if  he  has  received  any  com- 
munication from  Messrs.  Bryant  Jr  May, 
contradicting  the  official  statement  that, 
although  appealing  for  public  support  on 
the  ground  that  they,  were  lui'ge 
employers  of  British  labour,  they  had  a 
factory  in  Sweden  for  the  supply  of 
the  Enghsh  market  and  Her  Majesty's 
Service ;  and,  further,  if  it  is  true  that 
an  annual  contract  has  been  recttntly 
renewed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  a  middleman  for  the  supply  of 
Swedish  safety  matches  to  order,  and,  in 
such  case,  if  directions  can  be  issued  to 
the  public  Departments  that,  wherever 
practicable,  goods  made  by  British  or 
Irish  labour  are  to  be  ordered,  having 
regard  to  the  congested  state  of  British 
labour,  and  the  desirabilily  of  returning 
the  taxation  of  the  jieople,  so  far  as  cir- 
cumstances allow,  in  industrial  wages  ? 

•Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether  the  recent  statistics  pub- 
lished by  the  Labour  Bureau  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  do  not  show  that  the 
lalxtur  market  is  not  congested  ? 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  Before  my 
right  hon.  Friend  answers  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  let 
me  ask  him  if  the  RejKirts  of  the  Labour 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
not  refer  almost  exclusively  to  the 
state  of  the  skilled  labour  market,  on  the 
ovidenoeof  theTrades  Unions  who  consent 
to  report,  and  not  to  the  masses  of  un- 
skilled labour  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  afraid  that  it 
would beoutof  order  if  I  were  to  enter  into 
that  matter.  Since  1  answered  a  question 
on  the  same  subject  the  other  day,  J  have 
been  informed  by  Messrs.  Bryant  ik  May 
that  they  ceased  to  have  any  interest  in 
the  Swedish  factory  at  which  the  "Lion" 
•!   I) 
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matches  are  made,  in  1886,  and  that 
their  matches  are  made  only  at  their 
Fairfield  Works  at  Bow.  1  am  uuablu 
to  suggest  to  my  right  hoii.  Friend  thu 
First  Commissioner  of  Wnrks  a  course 
which  wonld  preclude  his  purchasing 
any  articles  necessary  for  the  Public 
iService,  even  though  such  articles  bo 
manufactured  abroad. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  Does  my 
right  bon.  Friend  mean  that,  although 
British  working  men  may  be  starving 
at  the  gates  ,of  Parliament  for  want  of 
employment,  public  money  may  be  fitl^- 
used  in  remunerating  foreign  labour  ? 
•Mb.  BRADLAUGH  ;  May  I  ask  tho 
President  of  the  Board  of  Tnide  whether 
the  periodical  Ritunis  of  the  Labour 
Department  do  not  contradict  tho  view 
that  there  is  a,  congested  state  of  the 
labour  market  1 

SiB  M.  mCKS  BEACH  :  I  must  ask 
for  notice. 

TUE  DUKE  OF  CAMBIUPGE  AND  IHE 
GRENADIEU  GUARDS. 
Capiain  VERNEY  (Bucks.  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge,  as  Colonel  of  the  Grena- 
dier Guards  on  full  pay,  is  in  any  degree 
responsible  for  the  discipline  and 
efficiency  of  that  regiment,  or  whether 
the  appointment  is  a  paid  sinecure  1 

♦Mk.  E.  stanhope  :  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  as  tho 
Colonel  of  the  Grenadier  Guards,  is  in 
the  same  position  as  all  other  honorary 
colonels,  and  is  in  no  way  responsible 
for  the  discipline  and  eflBcioncy  of  the 
regiment. 

TltAM  AND  RIVER  STEAMER  PARES. 
Mk.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  is  aware  that  some  Tram  and  River 
Steamer  Companies  in  the  metropolitan 
district  are  in  the  habit  of  charging 
double,  and,  in  some  instances,  quadruple, 
the  ordinary  fares  on  Bank  Holidays  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  thia  excess  charge  is 
legal? 
•The  president  of  thk  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  M.  UicKS  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  This  is  a  matter  with  which  I  liave 
no  power  to  deal ,  and,  on  the  question  of 
fact,  no  information  has  reached  me. 
I  cannot  undertake  to  express  any 
opinion  on  the  legal  piiint,  but  may 
Mr.  Jaekton 


observe  that  in  the  case  of  tramways  the 
fares  are  fixed  by  the  special  Acts  of 
Parliament. 

Mu.   A.   O'CONNOR:    Cannot  these 

companius   lie    compelled   to   fix    up    in 

legible  characters  outside  a  list  of  fares  f 

•Sir  M.   hicks    BEACH:    I   cannot 

answer  that  question  off-hand. 

SWAZILAND. 

Me.  BRADLADGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  is  aw.ire  that  a  Convention 
has  been  signed  with  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment, and  whether  that  Convention 
excludes  Her  Majesty's  Government 
from  the  pjiramount  position  in  Swazi- 
land omcf  ded  to  it  under  the  Convention 
of  1884 ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  acquiesced  in  the 
demand  of  the  Transvaal  State  for  ex- 
tension of  their  site  to  the  sea  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  aware  that  a  Con- 
vention has  been  signed  with  the  Trans- 
vaal about  Swaziland  ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  repeat  his  question  in  a  few 
days,  I  trust  that  I  may  be  in  a  position 
to  give  him  some  information  on  the 
subject.  Tlie  hon.  Member  will  see  that 
it  would  not  be  in  the  public  interest 
that  T  should  give  further  information 
until  negotiations  are  concluded. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  will  repeat  the 
question  on  Monday. 

SLAVERY  IN  ZANZIBAR. 

Sir  LEWIS  PELLY  (Hackney,  N.) 
I  beg  to  ask  tho  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  A5air8,  referring  to 
the  telegi'ams  from  Zanzibar  appearing 
in  the  Times  of  Satui-day  26th  July, 
which  state  that  the  Arabs  at  Zanzibar, 
under  the  influence  of  intriguing 
lulvisers,  are  becoming  much  alarmed 
na  to  the  effect  of  the  forthcoming 
British  Protectorate  on  their  slaves,  ia 
tliere  any  intention  that  the  private 
property  of  Arabs  in  domestic  slaves 
should  be  confiscated  on  tho  Sultanate 
passing  under  the  protection  of  this 
country  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  no  confirma- 
tion of  the  reported  agitation  among  the 
Arabs.  There  is  no  intention  of  con- 
fiscating domestic  slaves,  bat  every 
effort  will  be  made  to  insure  the  carrying 
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out    of    the    provisions  of   the   Act   of 
Brussels,  and  the  prevention  of  abuses. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  Are  we  to 
understand  that  when  a  country  is  put 
under  the  British  flag,  slavery  is  to  be 
retained  ? 

•StR  J.  FERGUSSON :  There  is  no 
idea  of  putting  the  dominions  of  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar  under  the  British 
flag. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
May  1  ask  whether  it  has  not  been 
stated  that  the  Protectorate  of  Zanzibar 
is  to  he  established  in  a  concrete  fashion  ; 
and,  if  so,  is  slavery  to  be  upheld  1 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  only  said  it  is 
not  intended  to  assume  the  Protec- 
torate in  so  complete,  not  concrete,  a 
fashion  as  to  exclude  the  commerce  of 
other  Powers.  I  think  it  will  be  found 
that  the  measures  to  be  taken  on  the 
coast  will  largely  result  in  the  sup- 
pression of  slavery. 

H.M.S.  BARB  AM. 

Me.  GOURLBY  (Sunderland) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether,  when  the  Jiar/umi  broke  down 
for  the  third  time  on  Thursday  last, 
the  engines  were  being  worked  at  the 
guaranteed  power  of  6,000  horses ;  if 
not,  at  what  rate ;  whether  the  main 
cause  of  this  vessel's  repeated  break- 
downs is  that  no  margin  is  left  for  the 
expansion  of  the  tubes  when  subject  to 
intense  heat,  the  result  being  that  the 
tubes  are  forced  through  the  plates  at 
the  fire-box,  and  thus  the  collapse  of  the 
boilers ;  and  what  steps  are  being 
adopted  to  make  the  vessel  seaworthy, 
and  also  to  prevent  similar  casualties 
occurring  with  the  sister  ship  JJdlona, 
now  in  couree  of  complftion  ? 

LordG.  HAMILTON  :  The  machinery 
of  the  Barfiam  was  not  being  worked  i  m 
Thursday,  the  24th  inst.,  at  the  power 
specified,  but  at  3,800  horses,  being  300 
above  the  guaranteed  natural  draught 
power.  The  boilers  of  this  ship  ore  of 
the  wet  bottom  locomotive  type,  and 
were  constructed  by  a  firm  having  grent 
experience  in  boilers  of  this  class  in  the 
usual  manner,  and  with  provisitm  for 
expansion  under  heat.  The  cause  of 
the  leakage  of  the  tubes  is  under  investi- 
gation, and  experiments  are  now  being 
made  as  to  the  steps  to  be  taken  to  over- 
come this  defect,  both  in  the  Bellona  as 
well  as  the  Bnrhnm. 


of  Zanzibar. 


1362 


TECHNICAL  INSTRUCTION. 
Mr.  summers  (Huddersfield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  if 
he  can  inform  the  House  to  what  extent 
tho  Teclinical  Instruction  Act  of  last 
year  has  been  put  into  operation  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  respectively,  and  to 
what  extent  "The  Technical  Schools 
(Scotland)  Act,  1887,"  has  been  availed 
of  in  Scotland  ? 

*SiR  W.  HART  DYKE  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation as  regards  Scotland,  but  if  tho 
hon.  Memlier  will  refer  to  pages  43  and 
44  of  the  recent  Report  of  the  Science 
and  Art  Department,  he  will  see  that 
very  gi-atifying  progress  is  being  made 
in  bringing  the  Act  of  last  Session  into 
active  operation. 

GERMAN    PROTECTOR.VTE    OF    ZAN- 
ZIBAR. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afftiirs  whether,  under  Article  I.  of  the 
General  Act  of  the  Conference  at  Berlin 
(1885),  the  Conference  Powers  agreed  to 
use  their  good  offices  with  the  Govern- 
ments established  on  the  African  shore 
of  the  Indian  Ocean,  for  tlie  purpose  of 
obtaining  their  aj)proval  to  the  establish- 
ment of  complete  Free  Trade  within  their 
respective  territories,  and,  in  any  case, 
of  securing  the  most  favourable  con- 
ditions to  the  transit  traffic  of  all  nations; 
and  whether  the  Conference  Powers  did 
use  their  good  offices  in  the  sense  indi- 
cated ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  results  1 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
itc.)  :  I  beg  also  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  that  part  of  the  Declaration  of 
the  West  African  Conference  embodied 
in  Aiticle  VIII.  of  the  Anglo-German 
Agreement,  and  whether,  therefore,  it 
will  be  beyond  the  rights  of  the  German 
Authorities  to  levy  duties  upon  British 
and  Indian  trade  in  the  German  Protec 
torate  of  Zanzibar,  biehiding  the  600 
miles  of  coast  territory,  of  which  Great 
Britain  has  engaged  to  facilitate  the 
absolute  cession  to  Germany  ;  and,  if  not, 
in  virtue  of  what  special  ari-angement 
lietween  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
Germany  will  the  German  Authorities 
be  entitled  to  levy  duties? 

•Sir   J     FERGUSSON  :    The   Act   of 
Berlin,  which    must   be    meant   by   the 
3  D  2 
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"  Declarutiou  of  the  West  African  Con- 
ference," stipalates  that  in  a  certain  de- 
fined zone  uo  Import  or  Transit  Duties 
shall  be  levied.  There  is  no  restriction 
SB  to  the  levying  of  Export  Duties 
except  a  provision  against  differential 
treatment.  The  prohibition  as  to  Import 
Daties  is  modified  by  tiie  Declaration 
appended  to  the  Act  of  Brussels,  which 
permits  their  being  levied  up  to  a 
maximum  of  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem 
except  in  the  case  of  spirits.  The 
territory  of  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar, 
though  within  the  zone,  was  not  to  be 
subjecto'd  t<i  the  trade  system  of  the 
Act,  except  with  His  Highncss's  ap 
proval,  which  has  not  Ixscn  given.  Duties 
on  British  and  Indian  trade  at  Zanzibar, 
Kith  on  the  m;iinlond  and  on  the  coast 
administered  bv  the  British  and  German 
Companies,  are  levied  in  accfjrdance  with 
the  Commercial  Treaty  of  1886,  which 
allows  a  maximum  of  5  per  cent,  on 
imports,  excepting  spirits,  on  which  the 
duty  is  25  percent.,  and  certain  specified 
duties  on  exports.  If  a  portion  of  the 
Zanzibar  coast  is  ceded  to  Germany, 
duties  on  British  and  Indian  goods  will 
continue  to  be  levied  under  the  Treaty, 
or  if  the  free  zone  system  is  applied 
under  that  system,  as  amended  by 
the  Brussels  Act.  Under  either  the 
trade  is  protected  from  any  differential 
treatment  or  excessive  burdens. 

Mb.  SUMMERS:  The  right  hon. 
Gkntleman  has  not  answered  the  second 
part  of  my  question. 

•SiK  J.  FERGUSSON :  No,  Sir  ;  the 
Powers  have  never  exercised  their  in- 
fluence in  the  sense  indicated. 

Me.  BUCHANAN:  What  are  the 
portions  of  the  German  sphere  of  in- 
fluence within  the  Umita  of  the  Free 
Ti"ade  zone,  to  which  the  provisions  of 
Article  VEII.  of  the  Anglo-German 
Agreement  are  to  apply  1 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

Ma.  A.  R.  SAWYER. 
Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
wh(>thor  it  is  true  that  Mr.  A.  R.  Sawyer, 
Assistant  Inspector  of  Mines  for  the 
district  of  Nortli  Stnifordshire,  hiis 
resigned,  or  offered  to  resign,  his  appoiut- 
mfint  ;  if  so,  whether  such  resignation 
has  been  accepted  by  tlie  Government ; 
Sir  J.  Feryiu»<yn 


and  whether  he  will  stuto  the  alleged 
grounds  for  such  resignation  ? 

Mr.  ilATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  Mr. 
Sawyer  resigned  in  February  last.  The 
ground  of  liis  resignation  was  that  he 
was  suffering  from  an  affliction  of  tho 
eyes,  which  was  aggravated  by  his 
occuj>ation  as  an  Inspector  of  Mines.  He 
retired  on  medicul  certificate,  and  re- 
ceived a  pension  from  the  Treasury. 

THE  LIVERPOOL  TELEGRAPHISTS. 

Mr.  LABOUCUERE  :  I  beg  to  aak 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  the 
Chief  Superintendent  at  the  telegraph 
bniuch  of  the  Liverjxwl  Post  Office  has 
refused  to  allow  a  Petition  from  tho 
Liverpool  telegraphist*,  praying  for  the 
reinstatement  of  the  exiled  Cardiff  tele- 
graphists, to  lie  for  signature  within  the 
official  premises  under  his  control ;  and 
whether  this  is  contrary  to  usage  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  No,  Sir ;  I  have  received 
no  information  on  the  subject  referrtd 
to  in  the  question,  but  I  will  make 
inquiry. 

THE  SCOTCH  MAILS. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  tho  Postmaster  General 
whether  arrangements  have  yet  been 
completed  to  accelerate  tho  mails  between 
London  and  the  North- East  of  Scotland  7 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  am  happy  to  inform 
tho  hon.  Member  that  arrangements  have 
been  made  for  accelerating  the  night 
mail  service  between  London  and  Aber- 
deen on  and  from  tho  night  of  the  4th 
proximo.  The  moil  will  reach  Aberdeen 
nearly  an  hour  earlier,  and  the  return 
mail  to  London  will  leave  Aberdeen 
nearly  an  hour  later. 

PAKLIAMENTAttT  ELECTIONS 
Mr.  HOWELL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  inasmuch 
as  tlie  laws  relating  to  Parliamentary 
t'lfctions  fill  a  very  considerable  space  in 
the  Statutes  of  the  realm,  and  that  the 
total  number  of  Acta,  and  portions  of 
Acts,  now  in  force  relating  to  such 
elections,  qualification,  disqualification, 
(fee,  of  Members  of  this  House,  the 
qualification,  registration,  and  mode  of 
voting  of  oloctoi's,  and  other  uuitters,  ox- 
tends  to  something  like  ISO  Acts,  the 
Government  will,  during  the  Recess, 
consider  the  propriety  of  preparing  a 
measure  for  cousoUdating,  amending,  and 
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Bimplifying  the  law  relating  to  Parlia- 
mentary elections,  and  matters  connected 
therewith  1 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West 
minster)  :  The  subject  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  calls  the  attention  of  the 
Government  will  receive  very  careful 
consideration. 

CARDINAL  MANNING. 
Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  advisL'd  or  mean  to  advise  Her 
Majesty  in  the  issue  of  Royal  Com- 
missions or  similar  documents  to  give 
precedence  by  courtesy  next  after  the 
Royal  Family  to  Cardinal  Manning 
or  any  other  priest  of  any  of  the 
unestablished  religious  sects  in  this 
country  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  that 
act  of  courtesy  is  one  dependent  on 
age,  or  any  considerations  other  than  the 
claims  of  the  Religious  Body  to  which  he 
belongs  ? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  compe- 
tent to  express  any  opinion  on  such  a 
difficult  quesliun  as  precedence.  Such 
matters  are  regulated  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  we  have  no  intention  of  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  on  the  subject. 

8ia  LINTORN  SIHMONS'S  MISSION. 
Mk.  SUMMERS:  1  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  His 
Holine.s8  the  Pope,  in  the  farewell 
audience  granted  to  Sir  Lin  torn  Simmons 
on  the  a&irs  of  Malta,  said  that — 

"  Negotiutions  conducted  in  this  way  be- 
tween the  Holy  See  and  Her  Majesty's  Oovom- 
niuut  would  be  beneficial  us  regarda  the  people 
of  Malta,  but  might  ulso  be  usefully  extended 
to  other  parts  of  the  Empire  where  Catholic 
interests  were  ol  groat  importance  ;  " 

and  whether,  in  accordance  with  tlie 
suggestion  of  His  Holiness,  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  send 
special  Missions  to  the  Vatican  to  discuss 
questions  of  administration  and  legisla- 
tion affecting  Catholics  in  other  purti<jns 
of  the  British  Empire  besides  Malta? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  This  is  a  Depart- 
mental question,  and  had  better  be 
answered  by  the  Undersecretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  In  the  case  of  purely 
Departmental  questions  (of  which  there 
are  several  on  the  Paper  addressed  to  me)  ^ 
it  would  be  better  that   they  ihould  be  | 


addressed  to  the  jierson  responsible,  who 
would  be  able  to  give  information  which 
I  cannot  give  myself. 

•SiB  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  passage  is 
correctly  quoted  from  Sir  Lintorn 
Simmons's  Despatch  of  April  7,  reporting 
his  final  audience  to  the  Pope,  which 
was  presented  to  the  House  in  Miscel- 
laneous No.  1.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment do  not  at  present  contemplate 
Bending  any  further  Mission  to  the 
Vatican. 

JKW8  IN  RUSSIA. 
Mb.  FORREST  FULTON  (West  Ham, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AfEairs  whether  it  ia 
true,  as  stated  by  the  correspondent  of  the 
Times,  of  30th  July,  that  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment have  ordered  the  enforcement 
of  supposed  obsolete  laws,  which  would 
comj)el  all  Jews  in  Russia  now  engaged 
in  agriculture  to  abandon  their  occupa- 
tions and  migrate  into  the  towns ;  to 
force  all  Jews  living  throughout  Russia 
to  migrate  into  16  specified  countries ;  to 
deny  them  any  educational  advantages  ; 
and  to  prevent  their  following  the  Uteral 
professions,  such  as  the  law  and  medi- 
cine ;  and  whether,  if  this  report  be  true, 
the  Government  will  take  steps,  either 
alone  or  in  conjunction  with  the  other 
great  Powers,  to  protest  against  such  an 
exercise  of  arbitrary  power  upon  the  un- 
offending members  of  an  important 
nationality,  many  of  whom  are  domiciled 
in  the  British  dominions! 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  According  to 
iiiforrnution  supplied  by  Her  Majesty's 
Chanje  d' Affaires  in  St.  Petersburg  last 
month,  no  measure  depriving  the  Jews 
of  such  privileges  as  they  now  enjoy  in 
the  Russian  Empire  was  intended. 

THE  ANGLO-FRENCH  AGREEMENT. 
Mk.  SUJLMERS  :  I  beg  tc.  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether,  in  the  proposed  Anglo- 
French  Agreement,  the  Government  will 
take  care  that  in  any  enlargement  of  the 
sphere  of  influence  of  France  in  North 
Africa,  com[)lete  freedom  of  trade  shall 
be  secured  ? 

•SiB  J.  FERGUSSON  :  It  is  impossible 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  pledge 
itself  in  advance  to  make  any  particular 
stipulations,  but  it  is  manifestly  their 
duty  and  intention  t>i  consult  British 
interests  to  the  utmost  possible  extent 


1367 


The  Cork 


{COMMONS} 


Teltffraph  Offire.         1368 


in  any  negotiations  with  foreigfn  Powers. 
To  require  the  alwlitiou  of  all  Customs 
Duties  in  territory  on  the  southern 
frontier  of  Algeria  would  be  to  require 
the  same  abolition  in  Algeria  itself,  as 
an  internal  Custom  House  is  evidently 
very  difficult. 

AGREEMENTS   WITH   FOREIGN 
POWER.S. 
Me.   summers  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  is  aware  that  Article 
Vin.  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris  stipulates 
that 

"  If  there  should  aiise  between  the  Sublime 
Porte  and  oue  or  more  of  the  other  Signing 
Powers  any  misunderstanding  which  might 
endantrer  the  muiatenance  of  their  relations, 
the  Sublime  Porte,  and  each  of  such  Powers, 
before  having  recourse  to  the  use  of  forci;, 
ahull  ri fiord  the  other  contracting  parlies  the 
opportunity  of  preventing  such  an  extremity 
by  means  of  their  mediation  ;  " 

and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
will  (Consider  the  advisiibility  of  acting 
in  conformity  with  this  precedent,  and 
of  inserting  arbitrntion  clauses  in  agree- 
ments whicli  they  may  hereafter  make 
with  Foreign  Powers  ! 
•Sir  J.  FimGUSSON  :  As  the  House 
lias  been  already  informed.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  favourable  to  arbitra- 
tion where  the  cii-cumstonces  render 
that  course  expedient ;  but  they  cannot 
enter  into  any  such  general  engagement 
as  is  indicated. 

IRELAND— PETTY  SESSIONS  CLERK 
OF  KILflEA. 
Mr.  MA.C  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  bis  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  election  by 
the  Magistrates,  on  the  7th  of  July,  of 
Mr.  Hay,  as  Petty  Sessions  Clerk  of  the 
Kilna  district;  whether  the  Lite  Petty 
Sessions  Clerk  of  this  district  obtained 
his  appointment  on  the  condition  of 
residence  in  Kili-ea  ;  whether  Mr.  Hay, 
who  has  been  appointed  in  preference  to 
several  other  candidates,  fills  the  office 
of  Petty  Sessions  Clerk  in  Colerainc,  a 
town  18  miles  dist.int  fr(3m  Kilrea;  and 
whether  this  dual  position  is  compatible 
with  the  due  and  efficient  discliarge  of 
the  duties  of  either  post ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Hay  had  been  previously 
dismissed  from  this  clerkship  of  Tetty 
Sessions  in  ColeraiudN  in  consequence  of 
Sir  J.  Fargwuoii 


several  grave  irregularities  in  connec- 
tion with  that  office,  and  wob  only  re- 
instated to  the  ptist  after  two  elections 
by  the  Magistrates ;  and  what  action, 
having  r^ard  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  does  the  Government  propoae 
to  take  with  reference  to  the  ratification 
of  this  gentleman's  election  to  the  Petty 
Sessions  clerkship  at  Kilrea  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRCTART  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balpoue,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  Registrar  of  Petty  Sessions 
Clerks  reports  that  the  late  Clerk  of 
Petty  Sessions  of  Kilrea  obtained  his 
appointment  on  the  condition  of  resi- 
dence in  Kilrea.  He  held  that  clerk- 
ship alone,  and  in  such  cases  the  rule 
is  that  a  clerk  must  reside  in  his  district. 
Mr.  Hay,  the  present  clerk,  resides  at 
Coleraine.  He  is  permitted  to  do  so 
because  he  holds  the  clerkship  of 
Coleraine  as  well  us  that  of  Kilrea.  Care 
will  be  taken  that  he  makes  adequate 
attendances  at  Kilrea,  which  is  connected 
with  Coleraine  by  rail.  In  many 
instances  the  duties  of  two  or  more 
districts  are  satisfactorily  discharged  by 
one  clerk,  and  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  Mr.  Hay's  dual  position  is  com- 
patible. It  is  true  that  in  1867  Mr. 
Hay  was  dismissed  from  the  clerkship 
of  Coleniine,  for  irregularities  resulting 
from  intemperance.  He  was  re-elected 
at  one,  not  two,  elections,  in  November, 
1888.  The  Lord  Lieutenant,  after  long 
and  careful  consideration,  approved  of 
his  re-appointment,  all  claims  against 
Mr.  Hay  having  been  fully  discharged, 
and  it  being  shown  that  his  life  during 
the  21  years  between  dismissal  and 
re-election  had  been  steady  and  respect- 
able. His  conduct  since  re-appointment 
has  been  excellent,  and  His  Excellency 
dues  not  propose  to  interfere  with  his 
holding  the  clerkship  of  Kilrea. 

THE  CORK  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 
Me.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether,  when 
dealing  with  the  case  of  the  Cork 
telegraph  office,  under  his  new  scheme, 
inquiry  was  made  as  to  the  relative 
cost  of  living  and  house  rent  in  Cork 
and  Belfast  where  the  maximum  pay  for 
first-cla-ss  telegraphists  is  to  be  4s.  a 
week  ill  excess  of  that  at  Cork  ;  whether 
such  inquiry,  if  not  already  instituted, 
will  be  made  ;  whuther  the  classification 
and  average  amount  of  work  performed 
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by  first-claaa  telegraphists  in  Cork  and 
Belfast  are  equal,  and  the  strain  on 
individuals  identical  in  both  cases ; 
whether,  in  the  new  scheme,  many 
oflBces  tliat  perform  no  night  duty  and 
deal  with  no  heavy  Press  work  are  put 
on  an  equality  with  Cork  with  regard 
to  pay  though  the  latter,  as  regards  both 
these  harassing  duties,  is  in  the  same 
category  with  the  iirst-class  offices  in 
Ireland  and  England  that  are  favoured 
with  the  new  higher  maximum  salaries  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  these  circum- 
stances, the  claims  of  Cork,  to  be  placed 
in  an  ititerraediate  position  as  regards 
pay  between  these  two  classes  of  offices, 
as  Belfast  has  been,  will  be  considered, 
especially  if  the  contention  of  the  Cork 
staff  that  the  cost  of  living  and  house 
rent  in  Belfast  are  not  in  excess  of  those 
in  Cork  should  b?  found  to  bo  correct? 
Mr.  RAIKES;  The  points  referred 
to  have  been  considered,  but  the  hnn. 
Member  must  jiepoeive  that  the  position 
of  the  various  towns  and  offices  must 
be  regarded  from  a  somewhat  larger 
point  of  view,  and  I  am  satisfied  that, 
looking  at  the  conditions  of  Cork  as  a 
whole,  that  it  has  been  placed  in  its 
proper  category,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
right  fur  rao  to  alter  the  arrangement. 

THE  TRIAL  OF  OAPI'AIN  RYK. 

Mk.  FLYNN  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  whether  Mr. 
John  S.  Collins  was  one  of  the  jury  who 
tried  the  case  of  Captain  Richard  Tonsun 
Rye,  J.P.,  D.L.,  who  was  eh:u'ged  at  the 
present  Cork  Assizes  for  unlawfully 
firing  at  and  wounding  Jeremiah 
Corcoran  ;  is  he  aware  that  a  Mr.  John 
S.  Collins  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Curk 
Constitution,  the  local  Conservative 
pajier,  on  the  11th  April  last,  in  which 
he  condemned  the  Magistrates  at  Farran 
Petty  Sessions  for  having  sent  the  case 
forward  for  trial ;  and  is  this  Mr.  Collins 
the  same  person  as  the  Mr.  Collins  who 
served  on  the  jury ;  and,  if  so,  how  did 
it  happen  that  he  was  allowed  to  s' 
on  a  case  which  he  had  publicly  pre- 
judged ? 

The  attorney  GENEEIAL  ros 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  no  means  of  obtaining 
information  on  the  subject  of  this  question. 
If  it  be  true  that  Mr.  Collins  wrote  the 
letter  imputed  to  him,  lie  proved  himself 
to  be  eminently   open    to    reason,    for, 


having  heard  the  evidence,  he  concnrred 
in  a  verdict  of  guilty  against  Captain 
Rye. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  Is  this  man  the  Collins 
who  wrote  the  letter  ;  and,  if  so,  why 
did  not  the  Crown  Solicitor  instruct  him 
to  stand  by,  seeing  that  more  than  30 
challenges  were  made  by  the  Crown? 

•Mb.  MADDEN:  I  have  already  said 
that  I  have  been  unable  to  obtain  the 
information. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfiist,  W.) :  Was  it  not 
the  duty  of  the  Crown  Solicitor  to 
prevent  this  man  from  serving  on  the 
jury  ? 

•Mr.  madden  :  Certainly  it  was,  if 
the  facts  are  true,  but  the  fact  I  have 
been  unable  to  find  out  is  that  he  is  the 
man  who  wrote  the  letter.  Beyond  all 
doubt  if  he  had  expressed  an  opinion  one 
way  or  the  other  he  ought  not  to  have 
been  on  the  jury. 

Mb.  sexton  :  If  I  put  a  question  on 
Monday  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
have  sufficient  opportunity  to  enable  him 
to  ascertain  in  the  meantime  if  this  was 
the  same  person  1 

•Mb.  madden  :  I  have  no  means  of 
niicertaining. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL:  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  Captain  Rye  was  charged  with  firing 
at  and  unlawfully  wounding  Corcoran, 
and  that  he  was  only  tried  for  a  common 
assault  1 

[No  answer  was  returned.  | 

EAST  LANCASHIRE  REC4IMENT. 
Me.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  t  At  the 
request  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
I  bog  to  postpone  a  question  I  intended 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
report  in  the  Newry  Reporter  of  26th 
June,  1890,  of  an  action  for  trcBpass 
against  Captain  Irwin,  of  the  East 
Laucasliire  Regiment,  broiight  before 
the  County  Court  Judge  of  Down  at  the 
last  sitting  of  the  County  Court  at 
Newry,  from  which  it  appears  that,  on 
the  loth  July,  1889,  Captain  Irwin  and 
about  60  men  of  his  regiment  were  going 
through  a  "  night  attack,"  in  the  course 
of  which  a  number  of  his  men  trespassed 
on  the  lauds  of  Mr.  James  Goodman,  of 
Cloghmoi-e,  and  did  damage  to  his  crops  ; 
whether  he  has  observed  that  it  appeared 
in  evidence  that,  when  Mr.  Goodman 
protested   against  the    trespass    on   his 


wm 


1371 


Appeal  on 


{COMMONS}         Snmviary  Conviction.     1372 


crops,  one  of  the  soldiers  pointed  a 
revolver  at  him  and  threatened  to  shoot 
him ;  whether  Mr.  Goodman  offered  to 
leave  to  arbitration  the  amount  of  loss 
sustained  by  him ;  whether  Colonel 
Griffiths,  on  14th  August  last,  in  answer 
to  a  letter  of  Mr.  T.  J.  Marron,  Solicitor 
for  Mr.  Goodman,  referred  Mr.  Marroii 
to  Captain  Irwin  as  "  the  officer  who  waa 
in  sole  command,  and  who  was  solely 
responsible  for  any  occurrence  connected 
with  his  party  on  that  night ;"  whether, 
at  the  trial,  advantage  was  taken  of  the 
fact  that  the  trespassers  were  undertheim- 
modiate  command  of  the  colour-sergeant, 
and  that  the  projier  defendant  was  not 
before  the  Court :  and  whether  the  Judge 
is  correctly  reported  to  have  said  "  he 
believed  damage  had  been  done  by  the 
military,  but  ho  could  not  hold  Captain 
Irwin  liable,"  and  he  dismissed  the 
case ;"  and  whether  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  matter,  and 
see  that  fair  compensation  be  given 
to  Mr.  GJoodman  for  the  damage  done 
to  his  property  by  the  soldiers  on  that 
oocasion. 

THE  ROYAL  TRfSH  RIFLES. 

Mr.  LABOUGHERE  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  it  is  intended  tti  supply 
the  Royal  Irish  Rifles  with  the  new 
pattern  head-dress,  which  has  been 
served  to  the  Rifle  Brigade  and  to  tlie 
60th  Rifles,  in  ])laL'e  of  helmets  1 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  whole 
question  of  the  head-dress  for  Rifle 
Regiments  is  now  under  consideration. 

OUTRAGE  IN  TRALEE. 

CoixJKKt,  SAIJNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  :  1  bug  to  n.sk  the  Ciiief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  the  district 
of  Tralee,  County  Kerry,  four  stabs 
wore  inflicted  on  a  donkey  belonging  to 
Thomas  Grogan,  on  an  evicted  farm  ;  if 
so,  whether  any  one  haa  been  made 
amenable  for  the  outrage  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  it  is  the  caae 
that  in  the  district  of  Tralee  a  donkey 
which  was  grazing  on  an  evicted  farm 
waa  found  on  the  22nd  instant  to  be 
stabbed  in  four  places.  No  person 
appears  to  have  teen  so  far  made 
amenable  for  this  c'owardly  and  cruel 
outrttge. 

Mr.  IPCartan 


Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Keriy,  W.)  : 
Has  it  been  brought  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
punctures  were  such  as  might  have  been 
made  by  a  Constabulary  bayonet? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  Is  the  right 
linn.  Gentleman  aware  that  tho  owner 
of  a  racehorse  stabbed  his  own  animal 
and  then  obtained  100  guineas  from  the 
Grand  Jury? 

[No  answer  was  returned.] 

OHARGK  AOAINST  A  PETTY  SESSIONS 
CLERK, 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I  be^ 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Francis  C. 
Garvey,  of  Murrisk  Abbey,  Mayo,  Ire- 
land, who  wajs  appointetl  clerk  of  Petty 
Sessions  for  Louisburgli  district  by  the 
Justices  of  said  district,  and  also  recently 
appointed  Commissioner  for  taking 
affidavits  by  the  present  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  was  dismissed  his  ship  and 
the  Service,  he  being  then  an  officer  in 
the  Royal  Navy,  on  a  charge  of  larceny, 
and  was  sentenced  to  a  term  of  imfirison- 
ment ;  and  whether,  in  the  face  of  the 
above-mentioned  finding,  he  will  be  con- 
!  tinued  in  the  position  of  trust  and 
emolument  to  which  he  has  been  ap- 
pointed ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  defer  the  question  until 
some  day  next  week.  The  Registrar  of 
Petty  Sessions  clerks  is  making  in- 
quiries. 

Db.  TANNER  :  The  matter  is  one  of 
very  great  importance,  and  I  ask  that  an 
answer  shall  be  vouchsafed  at  the  earliest 
possible  opportunity.  I  will  put  the 
((uestion  down  again  for  Monday  and 
shall  expect  an  answer. 

APPEAL  ON  SUMMARY  CONVICTION. 
Mb.  SEXTON :  I  bog  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  considering  that  the 
Law  in  England  allows  every  person 
convicted  by  summary  jurisdiction,  and 
sentenced  to  imprisonment  without  the 
option  of  a  fine,  the  right  of  appeal  to  a 
superior  Court,  whilst  the  law  in  Ireland 
denies  such  appeal  except  when  the  term 
of  imprisonment  exceeds  one  month,  the 
Government  will  take  any  step  to  modify 
the  system  by  which  Magistrates  in  Ire- 
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land  are  able  to  refuse  to  increase 
sentences  of  one  montli  and  under,  and 
80  withhold  from  persons  summarily  con- 
victed in  Ireland  the  right  of  review  by 
a  superior  Court  enjoyed  in  every  case 
ns  u  matter  of  legal  right  in  England  ? 
I  wish  to  explain  that  .tho  question  has 
been  fundamentally  altered  since  I 
handed  it  in,  and  that  I  did  not  refer  to 
the  ordinary  Justices  at  all. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  can  only 
answer  the  question  as  it  appears  on  the 
Paper.  The  difference  between  tlie  two 
countries  depends  on  the  terms  of  the 
Petty  Sessions  Act,  1851,  which  govern 
all  summary  jurisdicticm.  It  is  impos- 
siblf  without  legislation  to  miidify  the 
system,  and  legislation,  even  if  desirable 
in  the  abstract,  is  obviously  impossible  in 
existing  circumstances. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intn>duce  a  non-contentions 
Bill  to  assimilate  the  law  of  the  two 
countries  ;  aiid,  if  not,  will  he  lay  on  the 
Table  .jf  the  House  a  declaration  that  it  is 
expedient  to  give  the  same  right  of  appeal 
to  prisoners  sentenced  in  Ireland  as  that 
which  is  now  enjoyed  by  prisoners  sen- 
tenced in  England  ?  The  right  Lon. 
Gentleman  must  remember  that  he 
promised  an  appeal  in  all  cases. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR;  I  deny  that, 
either  in  public  or  private.  I  ever  inti- 
mated any  intention  of  interfering  with 
the  Magistrates  in  the  exercise  of  their 
judicial  functions. 

Several  Irish  Mehber.s  :  You  did. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bring  in  a  Bill  to  assimilate 
the  law  of  Ireland  to  that  of  England  in 
respect  of  the  right  of  appeal  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  would  be 
obviously  absurd  t<}  undertake  to  intro- 
duce this  Session  a  Bill  to  make  so  im- 
))ortant  a  change  in  the  law. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  introduce  a  Bill  next  Ses- 
sion 1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  can  make  no 
promise  of  the  kind. 

THE  AHTILLKRY  RANGE  AT 
KOSSBEIOH 
Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  any  Memorial  has  reached 
his  Department  from  fishermen  of 
Crombane,  Killorglin,  County  Kerry, 
whose  industiy  has  been  affected  at  the 


most  favourable  fishing  season  by  the 
fact  that  the  confluence  of  the  three 
rivers  in  which  they  trawl  salmon  is  in 
the  line  of  fire  of  the  Artillery  range  at 
Rossbeigh ;  whether  the  names  of  such 
men,  who  have  (after  paying  for  their 
£.3  licences)  been  hampered  in  their 
industry,  have  been  forwarded  to  the 
\7ar  OtJice  ;  and  will  their  representation 
bo  favourably  considered  ? 
•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  Memorials  have 
been  received  from  seven  fishermen  of 
Rossbeigh  and  Crombane  asking  for  com- 
pensation tor  losses  in  s;ilmon  fishing 
consequent  on  Artillery  practice  at  Glen- 
beigh.  The  Chief  Crown  Solicitor  in 
Ireland  reports  that  on  completion  of  the 
Bye  Laws  for  the  Artillery  Range  nt 
Glenbeigh,  the  question  of  the  rights  of 
the  fishermen  will  have  to  be  considered  ; 
and  as  the  petitioners'  claims  to  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  in  the  pursuit  of 
their  industry  depend  upon  their  po.s- 
scEsion  of  such  rights,  the  matter  must 
Ije  left  in  the  Crown  Solicitor's  hands 
for  further  report.  The  Irish  Fishery 
Dopiirtmeut  have  also  offered  to  hold  a 
local  inquiry  into  the  case. 

Mk.  PERCY  M.\OAN.  J.P. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  now 
state  what  decision  the  Irish  Land  Com- 
mi.ssioners  have  come  to  with  regard  to 
the  explanation  given  by  Mr.  Percy 
Magan,  J. P.,  to  the  charge  of  having 
obtained  money  under  the  Arrears  Act 
by  false  representations ;  whether  he 
will  lay  the  explanation  before  the 
House ;  and,  whether,  the  Land  Com- 
mission showing  by  their  demand  for  an 
explanation  that  a  primd/nne  case  had 
been  maile  out,  he  still  declines  to  take 
any  steps  to  direct  the  atU>ntion  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  the  case,  with  the 
view  of  ba\-ing  Miigan  susjiended  frf>m 
the  discharge  of  magisterial  functid'S 
pending  a  full  inquiry. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  rejiort  that  they  have 
considered  the  charges  made  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  Mr.  Magan's  reply  thereto, 
and  that  they  intend  to  forward  a  Report 
in  the  matter  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
The  Executive  Government  now  await 
the  receipt  of  that  Report. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  As  a  primd  facie  case 
has     been     established,    will    not   the 
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Government   in  tUo  meuntime  suapend 
Mr.  Magan  1 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  have  not  yet  seen 
the  Report,  the  liou.  Member  will  see 
that  they  cannot  take  any  action  in  the 
mutter. 

LAND  COMMISSION— WICKLOW. 

Me.  hay  DEN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretiiry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  on 
the  County  Leitrim  estate  of  Mr. 
William  R.  La  Touche,  BcUevue,  Wick- 
low,  originating  notices  have  been  served 
aa  far  back  as  Oct<jber,  1887,  which  have 
not  yet  been  heard  by  the  Land  Sub- 
Commission  ;  whether  lie  is  aware  that 
it  is  j)ropo8ed  to  sell  the  estate  under  a 
mortgage  ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  under  such  circumstances  it  is 
very  undesirable  that  the  rent  should 
remain  undecided,  he  is  in  a  position  to 
state  the  date  for  the  next  sitting  of 
the  Sub-Commission  in  Carrick-on- 
Shannon. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  there  are  only 
five  cases  outstanding  on  tbe  estate  re- 
ferred to.  They  were  all  received  subse- 
quently to  October,  1887.  An  applica- 
tion has  been  made  to  the  Land  Commis- 
sion to  purchase  this  estate,  which  is  for 
sale  in  the  Land  Judge's  Court,  witli  a 
view  to  re-sale  of  the  same  to  the  tenants. 
Three  of  these  cases,  which  are  in  the 
Poor  Law  Union  of  Bnwnboy,  will 
probably  apj)ear  in  the  Ballyeonnell 
October  list.  No  arrangements  luivo  yet 
been  made  for  a  Sub-Commission  sitting 
for  the  Union  of  Carrick-on-Shannon. 

LAND  COMMISSION— DOWN  AND 
ANTRIM. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretiiry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
dissatisfaction  among  the  farmora  of  tiie 
Counties  of  Down  and  Antrim,  who  have 
npwai-ds  of  two  years  ago  served  notices 
to  luive  fair  rents  6xed,  and  who,  pend- 
ing the  hearing  of  their  applications,  are 
now  obliged  to  piy  the  old  rack  rents  ; 
whether  the  Sub-Commissioners  ap- 
jwint.'d  for  Down  and  Antrim  were  some 
time  ago  ttikcn  away  from  their  work 
thei-e,  and  sent  to  another  part  of 
Ireland ;  whether  anything  has  been 
J/r,  /Sexton 


since  done  in  these  counties  to  give  to 
the  tenant«  the  benefits  conferred  upon 
them  by  the  Land  Acts  ;  and,  whether, 
considering  the  inability  of  the  tenants 
to  pay  tlie  old  rents,  and  the  number  of 
ejectment  decrees  already  obtained 
against  them,  he  will  give  directions  tn 
have  the  Sub-Commissioners  sent  back 
to  these  counties  without  delay  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  all  applica- 
tions to  fix  fair  rents  in  tlie  Counties  of 
Down  and  Antrim  have  been  disposed 
of  up  to  the  end  of  the  year  1887.  In 
April  kst  the  Commissioners  found  it 
neces-sary  to  move  the  Sub-Commis- 
sion which  had  been  working  in  the 
counties  in  question  to  the  Counties  of 
Mayo  and  Sligo,  in  order  thut  the 
undisposed  of  cases  in  those  districta 
mi'^'ht  !»  brought  up  to  a  level  date. 
According  to  tlie  present  arrangements 
a  Sub-Commission  will  commence  th'" 
hearing  of  the  oases  from  the  Counties  of 
Down  and  Antrim  on  the  7th  of  Octob.'r 
next.  In  the  case  of  any  tenant  pro- 
ceeded against  for  the  old  rent,  it  is 
open  to  him  to  apply  to  the  Court  for  a 
stay  of  execution  or  other  order  as  to  the 
Court  may  seem  fit,  and  where  the 
tenant  j»y9  at  the  old  rate  he  is  entitled 
to  make  a  future  deduction  for  the 
difference  between  such  payment  and 
any  reduced  rate  at  which  the  judicial 
rent  may  be  fixed. 

CONVICT  PRISONERS  .vr  CHATHAM. 
Mb.  mac  NEILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Dejmrtment  whether  a  Member  of  this 
House  was  not  jtermittcd  to  have  an  in- 
terview with  James  Egan,  a  prisoner  in 
the  Convict  Prison  at  Chatham,  except 
in  the  presence  and  hearing  of  a  warder, 
although  such  interview  was  granted  at 
the  convict's  own  request,  whereas  ligents 
for  the  Tillies,  and  detectives  in  the 
service  of  the  Tiintt,  wore  permitted  to 
hold  interviews  with  convicts  both  in 
Chatham  Prison  and  other  prisons  in 
England,  such  interviews  being  unsoli- 
cited by  the  convicts,  and  hold  on  some 
occasions  in  the  presence,  bat  not  in  the 
hearing,  of  a  warder,  and  on  other  occa- 
sions out  of  the  presence  and  hearing  of 
a  warder;  and  on  what  ground  is  the 
distinction  of  treatment  uf  a  TimfS  agent 
and  detective  and  the  treatment  of  a 
Member  of  this  House  maintained  1 
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Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  also 
beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  reference  to  the  case  of  Egan, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  warder  in 
charge  of  the  prisoner  told  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Wexford,  during  his 
visit  to  Egan  on  Muudny  last,  that  "  he 
(the  warder)  had  received  spei-'ial  instruc- 
tions not  to  permit  the  slightest  reference 
to  the  treatment  of  the  jjrisoner,"  and 
by  whom  such  special  instructions  were 
given  ;  whether  Egan  solemnly  protested 
that  "  it  was  a  matter  of  life  and  death 
to  him "  to  be  allowed  to  refer  to  it ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  friends  of 
the  pri.soner  apprehend  the  most  grave 
circumstances  unless  he  allows  a  visit  by 
some  independent  person  in  whom  the 
prisoner  will  liave  confidence  ;  and 
whether,  considering  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances, lie  will  now  allow  such  a 
visit? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  mterview 
witli  James  Egan,  at  Ghathiuo,  alluded 
tu  in  the  question,  was  subject  to  the 
practice  which  governs  all  ordinary 
visits,  namely,  that  they  take  place  in 
the  presence  and  hearing  of  a  prison 
officer.  I  am  nut  aware  of  any  exception 
having  lieen  made  to  this  rule.  Visits 
by  solicitors  on  business  are  special  visits. 
They  are  allowed  to  take  place  before 
conviction  in  the  sight,  but  not  in  the 
hearing,  of  an  officer ;  and  in  local 
prisons  the  Commissioners  have,  in  their 
discretion,  allowed  similar  visits  after 
conviction.  The  visits  of  Mr.  Soames  to 
convicted  prisoners  at  Chatham  took 
place  in  the  sight  and  he:iring  of  the 
Deputy  Governor.  His  agents  saw  some 
prisoners  in  a  local  prison  in  the  sight, 
but  out  of  the  hearing,  of  the  prison 
officers.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  such 
visit  having  been  held  out  of  the  sight 
of  a  prison  officer.  I  have  more  than 
once  explained  in  this  House  that  a  dis- 
tinction is  made  by  the  Prison  Authorities 
batween  ordinary  visits  and  visits  by 
solicitors  on  business,  and  this  is  the  sole 
cause  of  the  difference  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Member.  No  special  instructions 
were,  so  far  as  I  know,  given  to  the 
warder  in  charge  of  the  prisoner  with 
reference  to  the  visit  of  the  lum.  Member 
for  South  Wexfui-d,  The  general  in- 
structions given  to  all  visitors  are  that 
reference  to  prison  treatment  is  not 
allowed.  Any  complaint  by  a  prisoner 
of     his     prison     treatment     should    be 
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addressed,  not  to  an  outside  visitor,  but 
to  the  Govemor,or  to  the  Prison  Directors, 
or  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  or  to  the 
Visitors  of  the  prison,  who  are  perfectly 
independent,  and  who,  a  short  time  ago, 
made  a  special  inquiry  covering  Egan's 
treatment.  I  have  requested  the  Visiting 
Director  to  make  immediate  inquiry  from 
Egan  personally  as  to  his  complaints. 

Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Wexford  (Mr.  J. 
Barry)  .sought  to  obtain  from  the 
prisoner  in  question  a  statement  as  to 
the  treatment  he  received,  but  that  the 
wanler  interrupted  him,  stating  that  he 
had  received  special  instructions  not  to 
permit  the  .slightest  reference  to  the 
matter ;  that  Egan  then  protested  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  life  and  death  to  him, 
and  seemed  greatly  distressed,  preFsing 
his  hand  to  his  head.  Tn  view  of  the 
jaeculiar  circumstances  of  this  case,  will 
tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  consent  to 
allow  some  pei-son  quite  independent  of 
the  prisoii,  not  necessarily  a  Member  of 
the  House,  but  someone  in  whose  dis- 
cretion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
would  have  confidence,  to  have  a  private 
interview  with  the  prisoner,  and  repre- 
sent to  the  right  hon.  Gentlerann  the 
result  of  the  interview,  so  that  the  im- 
pression which  exists  in  the  public  mind 
regarding  Egan's  treatment  may  be 
removed  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEW.S:  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  only  a  short 
while  ago  a  special  inquiry  was  made 
into  the  prison  treatment  at  Chatham, 
and  with  the  result  with  which  the  hon. 
Memberis,  nodoubt,  acquainted.  Inqniiy 
will,  however,  be  made  into  this  subject, 
and  if  I  find  there  is  any  difficulty  in 
gettiug  a  full  stutcraent  from  Egan  of 
his  complaint,  I  will  request  some  one  not 
connected  with  the  Service  to  hold  an 
inquiry.  But  I  must  point  out  that  it 
would  be  destructive  to  prison  discipline 
if  Members  of  Parliament  or  other 
persons  outside  were  to  make  a  claim  to 
investigate  these  cases. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  In  the  case  of 
prisoners  in  Scotland,  has  it  not  been 
decided  that  they  are  entitled  to  addi- 
tional letters  in  consequence  of  the 
difficulty  of  seeing  them. 

Mr.  MAITHEWS:  In  a  matter  of 
detail  of  that  kind  it  would  be  better  to 
put  a  question  on  the  Paper. 


m 


1379  Ex-Constahh  {COMMONS} 

Me.  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  may  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  have 
already  put  a  question  on  the  subject, 
and  that  he  promised  to  make  iuquiry. 
I  now  ask  him  what  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  is  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  do  not  remem- 
ber the  oircumstanoe.  If  the  hon. 
Member  desires  to  have  a  correct 
answer,  he  had  better  put  a  question  on 
the  Paper. 


Palmer. 
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8HELB0URNE  NATIONAL  SCHOOL, 
KENMARE. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Cliief  Secrt-tary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  wliotlier  the  attend- 
ance in  the  Shelboume  National  School, 
Keumare,  the  class  of  the  principal 
teacher,  and  the  condition  of  the  school, 
warrant  the  appointment  of  two  monitors ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Julia  O'SuUivan, 
sister  to  the  principal  teacher,  recently 
passed  successfully  the  required  exami- 
nation for  monitreas,  but  was  rejected 
merely  because,  owing  to  the  illness  of 
the  local  Registrar,  a  certificate  of  her  age 
was  not  forwarded  within  six  days ;  and 
what  has  been  the  average  daily  attend- 
ance for  past  year  and  for  past  quarter 
in  said  school,  and  what  is  its  present 
teaching  stafE? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  report 
that  the  appointment  of  two  monitors  is 
not  warranted.  The  condition  of  the  school 
haa  not  been  satisfactory.  Within  a 
period  of  little  over  three  years  the 
teacher  had  to  be  twice  reprimanded, 
once  cautioned,  and  once  admonished. 
Tlio  pri'vious  monitor,  moreover,  failed 
badly  in  his  fourth  year's  examination. 
The  application  was  refused  for  the  fore- 
going reason, and  because  no  recommenda- 
tion was  received  from  the  Inspector, 
who  stated  he  was  doubtful  as  to  the 
advisability  of  the  appointment,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  well  to  postiwne  the 
question  until  next  year  to  afford  Kme 
for  a  further  observation  of  the  working 
of  the  school.  The  last  recorded  annual 
average — that  for  the  year  1889 — wag 
7 1  '6  ;  tlie  average  for  last  quarter  was  86. 
The  staff  of  the  school  at  present  con- 
sists of  a  principal  and  an  assistant 
teacher. 


MAIL  SERVIUE.S  BETWEEN  LARNE 
AND  STRANRAER. 

Mb.  SEXTON ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  to  what  decision  lie 
has  come  with  respect  to  the  representa- 
tions and  suggestions  lately  mode  to  him 
for  iiccelemtion  of  the  mail  services  by 
the  Larne  and  Stranraer  route ;  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  letters 
were  received  only,  to-day,  too  late  for 
delivery  1 

Mb.  RAIKES:  I  have  received  no 
information  to  that  effect,  and  shall  be 
sorry  to  find  that  it  has  been  so.  In 
reply  to  the  question  on  the  Paper  I  have 
to  say  that  the  Railway  Companies  con- 
cerned have  not  yet  furnished  me  with 
a  statL'raent  showing  definitely  the  terms 
ou  which  they  would  be  prepared  to  pro- 
vide a  greatly  accelerated  service  vilL 
Stranraer  and  Larue.  I  am,  therefore, 
not  yet  in  a  position  to  come  to  any 
decision  in  the  matter;  but,  meanwhile, 
I  have  ordered  Returns  of  correspondence 
to  be  taken,  with  a  view  to  determine 
what  expenditure,  if  any,  might  pro- 
perly be  incurred  for  the  establishment 
of  the  service  desired. 

THE  NATIONAL  LIBRARY,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Treasury  whether  com- 
plaints have  reached  him  that  the  furni- 
ture supplied  to  the  National  Library  in 
Dublin  is  of  an  inferior  and  unsuitable 
class ;  and  whether  directions  will  be 
given  that  the  furniture  shall  be  in 
keeping  with  the  panelling,  doors,  and 
other  woodwork  fittings  of  the  interior? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  have  not  heard 
any  complaint  so  far,  but  I  will  com- 
municate the  question  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  the  Board  of  Words. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  trust  I  may  he 
allowed  to  express  a  hope  that  this 
imjwrtant  National  institution  will  not 
be  furnished  like  a  waiting-room  at  a 
railway  station. 

EX-CONSTABLE  PALMER. 
Da.  TANNER :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  it  is  true  that  ex-constable 
Palmer  was  interviewed  and  recognised 
by  the  detective  police  at  Queenstown 
on  the  steamship /4rt-oMa  when  escaping 
from  justice  ;  and  whether  any  attempt 
to  effect  his  extradition  will  be  made  by 
the  Dublin  Castle  Authorities? 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Constobu- 
lai'y  Authorities  report  that  they  have 
gj'ounds  for  believing  that  the  ex-con- 
stablo  when  on  board  the  eteamsliip  was 
spoken  to  by  the  detectives,  but  that  it  is 
not  true  that  they  recognised  him.  The 
man  gave  his  name  as  "  Joseph  Pears." 
The  police  did  not  observe  anything  to 
suggest  suspicion.  The  offence  is  not 
one  to  which  oxtnidition  appHi-s. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Did  not  a  man  see 
him  on  board  the  Arizona  who  had 
heen  in  the  Force  with  him  for  six 
months  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  That  is  a 
matter  of  fact  of  which  I  must  have 
notice. 

MICHAEL  MOIilSSEY. 

Mb.  CAREW  (Kildarc,  N.):  I  beg  to 
ask  tho  Chief  Secretory  to  the  Lord 
Lieutunant  of  Ireland  whether,  seeing 
that  Michael  Morissey  is  now  nearly  five 
montlis  in  prison  for  contempt  in  dis- 
obeying an  order  which  he  coiild  not 
legally  obey,  he  will  recommend  his 
immediate  release  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  1  have 
already  stated,  the  Government  have  no 
title  to  interfere  with  the  discretion  of  a 
Judge  iu  a  case  where  lie  has  made  a 
committal  for  contempt  of  Court. 

DERRY    PRISON. 

Dr.  FITZGERALD  (Longford,  S.)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  sanitary  condition  of  Deri-y 
Prison,  if  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the 
Report  of  Major  Beamish,  that  the  "  soil 
pipes  of  the  prison  are  deficient  of  di.s- 
conuecting  traps  and  air  inlets  "  at  the 
point  where  they  join  the  soil  drains  of 
the  prison  t 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  With  regard 
to  the  jjoint  in  Major  Bcamish's  Report 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  soil  pipes  in 
Derry  Prison,  the  General  Prisons  Board 
refer  to  their  statements  in  paragraphs  3 
and  4  of  jjngo  8  of  that  ReiJort.  Since 
that  Report  the  ventilating  pipe  re- 
commended iu  connection  with  the 
public  sewer  of  the  town  has  been 
erected  by  the  Corporation,  and  the  new 
medical  member  of  tlie  Board  has  also 
visited  the  pri.son,  and  is  clearly  in  lu-cmtl 
with  tlie  former  expressed  opinion  nf  tlit- 
Board  as  to  the  satisfactory  condition  of 
the  drainage  of  this  prison.     The  Board 


further  add  there  is  in  this  prison  a  system 
in  full  o{)eration  for  the  complete  and 
frequent  flushing  of  the  drains,  which  is 
found  to  be  most  effective. 

Dr.  FITZGERALD  :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  under- 
stand that  the  town  drainage  in  no  way 
afft'cta  these  tm[J8.  Will  he  make 
further  inquiry  ? 

Dk.  TANNER:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  the  question.  Yes 
or  no? 

T»K  HEVOLDTION  IN  ARGENTINA. 
Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) : 
H;i8  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Scnretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  any  in- 
formation to  give  with  regard  to  Buenos 
Ayres  ? 

•SikJ.  FERQUSSON:  This  telegram 
arrived  to-day,  dated  7  o'clock  last 
evening  : — "  Everything  settled  ;  town 
quiet ;  street  traffic  resumed." 

Mk.  SCHWANN  :  Is  there  any  in- 
formation from  San  Salvador  and 
Guatemala. 

♦SiB  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No,  Sir,  nothing 
yet, 

WARSHIPS  AND  DISABLED  FISHING 
BOATS. 

Me.  M.  CAMERON  (Wick,  ic.)  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  stranding  of  the  fishing  boat 
Missionary,  of  Stomoway,  in  Wick  Bay, 
and  to  the  ineffectual  efforts  made  by  the 
crew  of  another  boat,  named  Orient,  to 
get  her  afloat,  that  during  those  efforts 
the  gunboat  Jackal  lay  quietly  at  anchor, 
while  her  commander,  owing  to  the  want 
of  steam,  could  not  offer  any  effectual 
assistance  beyond  sending  a  small  boat  to 
the  stranded  craft ;  whether  it  is  not  tho 
duty  of  the  commander  of  the  Jackal  to 
have  sufficient  steam  continuously  in  his 
ship's  boilers  to  enable  him  at  any 
moment  to  weigh  anchor  and  render 
assistance  to  disabled  fishing  boats  ;  and 
whether  the  noble  Lord  is  prepared  to 
substitute  for  so  antiquated  a  vessel  as 
Uiu  Jackal  one  of  more  modern  con- 
strnution  ',' 

liOKU  G.  HAMILTON  :  It  is  an  error 
to  Kupixisu  that  it  is  tho  business  of  Her 
Majesty's  war-shi^w  to  keep  up  steam  for 
the  purpose  of  assisting  fishing  bouts  in 
distress.      Their  duty  consists  in  protect- 
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ing  fishermen,  or  in  seeing  that  foreign 
fishermen  do  not  intei-fere  with  them. 

Mb.  M.  CAMERON  :  Then  are  we  to 
onderstaad  that  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the 
officer  in  charge  of  a  vessel  appointed  to 
look  after  tin?  fisherit-s  to  render  »  boat 
assistance  when  it  is  in  difficulties  1 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  No  doubt 
nssistance  should  be  given  in  such  cases, 
but  that  is  not  the  object  with  which  a 
vessel  is  sent  on  duty. 

Mb.  M.  CAMERON :  I  shall  refer  to 
the  matter  on  the  Estimates. 

THE  IMPRISONED  GUARDS.MEN. 
Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Some  10  days 
ago  I  was  asked  a  question,  whicii  I  was 
not  then  able  to  answer,  with  respect  to 
tho  six  Guardsmen  recently  tried  by 
Court  Martial  and  sentenced  to  terms  of 
imprisonment.  I  hofie  the  House  will 
now  allrtw  me  to  answer  it.  In  the 
interests  of  the  men  themselves,  I  hopo 
that  no  attempt  will  bo  iniule,  either  in 
this  House  or  by  means  of  any  jmbiic 
meeting,  to  put  any  pressure  on  tho  War 
Office  in  this  matter,  bociiusc  it  will  be 
clear  tn  the  House  that  any  sympathy 
shown  or  suggested  with  a  gross  breach 
of  discipline  will  at  once  aggravate 
its  importance  and  its  danger.  I  think, 
however,  that  (here  will  be  a  general 
feeling  that  the  sentences  passed  uixin 
these  men  were  in  themselves  severe. 
The  time  has  not  yet  arrived  to  decide 
this  question,  but  I  have  requested  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  and  he  has  residily 
andertaken  to  examine  the  cases  of 
these  men,  including  their  subsequent 
behaviour  in  prison,  with  the  view  of 
considering  whether,  with  due  regfard  to 
the  requirements  of  military  discipline, 
any  remission  of  the  sentences  could  be 
granted. 

8m  a.  BRRINGTON-8  MISSION'  TO  THE 
VATICAN. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) :  I 
beg  til  iisk  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treivsury  a  question,  uf  which  I  have 
given  him  private  notice — whether 
there  are  any  Papers  in  tho  Foreign 
Office  relating  to  the  Mission  of  Sir  G. 
Errington  to  the  Vatican,  under  the 
auspices  of  tho  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  and,  if  there  are  any 
Pajers,  whether  they  will  be  laid  liefore 
Parliament  1 

Lord  G.  Uamilton 


•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  only 
vt;ceived  notice  of  the  question  after 
entering  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
will  therefore  see  that  it  was  not  possible 
for  me  to  communicate  with  the  Foreign 
Secretary  since  then.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  put  a  question  on  the  Paper 
for  Monday,  I  will  inquire  whether  there 
are  any  Papers  which  could  be  produced. 
Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
'Mid  Lothian) :  I  have  not  received  any 
notice  of  this  question,  and,  considering 
that  it  is  quite  rbvious  at  whom  the 
question  is  aimed,  I  think,  in  point  of 
decency  and  Parhamentary  usage,  the 
hon.  Member  might  perhaps  have  given 
me  notice  of  it.  There  has  never  been 
anything,  so  far  as  I  know,  in  the  nature 
of  a  mission  to  the  "Vatican  under  any 
Government  with  which  I  have  been 
connected,  or  any  either  Government, 
but  there  were,  and  have  been  at  various 
times,  undoubtedly,  communications 
held  so  far  back  as  tho  time  of  Lord 
I'almerston  and  in  the  Pontificate  of 
Gregory  XVI. — -communications  held  by 
Ix-Tsous  holding  some  office  in  Italy  for 
the  purpose  of  conducting  any  corres- 
pondence that  it  was  thought  fit  to 
establish.  There  are  many  cases  to  be 
made  known,  and  a  variety  of  them 
might,  I  should  suppose,  from  the  annals 
of  the  Foreign  Office,  be  specified,  and  an 
account  laid  before  this  House,  which  I 
think  would  not  be  an  undesirable  mode 
of  giving  information  to  the  country 
upon  a  question  of  great  interest.  Aa 
far  as  I  remember,  the  persons  who  were 
principally  concerned — at  all  events, 
some  of  the  persons  who  were  concerned 
— were  a  diplomatist  who  belonged  to 
the  family  of  the  Seymours  in  the  time 
of  Lord  Palmerston,  and  in  the  Pontifi- 
cate of  Gregory  XVI.,  after  that  the 
very  well-known  and  highly-esteemed 
diplomatist  Lord  Odo  Russell,  and  the 
last  of  these  wu8  the  case  of  Sir  G. 
Ernngton  in  the  Government  with 
which  I  was  connected.  He  bore  no 
diplijmatic  character  whatever,  but  he 
undoubt,-'dIy  conveyed  and  received  in- 
formation. As  far  as  I  am  aware,  the 
e^isential  distinction  between  those  cases 
and  the  case  uf  Sir  Lintorn  Simmons  was 
this — that  no  gentleman  who  carried  on 
these  correspondences  on  any  ocavsion 
liiwl  any  power  whatever  to  commit  Her 
Majesty's  Goverument  upon  any  subject, 
or  clftimed  any  power  to  receive  requests 
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ordemandsfromthe Vatican, and  toaccedo 
to  thoso  reqaests  and  demauds.  Bat  I 
am  quite  of  opinion  that,  as  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  is  going  to  inquire  into 
ihv  matter,  it  would  be  well  that  the 
inquiry  should  hardly  be  limited  within 
the  bounds  of  an  answer  to  question. 
The  subject  is  of  great  importance. 
Much  attijiition  has  justly  been  drawn  to 
it  in  consequence  fif  recent  circumstances, 
and  I  shtiuld  think  that  the  pref)aration 
of  a  careful  Memoi-andum  in  the  Foreign 
Office,  illustrated  by  all  documents 
which  are  available,  and  which  can  be 
properly  produced,  would  tend  to  put  the 
House  and  the  country  in  full  possession 
of  matters  of  which,  undoubtedly,  they  ai-e 
but  partially  informed,  and  which  are  of 
great  importance  to  the  country.  I  may 
state  this,  with  regard  to  the  Mission 
of  Sir  G.  Errington — which  I  should  not 
be  at  all  sorry  to  see  brought  under  dis- 
cussion in  this  House,  when  I  could 
express  my  sentiments  about  it — that,  as 
far  as  I  am  aware,  tlic  Mission  of  Sir  G. 
Errington,  was  really  not  so  much  a 
Mission  as  the  taking  advantage  of  Sir 
G.  Errington's  residence  in  Rome  to  cor- 
re8[x)nd  with  the  Foreign  Office  and  to 
make  known  his  views.  As  far  as  I 
know,  the  case  of  Sir  G.  Errington 
differed  from  all  cases  which  preceded  it 
in  this,  that  it  was  constantly  made  the 
subject  of  questions  and  explanations  in 
this  House,  and  to  the  best  of  my 
memory  in  all  the  previous  cases  hardly 
any  notice  was  given  to  the  matter. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  take  care 
to  communicate  to  my  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  Office 
the  suggestion  which  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  has  thrown  out — tliat  a 
careful  narrative  Report,  by  the  docu- 
ments which  may  be  in  existence, 
should  be  prepared  for  the  information 
of  the  H  mse.  The  suggestion  will  bo 
cai-efully  considered  by  the  Government. 
It  would  be  better  now  to  refrain  from 
any  ai-gument  or  any  statement  with 
regard  to  the  character  of  the  Repi-eseutn^ 
tive  of  this  country  at  the  Vatican,  either 
under  a  former  Goverment  or  this 
Government. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  repeat  the  question  on 
Monday. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADST0N"B  :  I  desire  to 
add  that  in  giving  an  answer  i^n  the 
moment  to  the  notice  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 


man behind  me,  I  must  not  be  taken  to 
have  purported  to  give  a  complete  or 
historical  narrative.  I  stated  all  that 
was  within  my  recuUeotion,  and  I  rather 
think  that  what  I  have  stated  will  be 
found  to  be  correct  so  far  as  it  goes, 
although  doubtless  it  may  admit  of 
amplification. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINOK 
(Whiteliaven) :  I  desire  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  question,  of  which 
I  have  given  private  notice,  with  regard 
to  the  speech  last  night  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  which  the 
following  passage  occurred — 

"The  Pope  was  indacod  nbnut  18  months 
ago,  I  tliink,  to  fulminate  what  was  called  a 
ntacrjpt  af;ainat  the  Nationnliats  cf  Ireland.  He 
thereby,  in  my  opinion,  at  great  cost  to  hia  own 
inHuenco  within  the  legitimate  aphero  of  purely 
spiritual  authority — ut  very  great  coat,  damage, 
and  detriment  to  himaelf— undoubtedly  did 
hia  utmost  to  prop  up  a  labouring  and  failing 
cauae,  namely,  that  of  the  anti- Irish  Party  in 
thia  country.  That  was  a  great  step  on  the 
part  of  the  Pope.  Did  it  not  demand  a  return  ? 
Yoa  have  got  the  return  bofore  you.  The 
return  is  by  sending  somebody  whom  you  cull 
an  Envoy  Extraordinary  .and  Minister  Pleni- 
potentiary to  the  Pope." 

I  wish  to  ask  whether  there  is  any 
foundation  whatever  for  the  insinuation 
that  the  late  Mission  of  Sir  Lintorn 
Simmons  was  the  consequence  of  the 
action  of  the  Pope  in  publishing  a 
rescript  condemning  the  un-Christian 
practices  of  boycotting,  intimidation,  and 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  ? 
•Me,  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  this 
is  a  question  which  a  Minister  cannot  bo 
expected  to  answer  in  that  form. 

PDBMC  BUSINESS. 
Mk.  J.  MORLEY  (Jfewcastle-npon- 
Tyne)  ;  I  wish  to  ask  as  to  the  order 
of  business.  Will  the  Report  of  the 
Local  Taxation  Bill  be  the  first  order  of 
the  day  to-morrow  ;  next,  is  the  House  to 
sit  on  Saturday  ;  and  lastly,  as  this  is  the 
Slst  July,  and  there  are  ill-omened 
rumours  of  our  meeting  in  November, 
will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state 
what  Bills  will  be  piix'eeded  with  1 
•Mk.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  understand  from 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  it  will  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  the 
Report  iif  the  Local  Tnxatir>n  Bill  shall 
be     taken      to-mori'ow      if     the     Com- 
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mittee  is  concluded  to-day,  and  if  that 
is  the  view  of  the  House  the  Government 
will  be  very  glad  to  take  the  Rpeort  to- 
morrow, substantially  as  the  first  order. 
They  then  j^opose,  if  a  sufficient  interval 
can  be  found,  to  take  the  Post  OflSce 
Vote,  which  it  is  desirable  should  be 
obtained.  The  Police  Bill  will  be  taken 
Bfi  soon  as  the  Report  of  the  Local 
Taxation  Bill  shall  be  completed,  whether 
on  Saturday  or  Monday.  I  have 
received  intimations  from  different  parts 
of  the  House  that  it  will  bo  for  the 
geuei-al  convenience  thai  the  House  shall 
miiet  on  Saturday,  the  sitting  bfing 
subject  to  Weilnesday  rules — that  is,  that 
the  business  shall  pntctically  l)c  sus- 
jxjnded  at  liiilf-past  5  o'clock.  Tlie  Bills 
which  the  Governincnt  intend  to  proceed 
with  are  the  Local  Taxation  Bill,  tho 
Police  Bill,  the  Census  (Ireland)  Bill, 
London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill, 
Public  Works  Loans  Bill,  and  tlie  Savings 
Banks  Bill,  if  it  is  not  opposed. 

i\lE.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  :  It  will 
be  opposed  to  the  end. 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Then,  with 
reference  to  that  intimation,  I  can  only 
deeply  deplore  there  should  be  opposition 
of  the  kind  declared  to  a  Bill  whicii,  I 
believe,  is  regarded  by  the  vast  majority  of 
Members,  oven  on  the  hon.  Member's  own 
side,  as  embodying  a  great  safeguard  to 
investors  in  Savings  Banks.  On  the  hon. 
Member  must  rest  the  responsibility 
if  the  Bill  is  not  passed.  The  Partner- 
ship Bill,  a  purelj'  Legal  Bill,  I  beUeve 
has  been  accepted  by  tho  House  without 
question.  The  Public  Health  Acts 
Amendment  Bill  the  Government  desire 
to  proceed  with,  and,  of  course,  the 
Exjiiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill  must  Ix) 
passed.  As  to  the  Employers'  Liability 
for  Injuries  to  Workmen  Bill  and  tho 
Reformatory  Schools  Bill,  the  order 
will  be  discharged.  The  Electoral 
Disiibilities  (Naval,  Military,  and  Police) 
Bill  I  liojje  to  pass,  on  the  understanding 
tlmt  Ireland  will  be  exempted  from  the 
scope  of  its  operation.  With  this  state- 
ment I  hojie  1  may  a]>peal  to  hon. 
Members  to  give  the  Government  their 
ftssistance  in  making  material  progress 
with  the  business  of  the  remainder  of 

•Ma.  BRADLAUCiH:  The  right  lion. 
Gentleman  has  not  mentioned  what 
is    to   lie   done  with    the  Indian  Coun- 


cils 


Bill, 
Jfr.  W. 


We    ought 
H.  Smith 


to    know    the 
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intentions    of    the    Government     with 
regard  to  that  moiisnre. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  Ac): 
Could  not  the  Bill  be  taken  on  Saturday, 
instead  of  the  Police  Bill,  which  has 
never  been  discussed  in  Committee, 
and  to  bring  on  which  would  be  very 
inconvenient  to  Members,  as  it  affects 
nearly  every  constituency  1 

•Mil.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  afraid  the 
Indian  Councils  BiU  must  be  jjostponed 
until  after  Supply,  and  if  it  is  possible 
to  take  it  during  the  stages  of  the 
Apjiropriation  Bill  the  Government  will 
be  Klad  to  do  so. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  If  tho  BiU  is 
left  to  the  end  of  the  Session  it  will  be 
extremely  unfair  to  hon.  Mombera 
interested  in  it,  and  wUl,  moreover,  be 
an  absolute  breach  of  tho  promise  given 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  tho 
Debate  on  the  Address. 

Mb.  a.  J.  MUNDELLA  (SheflBeld, 
Brightside)  :  Is  it  intended  to  discharge 
the  order  for  the  Jlducation  of  Blind  aud 
Deaf  Mute  Children  (Scotland)  Bill? 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH .-  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  assist  us  to  pass  the 
Bill  without  opposition,  we  shall  be  glad 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  a.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) :  \Vhcn 
will  the  Scotch  Police  Bill  be  taken. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  cannot  say  at 
present. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton) :  With  reference  to  the  pro- 
mised day  for  discussion  of  the  Treasury 
Minute  relating  to  Treasury  ]jcnsion8, 
nmy  I  suggest  whether  it  would  not  Ixi 
advisable  to  postpone  any  commutiition 
till  next  Session,  so  as  to  give  a  fair 
(»pj)ortunity  for  discussion.  There  is  no 
immediate  necessity  for  action  this 
Session. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
very  reasonable  one,  and,  therefore,  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  postponing  the 
consideration  of  the  Minute  till  next 
Session. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  May  I  ask 
when  the  long-promised  opportunity  for 
the  discussion  of  the  Rejwrt  of  the  Vote 
oil  the  Irish  Land  Commission  will  be 
given  me  ? 

•Mk.  W.  n.  SMITH  :  Tho  Government 
are  anxious  the  hon.  Mumlier  shall  have 
his  opiMirtniiity.  It  is,  of  course,  subject 
to  certain  liueiness  being  carried  through. 
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Mr.  DILLON  :  There  is  no  such  con- 
dition. 

•Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  is  the  con- 
dition on  which  alone  it  ia  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  give  tlie  hon. 
Member  liis  opportunity  ;  and  if  we  are 
able  to  conclude  the  Local  Taxation  Bill 
before  1 1  o'clock  this  evening,  and  obtain 
a  vote  in  Supjily,  the  Government,  will 
then  take  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  DILLON:  That  amounts  to  a 
declaration  that  I  am  not  to  )?et  raj 
opportunity.  Now,  I  have  to  inform  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  1  gave  a  large 
quid  pro  quo  in  the  agreement  made 
with  him.  I  saved  the  Government  a 
great  deal  of  time,  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary promised  that  an  opportunity  should 
bo  given  mo,  in  consideration  of  my 
foregoing  my  right  to  talk  out  the  Vote, 
to  raise  a  discussion  on  the  Report  of 
Supply. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  does  not 
appear  to  me  that  the  expUuatinn  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  inconsistent  with 
what  the  First  Loid  of  the  Treasuiy  has 
just  statt-d.  I  stated  to  the  hoo.  Gentle- 
man that  he  should  have  the  opportunity 
of  discussing  thu  Report  of  tlie  Land 
Commi8.sion  Vote  at  a  reasonable  period 
— that  is  to  say,  not  later  than  1 1  o'clock. 
But  no  fiarticnlar  day  was  stated  or 
suggested.  The  hi>ii.  Gentleman  knows 
that  we  must  take  this  Report,  and  we 
are  pledged  not  t(5  take  it  after  II 
o'clock. 

Mr.  storey  :  There  ia  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  enlarge  the 
amounts  which  depositors  are  permitted 
to  pay  into  a  Savings  Bank  dnring  the 
year.  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  that  Amendment  is  an  exact 
copy  of  a  clause  of  the  Bill  proposed  by 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  in  1880,  at  the  time 
when  he  reduced  the  interest  cliarged  by 
the  Savings  Banks  ?  The  second  part  of 
the  Bill  had  to  be  abandoned  under  the 

t stress  of  the  Compensation  for  Disturb- 
ance Bill,  though  wi'  were  promist'd  that 
it  should  be  re-introduced  in  18SL  Up 
to  the  present  time,  altliough  the 
Savings  Banks  interest  has  been  re- 
duced, that  promise  to  the  Savings  Banks 
has  never  been  carried  out.  In  view  of 
that  promise,  given  by  the  Government 
of  the  day  in  1880,  I  would  ask  the 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.     [third  skeiks.] 


right  hon.   Gentleman  whether  he  will 
accept  the  Amendment  1 

Mr.  GOSCHEN.  The  hon.  Member 
asks  me  whether  it  will  be  possible  to  deal 
with  a  matter  that  was  so  contentious 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  had  to  drop  it  from 
his  Bill.  Clearly,  if  a  matter  of  such 
conti'oversy  is  to  be  introduced,  either 
on  one  side  or  the  other,  it  will  be  im- 
possible to  pass  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LEVESON-GOWER  :  VViU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lender  of  the 
House  say  when  the  Foreign  Office  Vote 
will  be  taken,  as  there  are  several  im- 
portant topics,  which  hon.  Members  on 
biith  sides  are  interested  in,  which  will 
have  to  be  dealt  witli. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  already 
stated  that  we  hope  to  take  the  Vote  as 
aoon  as  we  have  disposed  of  the  Police 
Bill. 

•Mk.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  :  May  I 
a.sk  when  the  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ire- 
land) Bill  will  he  taken  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  That  measure  is 
in  the  hands  of  private  Members. 

•Mr.  CHILDEBiJ :  I  desire  to  ask  in 
what  position  it  is  proposed  toputtheSco  tell 
Superannuation  Bill.  I  understand  that 
the  Government  have  undertaken  to  taki' 
it  after  the  Report  stage  of  the  English 
Bill, but  from  what  has  just  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemaq  it  looks  as  thongli 
he  contemplated  making  some  modifica- 
tions in  the  arrangement  of  the  business. 
I  ask  the  question,  as  I  took  a  great  deal 
of  interest  in  the  Bill  in  Committee,  and 
I  think  we  should  know  precisely  how 
the  Bill  stands. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Is  it  intended 
to  put  the  English  Poh'ce  Bill  through  on 
a  Saturday  1 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Most  certainly. 
With  reference  to  the  Scotch  Superan- 
nuation Bill,  I  wiU  consult  the  con- 
venience of  Scotch  Members,  and  shall 
be  glad  if  we  can  deal  with  it  in  the 
manner  the  hon.  Gentleman  8ugg^st«t. 
I  trust  that  I  may  appeal  to  the  House 
to  make  progress  to-night,  seeing  that 
the  contentious  matter  of  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion Bill  has  been  largely  disposed  of. 
Then  we  can  take  the  Post  Office  Vote, 
which  is  so  much  required. 

•Mr.    CHILDERS:     The     suggestion 
that  the  Committee  stage  of  the  Scotdi 
Police   Bill   should    follow   the    Report 
3  E 
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stage  of  the  English  Bill  wtu  well 
received  by  Scotch  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  inquire  I  think  he  will 
find  that  that  is  the  feeling  of  the  majo- 
rity of  Scotch  Memljers. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  As  I  take  it 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  g^at  majo- 
rity of  the  Scotch  Members  on  hia  side 
of  the  House  I  will  endeavour  to  make 
the  arrangement  he  refers  to. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  As  there  will 
be  great  opposition  to  the  Scotch  Superan- 
nuation Bill,  would  it  not  be  well  for  the 
Government  to  postpone  it  altogether  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Scotch  people  ? 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK :  Will  the  London 
County  Council  (Money)  Bill  be  taken 
bi-uight  ?     I  see  it  is  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  should  think  it 
would  be  better  to  take  it  on  Moudaj', 
but  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  know 
about  it  better  than  I, 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK:  The  Bill  will 
only  requirt-  slight  amendment,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  to  the  general  con- 
venience of  London  Members  if  it  could 
be  taken  to-night. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  will  confer  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  the  matter. 

Mk.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  : 
Considering  the  interest  taken  in  the 
Bill  relating  to  Blind  and  Deaf  Mute 
Children  in  Scotland  could  it  not  be 
arranged  to  take  that  measure  by  con- 
sent some  nijrht  after  12  o'clock  ? 

TDK  LORD  ADVOCATE  (.Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute)  :  I  know  that  the  hon. 
Member  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  take  some  in- 
terest in  this  subject.  1  will  confer 
with  them,  and  shall  be  glad  if  some 
arrangement  can  be  come  to  by  which 
the  Bill  can  be  taken. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  L<ird  of  the  Treasury  is  mistaken 
in  saying  that  the  Youthful  Offenders' 
Bill  is  not  opjxised.  There  are  Amend- 
raepts  on  the  Paper,  and  the  Bill  will 
most  certainly  be  opposed. 

Db.  KARQUHARSON:  Will  the 
Army  Estimutcs  1x5  taken  next  week  1 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  afraid  I 
have  gone  as  far  as  I  can.  The  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  I  uannot  say  more 
than  I  have. 

J/r.  ChiJders 


IRKLAND— EVICTIONS   ON   GREAT 

BLASKET  ISLAND, 
Me.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
I  desire  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  he  has  received  any 
ofiicial  Rep<irt  as  \f>  the  cruise  of  Her 
Mnjesty'.s  ship  Britomart,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  in  yesterday's  newspapers.  It  was 
stated  that  at  an  early  hour  on  Tuesday 
morning  the  inhabitants  on  Great  Blasket 
Island,  10  miles  to  the  west  of  the  Dingle 
Promontory,  were  stu-prised  to  see  Her 
Majesty's  gunboat  Britomart  in  their 
waters.  The  vessel  had  on  board  the 
Sub-Sheriff  of  Kerry,  anumber  of  Bailiffs, 
100  [lolice  under  County  Inspector  Lop- 
nell,  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.,  being  in 
supreme  command.  The  object  of  the 
invasion  was  to  make  seizures  in  satis- 
faction of  rent  due  to  the  Earl  of  Cork 
and  Orrery.  It  seems  that  a  number  of 
fishing  boats  were  seij^ed,  amongst  the 
number  being  one  belonging  to  the  oppo- 
site shore,  which  had  been  used  for  the 
pur|io8e  of  bringing  a  clergyman  to  the 
island  Were  these  boats  taken  on  board 
the  Britomart,  and  is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Admiralty  to  continue  this  prac- 
tice of  lending  Her  Majestj-'s  ships  of  war 
for  passenger  boats  to  convey,  not  merely 
troops,  but  a  Sub-Sheriff,  Bailiffs,  and 
police.  I  would  also  ask  whether,  in 
answer  to  a  question  of  mine,  the 
Government  did  not  refuse  to  the 
fishermen  at  this  very  place  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  give  notice  of  that 
question.  It  is  a  complicated  aud  some- 
what argumentative  question. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Then  I 
would  merely  ask  whether  the  Admiralty 
has  received  any  report  as  to  the  cruise 
of  the  Britomart  f 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Not  that  I  am 
aware  of. 

Sra  G.  ERKXNGTON'S  MISSION. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E  ) : 
Wljen  the  Government  lay  on  the  Table 
the  Papers  relating  to  Sir  G.  Errington's 
Mission,  will  they  take  the  same  course 
in  regard  to  the  Mission  of  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON:  May  I  ask  if  the 
Government  can  give  us  any  informatinn 
as  to  the  functions  about  to  be  performed 
in  Rome  by  Mr.  Keuelm  Digby  P 
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•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  existence  of  Mr.  Kenelm  Digby, 
but  will  maKe  inquiries. 


MESSAGE  TO  THE  LORDS. 
Children's  Life  Inscranoe  Bill. 
Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  8unt  to  the 
Lords  to  request  that  their  Lordships  will  be 
pleased  to  communicate  to  this  House,  a  Copy 
of  the  Report  from  the  .Select  Committee 
Hppointed  by  their  Lordships  on  the  Children's 
Idle  Insurance  Bill,  with  the  Proceedings  of 
the  Committee  and  Xlinutes  of  Evidence. — {Mr. 
Ritchie.) 

COLOKISATION. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  drought  up, 
and  read  [Inquiry  not  completed]  ; 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  a^eed  to, — Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  Bill,  changed  from 
— Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Pro- 
cedure) Bill,  Removal  Terms  (Scotland) 
Act  (1886)  Ami-ndment  Bill,  Sutton, 
Southcoates,  and  Dry  pool  Gas  (Electric 
Lighting)  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

That  they  have  paesed  a  Bill,  intituled 
"  An  Act  to  amend  the  Settled  Land 
Acts  1882  to  1889."  [Settled  Land  Bill 
[Lords.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled  "  An  Act 
for  further  promoting  the  revision  of  the 
.Statute  Law  by  repealing  enactments 
which  have  ceased  to  be  in  force  or  have 
becomi-  unnecessary."  [Statute  Law 
Revision  (No.  2)  Bill  [Lords.] 

FOBEIGN  JURISDICTION  (CONSOLIDA- 
TION) BILL  [LOBD8].-(No.  383.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
jwrted,  without  Amendment ;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  without  Amend- 
ment. 


OKDERS   Ot    THE  DAY. 


I  LOCAL  TAXATION  (CUSTOMS   AND 

I  EXCISE)  DUTIES  RILL.— (No.  244.) 

I  CO.MMITiEE. 

^^1  Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

^f  (In  the  Committee.) 

I  Clause  4. 

I  (5.18.)     Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland): 

L  Inasi 


Inasmuch  as  I  aluiU  have  another  oppor- 


tunity of  discussing  Clause  4,  and  shall 
then  be  able  to  raise  the  quostion 
whether  this  shall  be  a  temporary  or 
permanent  charge,  I  do  not  propose  to 
go  on  with  the  Amendment  I  mentioned 
yesterday  afternam  when  the  House 
resumed.  I  now  ask  lenvi'  to  move  an 
Amendment  at  the  end  of  -line  39,  after 
the  word  "  England."  The  clause,  as  it 
at  present  stands,  reads  : — 

"The  remaining  half  of  the  said  annual 
sum  shall  be  distributed  by  the  Police  Authori- 
ties for  the  Police  Forces  iu  England." 

I  propose  to  add  "  other  than  the  City  of 
London."  The  efieut  of  that  will  be  to 
distribute  the  £150,000  a  year  over  the 
Police  Forces  in  the  Kingdom,  except 
that  of  the  City  of  London.  The  object 
I  have  in  view  must  be  apparent  to  the 
Government,  and  I  cannot  but  think 
that  it  has  been  by  pure  inadvertence 
that  they  themselves  have  not  proposed 
the  Amendment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosOHEN,  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  am  willing  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  STOREY:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consider  a  clause  to  exempt 
other  large  municipalities  in  the  country 
who  have  sufficient  borough  power,  who 
do  not  want  to  be  brought  under  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  and  who  are 
willing  to  forego  tliuir  share  of  this 
money  ? 

The  secretary  oi  STATE  tor 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingh.an,  E.):  We  accept 
the  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  last 
year  an  Act  was  passed  enabUng  the 
City  to  make  satisfactory  arrangements 
for  the  superannuation  of  its  police.  I 
do  not  know  that  otiu  r  Municipalities 
are  in  the  same  position. 

(5.21.)  Mb.  STOREY  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  a  ware  that  there  are 
other  boroughs  and  districts  in  the 
country  who  have  for  years  proportion- 
ately spent  quite  as  much  on  police 
superannuation  as  tlie  City  of  London. 
The  City  of  London  s|)ends  at  the  pre- 
sent time  only  £1 1,818  per  annum,  but 
the  County  of  Lancaster  spends  £\  4,901  ; 
the  North  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  £10,210  ; 
the  City  of  Liveriwol,  £10,764  ;  and 
Manchester,  £6,405.  These  districts  de- 
sire to  be  free  from  Government  control 
in  this  matter.  They  want  to  be  treated 
as  men,  and  not  as  children  in  leading 
3  E  2 
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Htrings,  lind  I  aak,  supposing  they  are 
willing  to  forego  their  slmre  of  this 
filthy  lucre,  ought  they  not  to  be  ex- 
cluded, 

(5.23.)      Mr.    MATTHEWS:    I    am 
aware  of  the  facts  to  which   the   hon. 
Member  refers,  but  I  would  Ix;  no  jiarty  i 
to   depriying  any  of  these  Icxsalities  of 
their  share  of  this  mouey.  I 

(5.23.)      Mr.    STOBKY:    The   right  ^ 
hon.    Gentleman    knows    that    English 
people   get  on  very  much  better  when 
left  alone. 

(5.23.)  The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  discussing  a  point  which  is 
not  now  before  the  Conunittee. 

Mr.  storey  :  I  will  take  the  answer, 
Sir. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
39,  at  the  end  of  the  line,  to  insert  the 
words,  "other  than  the  City  of  London." 
(Mr.  Storey.) 

(5.24.)  Question,  "  Tliat  those  words 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  4. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
4,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  so,"  to 
end  of  Clause,  and  insert  the  words 
"distributed  and  applied  shall  remain  to 
the  credit  of  the  local  taxation  accounts." 
— ( .1/r.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  wordfl 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

(5.24.)  Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON 
(Dundee)  •  Supposing  tiie  Scotch  Police 
Act  fails  to  pass  this  year  the  proportion 
allocated  to  Scotland  would,  I  suppose, 
be  sufficient  to  meet  all  requirements. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes. 

(5.25.)  Mr.  STOREY:  The  clause 
as  it  stand  enables  these  municipalities 
to  receive  money  which  has  to  be  distri- 
buted and  applied  to  supeniunuation  in 
accordance  with  a  Bill  hereafter  to  be 
passed.  That  Bill  may  not  be  passed 
this  Session  at  all,  and  I  hold  that  it  is 
improper  and  unconstitutional  to  appro- 
priate money  in  one  Act  which  can  only 
he  applied  by  another  that  possibly  may 
not  be  passed  until  a  future  Session.  It 
is  a  pity  that  a  Conservative  and  Oon- 
Btitntional  Party  should  need  to  be 
reminded  of  the  desirability  of  adhering 
to  constitutional  methods  by  an  extreme 
Radical. 

(5.26.)    Question  put,  and  n^atived. 
Mr.  Storey 


Question,  "  That  those  words  be  theru 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proiKMod,  "That  Clause  4, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

(5.27.)  Mr.  storey  :  I  must  oppose 
this  clause,  but  it  is  annecessary 
for  me  to  repeat  the  arguments 
I  advanced  when  attempting  to 
introduce  Amendments.  1  must,  how- 
ever, reassert  ray  position,  that  if  the 
Government  propose  a  Superannuation 
Fund,  and  the  division  of  the  money 
rests  with  the  House,  it  ought  to  he 
allocated  according  to  the  size  of  the 
Police  Forces,  and  on  no  other  basis 
whatever.  The  Home  Secretary,  the 
other  night,  said  he  based  the  sub-diri- 
sion  of  the  money  of  the  expenditure  at 
present  incurred  by  the  different  Police 
Forces  on  superannuation.  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  press  on  the  Government  tliat 
this  is  an  extremely  illusory  and  absurd 
basis,  for  it  amounts  to  this,  that  the 
municipalities  who  have  spent  most  are 
to  get  most.  Those  who  have  spent 
least  are  to  got  least.  That  may  be  very 
fair,  by  way  of  punishment,  but  the  fact 
remains  that  those  municipalities  who 
have  spent  most  will  have  less  need  to 
S|)end  in  the  future,  and  that  those 
who  have  spent  least,  and  have  the  least 
effectual  superannuation,  will  have  more 
net-it  to  spend  in  the  future.  It  should 
be  distributed  over  the  whole  Polio*- 
Forces  of  the  country,  according  to  the 
size  of  each  Force.  In  order  to  give 
effect  to  that  view,  I  shall  take  the 
liberty  of  dividing  the  Committee  against 
the  clause. 

(5.31.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.):  I  think  it  is  tlie  case  that 
too  much  money  is  given  to  tiie  iletro- 
politan  Force.  The  Home  Secretary 
justifies  his  position  by  the  arguraeni 
that  the  distribution  should  be  according 
totheexpenditureofeach  Force.  Icousider 
that  the  Metropolitan  Police  Authorities 
have  been  extremely  extravagant,  and  thi- 
system  of  supeiuunuation  which  they 
have  initiated  is  extremely  extravagant. 
I  have  the  Report  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, which  shows  that  the  present 
system  of  saperaunuatiou  will  amount  to 
considerably  above  £500,000,  probably 
£600,000,  Because  an  extravagant 
system  has  been  initiated,  I  do  aot  see 
that  a  disproportionate  amount  should  be 
given   to    tlie    Metropolitan    Police    in 
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order  to  cover  this  extravagant  saper- 
unnuation  Bystem. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hen.  Member 
for  Svinderland  has  confined  hia  observa- 
tions into  a  very  short  sftace,  and  I  put 
it  t«;i  him  whether  lie  will  uot  content 
himself  with  a  protest,  and  avoid  con- 
saming  the  time  whicli  would  be  occupied 
in  a  Division. 

Mr.  STOREY:  I  have  incurred  the 
censure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
reference  to  the  Savings  Bank  Bill,  and 
I  would  not  like  to  full  under  his  doable 
censure.  I  have  no  nbjection  to  be  con- 
tent with  the  protest  I  have  made. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  t.o. 
Clause  5,  agreed  to. 
Clauses  6  and  7  omitted. 

Clause  8. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  lines 
22  and  23,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  if 
ivn  on-licence." — {Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out,  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Me.  GOSCHl<af  :  As  the  Government 
liave  chosen  to  omit  this  clause,  it  will 
not  be  necessary  to  discuss  any  Amend- 
ment in  detail  before  we  move  the 
omission. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland. 
Cocke rmuuth) :  Notwith.shiiiding  that 
the  clause  is  to  be  omitted,  we  wish  to 
■{0  through  with  our  AmAidments.  I 
shall  move  this  one,  and  we  shall  do 
what  we  can  to  carry  it. 

Mb.  STOREY  :  This  is  a  Government 
ulause,  but  the  Government  have  never 
liad  any  affection  for  their  own  offspring, 
and  they  d(j  not  wish  to  press  it.  But 
we  are  too  fond  of  the  offspring  of  the 
Government  to  permit  them,  without 
considerable  debate,  to  slay  their  own 
child.  There  is  no  earthly  reason  wliy 
the  clause  should  not  be  accepted  by 
the  greiit  body  of  the  House.  If 
there  is  any  objection  at  all,  it  must 
come  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I 
venture  to  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  any  pro|X)8til  to  withdraw  this 
clause  will  not  save  time,  but  will  have 
the  effect  of  causing  prolonged  discussion. 
•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  It  is 
obviously  impossible  for  the  Government 


to  di.scus8  this  Amendment,  for  the  very 
reason  that  we  are  asking  the  House 
to  omit  this  clause.  What  we  propose 
is  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON :  I  beg  to  move  in 
page  6,  line  23,  after  "granted,"  to  leave 
out  all  the  words  to  the  end  of  clause. 
The  House  will  see  that  the  effect  cf 
the  Amendment  is  that  all  these  ex- 
ceptions shall  be  lift  out.  I  want 
to  leave  them  out,  because  I  believe  that 
if  they  are  retained  things  would  be 
left  very  much  as  they  are  now.  It 
would  be  a  valuable  clause  if  these 
exceptions  were  left  out,  and  it  stood 
"  That  there  shall  be  no  new  licences 
granted."  If  the  Gnvernment  accept 
this,  they  could  put  in  a  proviso  that  the 
clause  should  only  hv  enforced  for  one 
year  or  two  years,  just  as  Mr.  Bruce 
did  when  lie  brought  in  his  clause.  If 
they  accept  the  Amendment,  they  would 
then  be  able  to  carry  out  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  lino 
23,  after  the  word  "  granted,"  to  leave 
oat  all  the  words  to  end  of  clause. — (Sir 
Wilfrid  Laivaon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•(5.4.\)  The  PRESIDENT  or  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  : 
The  Committee  must  not  be  in  the 
slightest  doubt  as  to  what  the  course  of 
the  Government  is  going  to  be  when  1 
say  that  we  shall  accept  this  Amendment, 
and  that  upon  the  clause  as  amended 
being  put,  we  ahull  vote  ivgainst  it.  Tlie 
clause  as  it  originally  stood  in  the  Bill, 
along  with  other  clauses,  was  fair  and 
proper  as  part  of  a  series  of  clauses  for 
dealing  with  licences.  The  o*ilier  clauses 
have  been  omitted,  and  if  this  clause  were 
now  left  in,  it  would  not  form  part  of  a 
scheme,  and  would  be  isolated,  and 
without  anything  in  the  Bill  germane  to 
it.  The  leader  of  the  House  some 
weeks  ago  stated  what  was  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  respect  to  this  clause. 
If  there  had  been  a  di8p<:iBition  on  the 
part  of  the  Committee  to  accept  the 
clause  practically  as  it  stood,  even 
though  it  was  not  germane  to  the  Bill, 
the  Government,  in  fnce  of  a  strong 
expression   on   the  part  of  the  House, 


mtk 
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these  circmnBtancea,  the  Government 
have  been  driren  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  woald  be  impoesible  to  ask  the 
Committee  to  proceed  with  this  claase. 

The  chairman  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  explained  that,  in  accepting 
the  proposed  Amendment,  lie  was  not  to 
be  understood  as  accepting  the  clanse 
The  discussion  on  the  proposed  Amend 
meut  ought  to  be  confiued  to  the  pro- 
posed Amendment.  The  discussion  on 
the  general  question  of  the  clause  will 
take  place  when  the  Motion  is  put  from 
the  Chair,  "  That  this  clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill." 

StK  W.  LAWSON:  Certainly,  Mr. 
Courtney ;  but  I  was  only  going  to 
observe  that,  having  accepted  my 
Amendment,  all  the  other  Amend- 
ments are  gone,  and  there  can  be  no  talk 
about  them.  I  am  very  pleased  with 
that  result,  aud  the  clause  as  it  stands  is 
a  very  good  claase,  and  we  shall  do  our 
best  to  carry  it. 

(5.55.)     Question  put,  and    negatived. 

Question  pn)[)08ed,  "  That  Clause  8,  ae 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

•Mb.  RITCUIE  ;  I  am  greatly  obliged 
to  you,  Mr.  Cnurtney,  for  having  per- 
mitted me  to  siy  what  I  did  with  regard 
to  the  Amendments.  I  was  extremely 
anxious  that  the  Committee  should  not 
be  misled.  I  have  stated  the  reason  why 
we  cannot  acoude  to  the  passage  of  the 
clause.  The  hon.  Baronet  has  said  that 
all  the  Amendments  are  disposed  of, 
but  I  am  sure  he  will  understand  that 
the  only  reason  why  the  clause  has  been 
allowed  to  assume  the  position  in  which 
it  is,  is  that  the  Government  have  ex- 
pressed their  intention  of  opposing  the 
clause,  and  every  one  of  those  gentlemen 
who  have  Amtindmeuts  on  the  Paper 
would  be  entitled  to  complain  that  there 
had  lieen  no  opportunity  to  discuss  his 
Amendment  if  we  accepted  the  clause  in 
its  amended  form.  We  now  propose  to 
oppose  the  amended  clause. 

Mb.  STOREY:  We  are  now  in  o 
position  to  test  the  hmid  fides  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  matter  of  temperance. 
Here  is  the  clause  as  amended  : — "  After 
the  passing  of  this  Act  a  new  licence  shall 
not  be  gi-anted."  The  Government  told 
us  that  they  were  against  the  present 
state  of  things,  find  that  they  wert- 
extremely  anxious  to  do  something  for 
the   cause   of  temperance.       I    listened 


would  have  raised  no  objection.  But 
instead  of  the  suggestion  of  my  right 
lion.  Gentleman  being  regarded  with  I 
favour,  and  hon.  Members  doing  their 
best  to  pass  the  clause,  a  considerable 
number  of  Amendments  have  been  put 
upon  the  Paper. 

Mb.  STOREY  :  Your  own  side. 
•Mr.  RITCHIK:  1  do  not  care;  I  am 
not  regarding  the  question  as  from  one 
.side  of  the  House  or  the  other.  I  want 
lo  avoid  any  discussion  of  that  kind, 
tempting  as  it  is.  I  will  mention 
!i  few  of  the  questions  which  are 
dealt  with  by  these  Amendments.  One 
I'lass  of  Amendments  has  for  its  object 
the  omission  of  the  whole  clause,  because 
it  would  create  a  very  great  monopoly. 
Another  point  raised  is  that  an  increased 
duty  should  bo  j>ut  upon  licences. 
There  is  another  enormously  imjjortant 
(juestion — and  that  is,  the  repeal  of 
the  law  with  regard  to  removals. 
Some  desire  to  do  away  alto- 
•^ether  with  the  possibility  of 
I'emuving  licences  from  one  house  to 
another.  That  is  a  very  arguable 
question.  Then  there  is  the  policy  of 
exceptions  to  the  con-issue  of  new 
licences,  and  again  whether  the  interest 
in  the  licence  shall  be  restricted  to  the 
owner  of  the  licence.  That  is  a  point 
wliich  has  been  very  fruitful  of  dis- 
cussion. Another  point  raised  in  these 
Amendments  is  that  the  licence  ought 
to  expire  with  the  lease  of  the  house  to 
which  the  licence  is  granted.  Another 
point  is  that  licences,  if  granted  at  all, 
■  lUght  to  be  paid  for  by  some  money 
(jayment  to  the  Local  Authority.  Yet 
a  further  question  is  the  vesting  of 
absolute  discretion  in  the  Local  Authority 
to  refuse  the  renewal.  Of  course,  we 
know  there  is  a  contention  that  the 
Jjiccnsing  Authority  has  that  discretion 
now.  I  am  not  going  to  argue  that 
question  at  present.  Then  there  is  also 
tiie  whole  question  of  compensation 
involved  in  these  Amendments  on  the 
Paper.  Ther>?fore,  I  think  the  Com- 
)iuttee  will  see  that,  however  desirous 
the  Government  might  be  of  proceeding 
with  this  clause,  with  these  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  there  is  no  hope  that  the 
Conunittee  would  \)e  unanimous  on  the 
subject,  and  we  should  inevitably  be 
called  upon  to  discuss  all  these  Amend- 
ments, some  of  them  involving  very 
great  matters  of  principle.  Under  all 
A/r.  Jiitchie 
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with  amaEement  to  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  who  said  that  this  clause 
was  an  isolated  clause.  It  folfils  a  very 
important  function.  The  Government 
have  told  ns  that  they  are  extremely 
anxious  that  the  gmnting  of  new  licences 
should  bo  curtailed  and  curbed.  Here 
is  a  clause  which  will  prevent  the 
granting  of  any  new  licences  throughout 
the  whole  country.  I  submit  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tliat  if  he  opposes 
this  simple  suspensory  clause  to-night,  it 
will  then  make  it  all  the  more  incumbent 
in  the  very  next  year  to  deal  with  this 
whole  matter.  The  clause  is  an  excellent 
one  OS  it  stands.  It  will  need  amend- 
ment next  year.  That  is  the  inevitable 
issue  of  all  clauses  and  BiUs  passed  in 
this  House.  Inasmuch  as  it  is  a  good 
clause  in  itself,  I  submit  tliat  we  ought 
to  take  the  opportunity  of  voting  for  it, 
and  thus  get  the  matter  out  of  the  way. 
It  will  be  our  duty  to  show  that,  at  auy 
rate,  the  Government  have  not  been  in 
earnest  in  the  matter. 

(6.0.)     Mr.    E.    ROBERTSON:     My 
hon.  Friend  must  not   be    supposed   to 
be  speaking  the  universal  sentiment  of 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  am  bound  to  c<jnfL'8.s  that  if  tho  Bill 
had    remained    in   its   original   state,    I 
should    have   opi>osed   this   clause,   and 
placed  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  with 
that  object.    This  clause  is  now  irrelevant 
to  the  Bill — so  irrelevant  that  if  it  had 
been  moved  as  a  new  clause,  I  imagine 
it   would   have   been   altogether  out   of 
order.      As  it  stands,  the  clause  is  a  tlst 
and  bare  prohibition  of  the  issue  of  new 
licences — I    will    not    say    naked    and 
brutal — a  phrase  which  has  been  current 
in   the  House   during    the  last   two   or 
three    days.      What    is    the    first    and 
uecassary  result  ?     It  is  the  creation  of  a 
new  monopoly.     It  means  an  increase  of 
the  monopoly  value  of  the  licences  now 
in  existence.      What  has  been  the  great 
difficulty  of  the  House  in  dealing  vnth. 
this     temperance    question    all    along? 
Has  it  not  been  the   value   vested  in 
existing   licences   tlirough     the   restric- 
tions at  present  in  operation  ?     The  lioa. 
Baronet  the  the  Member  for  CockermoutFi 
in   his  desire    to    curtail    licences    has 
forgotten  a  great  number  of  very   useful 
things — among  them  the  public  interest 
in   this  Ucensing  question.     It  is  not  in 
the  interests  of  the  country   that   this 
enormous    endowment    should    be  con- 


ferred upon  those  who  own  licences.  We 
have  had  denunciations  of  the  owners  of 
licences,  and  of  those  who  control  the 
owners  of  licences.  We  are  told  of 
immense  fortunes  made  by  brewers  and 
others  who  own  tied  public  houses.  It 
is  the  Temperance  Party  who,  through 
their  ill  -  considered  restrictions,  are 
responsible  for  these  monstrous  fortunes. 
The  great  question  of  tempei-ance  reform 
is  whether  the  monopoly  value  caused  by, 
these  restrictions  is  to  go  into  the  pockets 
of  the  publicans,  the  brewers,  and  the 
distillers  ;  or  whether,  being  public 
money,  because  it  is  a  monopoly  caused 
by  restrictions,  it  shall  be  applied  to  the 
public.  That  is  a  solution  of  the  question 
which  has  been  adopted  in  many  of  the 
States  of  America. 

JIu.  STOREY  :  I  refer  my  hon.  Friend 
to  the  Reports  now  before  the  House. 
An  hon.  Member  :  What  State? 
Mk.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  Philadelphia, 
Chicago,  and  many  others. 

Mr.  storey  :  I  know  how  various 
the  systems  are,  and  I  wish  to  know 
what  State  he  is  referring  to. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  States  are 
so  numerous  that  I  did  not  stay  to  name 
them.     The  high  licensing  system  is  one 
which    prevails    very    largely     in    the 
United  States.     I  may  inform  my  hon. 
Friend    that    I    wrote   to  the    Foreign 
Office  to  get  the  best  available   informa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  system  prevailing 
in  the  United  States  ;  ami  the  right  hon. 
Baronet    who    represents    the    Foreign 
Office  in  this   House    most  courteously 
acceded  to  my  request ;  and  the  result  is, 
the  two  Reports  which  may  be  seen   in 
the  Library.     I  am  not  going  to  discuss 
tho  high  licensing,  but  I  am  certain  that 
the    broad  result  of  official  opinion   in 
those  two  Reports  is,  tliat  high  licensing 
is  the  best  road  to  temperance,  and  that 
it  is  taking  tho  place  of  the   prohibitory 
movement.     There    is   a    concensus   of 
opinion    that    it    not     only      promotes 
temperance  in  the  best  way  by  suppress- 
ing the  worst  class  of  public  houses,  but 
that    it  preserves    to    the    public   that 
public  endowment  which    is  created  by 
restriction.      Much    as   1     respect    the 
principle  of  my  hon.  Friend  tlie  Member 
forCockermouth,  I  will  not  aid  him  to 
bring  it  about  by  the   wholesale  endow- 
ment of  the   very  class    he    denounces. 
Something  lias  been  said  about  moving 
the  Amendment  to  facilitate  the  passage 
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of  the  clause.  To  my  mind,  the  removal 
of  all  restrictions  from  the  clause  makes 
it  not  less,  but  more  objectionable,  because 
it  makes  the  prohibition  unlimited,  and 
more  peremptory  than  it  was  before.  Let 
me  say  that  we,  who  dare  to  call  ourselves 
friends  of  temperance,  wish  to  leave  the 
regulation  of  the  liquor  traflBc  to  the 
people  who  are  affected  by  it.  We  want 
to  leave  to  the  community  the  power  of 
dealing  with  the  Kquor  traiBc  in  that 
oommunity.  In  other  words,  we  are 
Local  Optionists.  Where  is  the  Local 
Option  in  this  clause  1  It  is  Imperial 
prohibition  of  all  licences. 

Sm  W.  LAWSON:  Hear,  hear. 
Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  Well,  it  is  a  very 
gopd.  thing ;  but  it  is  not  Local  Option. 
We  who  liavo  supported  the  temperance 
movement  are  really  Local  Optionists, 
and  we  want  to  leave  the  community  to 
deal  with  this  question.  Sir,  1  am  con- 
strained much  against  my  will  to  follow 
the  rig-lit  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  lyjcal  Govennnent  Board  on  this 
oocasion  in  opposition  to  his  own  clause. 

•Mk.   RITCHIE  :  It  is  not  my  clause 
now. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  responsible  for  the  existence 
of  the  clause.  But  I  shall  not  quarrel 
with  him  for  that,  and  shall  assist  him 
in  opposing  it. 

•(6.10.)  Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL 
(Tyrone,  S,):  Ithink  the  Division  that  will 
take  place  to-night  will  clear  the  air  for 
tempeniiice  reformers  in  this  House. 
We  have  been  considerably  mixed  of 
late.  I,  for  one,  certainly  welcome  this 
Division  which  will  draw  a  distinction 
between  mere  sentiment  and  active  tem- 
perance work.  Xow,  I  stood  by  the 
Licensing  Clauses  of  the  Government 
when  it  was  unpnpular  to  do  it.  I  am 
not  going  to  run  away  from  them  now. 
I  think  this  is  the  best  clause  in  the 
Bill,  and  I  think  it  is  immensely  better  as 
amended  than  it  was  before  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  got  rid  of  nil  the 
difficulties,  a  list  of  which  he  read,  by 
accepting  the  Amendment  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  Gockermouth.  The  simple 
issne  now  before  the  House  is  whether 
new  licences  are  to  be  granted  or  not. 
The  hon.  Meihberfor  Dundee  objects  to 
this  projxjsal  because  it  creates  a  monopoly. 
The  monopoly  is  created  already.  There 
ia  a  ring  drawn  round  the  traffic  now, 
and  the  hon.  Baronet  says  that  no  more 
J/r.  E.  BoberUon 


shall  enter  that  ring.  Another  mistake 
the  hon.  Member  fell  into  was  this  :  He 
taunted  the  hon.  Baronet  with  Local 
Option.  But  the  hon.  Baronet  has 
never  professed  to  be  a  mere  Local 
Optionist.  He  has  merely  used 
Local  Option  as  a  means  to  the  end, 
the  prohibition  of  the  tmffic.  He  objects 
as  a  prohibitionist  to  the  creation  of  any 
further  licences.  The  Government  have 
made  up  their  minds,  iind  I  am  with 
them,  that  you  will  not  be  able  seriously 
to  diminish  this  traffic  in  future  with- 
out compensation .  Now  that  having  been 
resolved  upon  by  the  Party  opposite, 
I  put  to  them  this  question  :  If  you  are 
going  to  compensate  these  traders  in 
future — and  I  admit  it  is  very  hard  yoa 
should  be  compelled  to  do  it — why  are 
you  creating  any  more  of  them  1  We 
are  told  that  there  are  new  neighbonr- 
hoods,  and  why  should  they  not  have 
licences  ?  What  are  the  facta  relating  to 
new  neighbourhoods  now  1  They  are 
places  where  the  people  fight  against 
licences  l)eing  thrust  upon  them.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  landowner  has  power 
to  prevent  new  licences  being  granted, 
and  that  power  has  been  exercised  all 
over  the  country.  The  real  feict  is,  the 
country  is  deluged  with  drink;  the 
liqnor  shops  ^re  everywhere.  I  shall 
vote  for  this  clause  all  the  more  that  it 
has  been  amended,  and  the  Division  will, 
at  all  events,  tend  to  separate  tlie  sheep 
from  the  goats,  and  allow  the  TenijK'tiinoe 
Party  to  know  who  is  who,  and  who  are 
the  real  temperance  reformers. 

♦(6.15.)  Mb.  KELLY (tJamberwell.N.): 
As  I  voted  against  the  other  licensing 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  I  wish  to  e.\ plain 
why  it  is  that  I  vote  against  this 
one  as  it  now  stands.  In  my  judg- 
ment, the  hon.  Memberfor  South  Tyrone 
fell  into  two  strange  errors.  He  said 
that  this  clause  does  not  create  a  mono- 
poly because  a  monopoly  already  exists. 
But  what  is  thevalue  of  tliat  mono|ioly?  If 
you  had  no  further  new  licences  grunted, 
would  the  hon.  Member  for  a  moment 
suggest  that  the  value  of  existing 
licences  would  not  be  enormously  in- 
creased 1  Where  you  have  a  growing 
population,  the  demand  for  driiik  will 
become  year  by  year  greater ;  and  if  the 

number  of  houses  is  restricted,  inevit- 
ably it  must  follow  that  a  larger  quimtity 

of  drink  must  be  consumed  in  the  houses 

which  remain,  and  that  the  value  if  those 
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honseR  nmst  thus  of  necessit}'  be  in- 
creased jear  by  year.  He  says  that 
compensation  mnst  be  given,  and  he 
most  know  that  thu  more  licences  yon 
grant  the  more  compensation  yon  will 
have  to  pay.  I  decline  to  accept  that 
view. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  said  quite  the 
opposite. 

•Mr.  KELLY:  I  say  no  compensation 
need  be  given.  Without  oonfis(»ting  the 
property  of  the  publican,  yon  may  avoid, 
and  easily  avoid,  paying  one  farthing  in 
money.  But  then  the  hon.  Member  has 
entirely  forgotten  what  the  proposal  in 
Clause  9  wiw.  Clause  9  must  be  taken 
witli  Clause  8,  and  the  object  of  botli 
was  to  considei-ably  limit  the  number 
of  public  houses.  There  can  be  nothing 
simpler  and  bolder  than  Clause  8  as  it 
now  stands.  It  simply  says  that  new 
licences  shall  not  he  granted.  I  regret 
that  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  tlie  Local  Government 
Board  has  to-day  said  was  not  stated 
before,  namely,  that  the  Government 
might  have  persisted  in  Clause  8,  had 
it  not  been  for  the  string  of  Amend- 
ments put  dovra  to  it.  Had  he  said 
this  before,  the  great  bulk  of  those 
Amendments  would  have  been  with- 
drawn, and  this  clause  might  very 
Well  then  not  have  been  lost.  Not 
that  I  believe  it  would  have  made  much 
differenc-e  with  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth.  He  has 
destroyed  what  I  lielieve  wonld  have 
been  a  most  useful  clause,  and  one  which 
would  have  done  more  for  the  cause  of 
bi'mperance  than  anything  else  I  am  able 
to  suggest.  He  has  emasculated  it ;  and 
he  is  prepared,  as  all  temperance  leaders 
are,  to  accept  any  ameruntof  responsibility 
in  that  direction.  I  lament  to  think  that 
he  has  struck  one  of  the  saddest  blows 
at  temperance  that  has  been  delivered 
by  any  man  in  this  House  or  outside  of 
this  House.  The  prohibition  of  further 
public  houses,  which  prevents  the  ex- 
tinction of  hundreds  of  houses  by  way  of 
removals,  will  do  nothing  but  aggravate 
— seriously  aggravate — the  present  sys- 
tem, and  I  do  not  think  any  honest,  or 
mther  real — for  I  do  not  wish  to  ques- 
tion the  sincerity  of  the  hon.Bartmet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth  —  friend  of 
temperance  can  vote  for  the  clause, 
which  is  not  now  the  clause  of  the  Go- 


vernment,  but  the  clause  of  the  hoit- 
Member  for  Cockermouth. 

(6.20.)  Db.  CLARK  (Caithness):  I 
do  nut  know  whether  I  am  an  honest  and 
real  friend  of  temperance,  only  I  do  not 
know  what  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Robert- 
sou)  means  by  temperance.  I  heard  him 
with  astonishment,  because  he  generally 
advances  logical  reasons  for  the  course 
which  he  adopts.  The  monopoly  that 
now  exists  will  not  be  increased  in 
value  by  the  adoption  of  this  clause 
The  value  of  the  mono|ioly  will  be 
lessened,  because  by  every  new  licence 
you  create  you  increase  the  amount  of 
compensation.  The  brother  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  fought 
out  this  question  in  Liverpool  many 
years  ago,  and  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Memlwr  for  Dundee  perhaps  takes  the 
same  jiosifion  as  was  taken  then — that, 
is  free  trade  in  liquor. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  What  I  am 
advocating  is  not  free  trade  in  liquor,  but 
the  high  licensing  system. 

Db.  CLARK :  One  result  of  increas- 
ing the  monopoly  wonld  be  that  you 
wonld  have  an  increase  of  crime,  pau- 
perism, and  premature  death.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  supply  of  your  houses 
causes  the  demand,  and  hence  you  have 
an  increase  in  the  traffic,  and  hence  you 
will  have  more  to  pay  in  compensation 
for  those  licences  than  you  would  have 
to  pay  now.  Some  of  us  do  not  call 
ourselves  temperance  men  because  of  the 
meaning  attached  to  the  name.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth is  not  a  temperance  man  ;  he  is  a 
prohibitionist,  and  he  wishes  to  obtain 
prohibition  by  Local  Option,  as  that  is 
the  easiest  way  to  obtain  it.  I  myself 
think  that  the  only  solution  of  this 
question  is  absolute  prohibition  of  the 
imjwrtation.  manufacture,  or  sale  of 
intoxicating  drinks.  We  are  told  that 
the  public  interests  are  not  considered. 
But  that  all  dejiends  upon  what  the 
public  interests  are.  If  by  a  traffic 
the  pauperism,  crime,  and  premature 
death  of  the  country  are  increased,, 
then  that  seriously  affects  the  public 
interests.  Under  the  high  licence 
syst^im,  what  would  my  hon.  Friend  do 
with  the  mi>ney  that  went  to  the  State  t 
Wonld  he  use  it  for  the  purpose  of  buy- 
ing them  out  ? 

Mk.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  Certainly  not 
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Db.  CLARK :  If,  as  in  Norway  and 
tiweden,  you  find  that  the  money  so 
obtained  has  to  be  expended  in  remedy- 
ing the  resalts  of  the  traffic,  then  it  is 
a  very  bad  method  and  a  very  bad  way 
of  raising  revenue.  I  am  very  sorry 
that  the  Government  are  not  going  to 
snpport  the  clause,  because  it  will  have 
the  effect  of  creating  more  licences  to  be 
bought  out.  The  clause  ought  to  be 
tried  for  one  or  two  years,  and  I  think  the 
probable  result  would  be  a  diminution 
of  the  evils  resulting  from  drink  to  a 
degree  so  convincing  aa  to  induce  a  con- 
tinuance of  the  work  not  only  in  the 
direction  of  issuing  no  new  licences,  but 
in  reducing  the  present  number  of 
licences. 

(6.28.)  Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.)  :  I  confess  I  regret 
that  the  Government  cannot  support  the 
clause  as  it  8t4i,nds.  I  quite  understand 
the  reasons  which  induce  them  to  with- 
draw the  clause  as  it  stood,  with  the 
many  Amendments  standing  against  it 
ou  the  Paper.  I  believe  some  of  the 
Amendments  were  very  good  ones,  and 
might  have  been  very  well  accepted  by 
the  Government.  Still,  there  is  no 
doubt  they  would  have  drawn  the  House 
into  a  very  considerable  discussion  wbich 
at  this  time  of  the  Session  it  is  almost 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  con- 
template. But  as  the  clause  has  been 
simplified,  I  really  do  not  see  why  the 
Government  cannot  accept  it.  It  is 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  there  are 
too  many  licences  in  the  country,  and 
surely  the  simplest  way  of  beginning  to 
reduce  them,  if  we  cannot  hit  on  a  plan 
for  reducing  those  in  existence,  is,  at 
any  rate,  not  to  create  any  more  for  a 
time.  Now,  the  principal  part  of  the 
dause,  in  addition  to  tlmt  which  we  are 
now  discussing,  was  that  relating  to 
special  cases  and  new  districts.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  proper  subject  for  con- 
sideration, but  I  do  nut  press  the 
Government  on  that.  All  the  great 
majority  of  the  House  wishes  is  to 
do  something  to  decide  the  question. 
We  have  not  decided  yet  what  we  are 
agreed  to  do.  That  is  precisely  what 
was  the  position  of  affairs  in  1871,  when 
the  House,  without  a  Division,  I  believe, 
decided  to  suspend  the  creation  of  new 
licences  for  one  year,  in  order  that  the 
country  and  the  House  might  have  time 
to  consider  the  whole  question.     That  is 


the  position  in  which  we  now  are.  If 
the  Government  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment  as  it  now  stands,  I  hope 
that  they  will  accept  it  with  a  limitation 
to  one  year.  I  am  not  surprised  at  tha 
Government  not  caring  to  enter  on  this 
burning  question  ;  but,  still,  it  most  be 
settled  one  way  or  the  other.  I  do  hop© 
the  Government  will  oonsidev  whether 
they  can  accc])t  the  Amendment  with 
the  limitation  I  have  suggested ;  if  they 
do  not,  I  shall  certainly  have  to  go  into 
the  Lobby  against  them. 

(G.33.)iMr.  SYDNKY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I  think  that  no  new 
licences  should  be  granted.  The  only 
argument  advanced  against  the'  retention 
of  this  clause  seems  to  be  that  the  refusal 
tu  grant  new  licences  will  create  a 
greater  monopoly  in  the  liquor  trade  than 
at  present  exists.  But  I  hold  that  the 
liirger  the  number  of  houses  licensed 
for  the  sale  of  drinks  the  greater  is  the 
amount  of  intoxicating  liquor  consumed. 
We  ai-e  not,  however,  discussing  that 
point  this  afternoon.  Never,  I  think, 
have  any  Government  made  such  propo- 
sitions with  reference  to  compensation  as 
were  made  by  tliis  Government  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session.  I  contend 
that  if  we  agreed  to  the  retention  of  tliis 
clause  less  compensation  would  have 
been  paid  than  if  the  clause  were  rejected. 
Whatever  may  be  the  raouo|)oly,  there  is 
no  doubt  that  there  would  be  a  larger 
demand  for  compensation  for  four  houses 
than  if  there  were  only  tlirt-e.  We  on 
this  side  of  the  House  desire  to  retain 
this  clause.  We  believe  it  will  be  a  step 
towards  a  diminution  in  the  consumption 
of  intoxicating  liquors.  Wo  do  not 
believe  that  this  increased  monoiwly  will 
n-ally  entail  a  larger  amount  of  compen- 
sation, because,  when  the  question  \>l 
compensation  comes  to  be  argued,  the 
question  will  turn  upon  the  amount  of 
profits  made. 

(6.36.)  Me.  mark  STEWART 
(Kirkcudbright)  :  I  have  taken  a  some- 
what prominent  part  in  advocating  the 
retention  of  these  licensing  clauses,  and 
I  hope  that  the  Government  will  leave 
this  an  open  question,  for  there  are  many 
of  their  supporters  who  would  like  to  see 
this  clause  retained,  and  who  would 
very  much  regret  having  to  vote  against 
them. 

(6.37.)  Me.  COGHILL  (Newcastle- 
under-Lyne) :    There     are     many    hon. 
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Members  un  this  side  of  the  House  who 
are  in  £ayoar  of  the  retention  of  the 
claase,  and  who  will  be  obliged  to  vote 
againat  the  Government  if  they  persist 
in  seeking  to  omit  it. 

(6.38.)  Captiin  BOWLES  (Middle- 
sex, Eofield) :  No  doabt  those  who  axe 
in  favour  of  prohibition  would  like  to 
see  this  cliiuse  retained  in  the  Bill. 
Many  hon.  Members  are  in  favour  of 
dealing  with  this  licensing  question  by 
means  of  Local  Option ;  but  if  the  Govern- 
ment retain  this  clause  in  the  Bill,  they 
will  be  practically  shutting  the  door  to 
trusting  localities  in  this  matter  hereafter. 
I  think  each  locality  might  be  left  very 
well  to  decide  for  itself  what  public 
houses  shall  be  retained  in  its  midst. 
There  is  one  important  point  which 
seems  to  be  overlooked,  and  that  is  that 
there  are  many  brewing  firms  who  have 
nearly  a  monoiioly  of  public  houses  in 
given  districts ;  and  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  if  this  clause  were  passed,  the 
result  would  be  to  secure  their  monopoly, 
and  they  would  thereupon  treat  the 
pubho  to  inferior  drinks.  Some  hon. 
Members  laugh  at  that  suggestion,  but 
bad  aa  good  beer  may  be,  bad  beer  is  a 
great  deal  worse.  With  these  few 
remarks  I  will  conclude  by  expressing 
the  hope  that  the  Government  will 
persist  in  their  proposal  to  withdraw  the 
olause. 

•(6.40.)  Me.  J.  C.  WTEVENSON 
(South  Shields) :  No  one,  I  think,  will 
venture  to  say  that  our  present  licens- 
ing ,  system  is  satisfactory ;  and  any 
proposal  to  arrest  the  system  of  a  single 
year  in  order  to  clear  the  way  for 
a  new  departure  should,  I  think,  be 
heai-tily  welcomed.  I  fail  to  see  why 
the  Government  should  not  for  a  single 
year  suspend  the  system,  and  next  yeax 
endeavour  to  deal  with  this  most  difficult 
question  in  the  way  in  which  it  should 
be  dealt  with.  The  clause  as  it  orig[in- 
ally  stood  in  the  Bill,  while  permitting 
new  licences  in  certain  circumstances 
did  not  provide  that  the  additional  value 
given  to  the  premises  by  such  licences 
should  be  the  property  of  the  public, 
but  created  new  interests  in  private 
hiinds. 

•(6.42.)  Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  had 
not  the  advantage  of  hearing  the 
ruasons  adduced  in  support  of  the 
Motion  by  my  hon.  Colleague  the 
senior    Member    for    Dundee    on    this 
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clause  ;  but,  regarding  it  as  a  practica' 
question,  it  appears  to  me  it  is  most 
desirable  that  we  should  avail  our- 
selves of  the  opportunity  this  proposal 
of  tht'  Government  gives  us  to  put  a 
check  on  the  means  for  the  sale  of 
drink.  I  have  no  doubt  that  before  this 
clause  was  proposed  by  the  Government 
it  was  very  carefully  considered,  and  it 
appears  to  me  tliat  the  reasons  which 
then  existed  for  its  introduction  in  the 
Bill  must  remain  as  valid  now  as  then. 
If  anything  could  have  induced  me — 
lind  at  one  time  I  wavered  in  my  mind 
as  to  the  course  I  ought  to  take — to  have 
supported  the  Compensation  Clauses  in 
Bill,  it  was  this  suspension  clause.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  to  impose  a  limitation 
upon  the  continual  gi-owth  of  public 
houses  was  a  most  desirable  object ;  that 
it  was  the  one  bright  spot  in  the  Bill 
which  oounterbalanctid  its  faults.  I  still 
think  it  i.s  mo-st  desii-iblo  the  Bill  should 
contain  some  such  enactment  Let  us 
try  and  adopt  the  view  of  the  lion.  Baro- 
net opposite,  and,  at  all  events,  let  us  en- 
deavour for  one  year — and  after  the  ex- 
citement of  the  last  few  weeks  we  need 
a  little  time  for  reflection — to  see  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  suspending  the 
issue  of  new  licences.  If  we  only  make 
that  experiment  for  one  year,  it  will  give 
us  time  to  formulate  our  views  with  re- 
gard to  the  legislation  of  the  future.  I 
shall,  under  these  circumstances,  vote  for 
the  retention  of  this  clause  in  the  Bill. 

(6.45.)  Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast, 
S.)  •  I  wish  to  join  in  the  appeal  to  the 
Government  to  retain  this  clause.  I  have 
consistently  supported  them  through- 
out the  Session  in  all  the  important 
Divisions.  1  trust  that  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  on  this 
side  will  he  accepted,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernmont  will  see  their  way  to  retain 
the  clause  in  the  Bill,  and  thus  avoid  the 
painful  necessity  which  would  be  thrown 
upon  some  of  us  of  voting  against  our 
Party. 

•(6.46.)  Mk.  RITCHIE:  Some 
weighty  reasons  have  been  given  by  my 
hon.  Friends  in  favour  of  the  olause,  but 
the  reasons  which  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment from  accepting  their  advice  are  of 
considerably  greater  weight.  I  do  not 
think  I  was  bound  to  put  a  notice  on  the 
Paper,  because  some  days  ago  I  gave  full 
and  adequate  notice  that  I  should  more 
the  omission  of  the  clause.     The  Govern- 
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mont  have  accepted  certain  Amendments, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  the  proposal 
now  before  the  House  has  assumed  an 
extremely  simple  form,  but  it  might  be 
argued  that  it  is  an  extremely  objection- 
able form.  If  the  clause  were  retained,  it 
would  [irevent  the  issue  of  any  new 
licence  fiir  an  hotel  or  any  other  place,  | 
though  absolutely  wanted ;  it  would 
prevent  the  granting  of  a  licence  on 
removal,  and  no  renewal  of  an  old 
licence  could  be  given.  Therefore,  the 
Government  cannot,  possibly  assent  to 
the  clause.  To  accept  it  woixld  be  a 
gross  breach  of  faith.  In  consequence 
of  the  position  which  the  Government 
have  taken  up,  many  lion.  Gentlemen 
have  been  prevented  from  moving 
Amendments,  and,  therefore,  if  the  Go- 
vernment accept  this  amended  clause,  it 
would  be  a  bi-each  of  faith.  It  has  been 
suggested  that  wo  should  accept  the 
Bill  for  one  year,  but  it  is  impossible  for 
tiie  Government  to  hold  out  any  expec- 
tation, as  has  been  suggested,  that  they 
will  legislate  on  the  subject  next  Session. 
They  will  have  much  to  do  next  Session, 
but  among  their  measures  they  do  not  in- 
clude the  re-arrangement  of  the  licensing 
system.  It  will,  therefore,  be  impossible 
for  them  to  accept  the  proposal  to  confine 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  one  year. 
I  very  much  regret  that  in  this 
matter  we  cannot  have  the  support  of 
some  of  my  hon.  Friends  behind  me, 
but  we  must  adhere  to  our  proposals. 

(6.49.  Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
I  have  heard  with  great  regret  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do 
not  think  it  lay  with  the  Government, 
after  having  consented  to  Amendments, 
to  say  that  they  could  not  accept  the 
clause  without  being  guilty  of  a' breach  of 
faith.  The  better  coarse  would  be  for  the 
Government  to  say  what  modifications 
they  think  will  be  absolutely  essential 
for  the  proper  working  of  the  clause,  and 
allow  the  House  to  consider  it  in  that 
form.  I  hope  that  even  now  the  Govern - 
raeiit  will  agree  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester. 
It  is  quite  within  the  power  of  the 
(jovernment  to  introduce  modifications, 
and  I  think  that  the  House  is  so  anxious 
t-o  deal  with  the  question  in  an  effective 
way  that  it  will  be  willing  to  accept  less 
for  the  sake  of  getting  an  improved  plan. 
It  has  been  sugge8t«d  that  tbe  value  of 
existing  licensed  houses  will  be  increased  if 
i/r.  Jiitehie 


no  new  licenses  are  g^nted  ;  but  I  think 
that  that  argument  is  outweighed  by  the 
consideration  that  if  new  licences  are 
granted,  you  create  new  vested  interests. 
I  think  the  Government  will  be  acting 
in  accord  with  the  feelings  of  many  of 
their  own  supporters  if  they  retain  the 
clause  and  introduce  necessary  Amend- 
ments on  the  Report  stage. 

(6.53.)  Mb.  CORNWALLIS  (Maid- 
stone) :  I  deeply  regret  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  to  withdraw  the  clause. 
I  fully  appreciate  their  efforts  in  the 
cause  of  temperance,  but  cannot  support 
the  amended  clause  in  its  present  crude 
form.  I  hope  that  oven  now  it  is  not 
too  late  for  the  Government  to  show  the 
Committee  the  way  out  of  the  difficulty, 
so  as  not  to  leave  this  pressing  question 
open  any  longer.  The  Government  have 
shosvn,  by  bringing  in  the  Bill,  that  they 
know  the  evils  arising  from  the  liquor 
traffic,  and  the  time  is  now  near  when 
there  must  be  some  restriction  on  the 
issue  of  new  licences.  It  is  on  tliat 
account  that  I  wish  to  see  the  Govern- 
ment do  something  to  accomplish  the 
object  which  so  many  have  in  view. 

(6.54.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  128;  Noes  157.— (Div.  List, 
No.  -216.) 

Clause  9  omitted. 

Clause  10  omitted. 

Clause  1 1  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  omitted. 

Clause  13. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  jwige  8,  line 
3,  to  leave  out  from  beginning  of  line,  to 
end  of  line  1 1,  page  9,  and  insert — 

"The  expressions  'borgh,'  'police 
tnrgh,'  and  '  pohoe  commissioners,'  h»ve 
lespectiTely  the  same  meaning;  as  in  '  The  Local 
Government  (Scotland)  Act,  1889.'"— (Jfi . 
Kitc/iit.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  1 4  agreed  to. 
Preamble  agreed  to. 
Bill  reported  as  amended. 

(Question  proposed,  ''That  the  Bill,  as 
amended,  be  considered  to-morrow." — 
{Mr.  Ritcliie.) 

(7.10.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  It 
is  necessary  that  we  sliuuld  Ixavo  the  Bill 
reprinted  in  its  amended  form  in  order 
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that  we  may  give  notice  of  Amendmente, 
if  necessary,  on  the  report  stoge.  I 
would  ask  that  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  be  set  down  for  Monday,  for  we  do 
not  now  know  wliat  we  are  dealing  witli ; 
nobody  knows  exactly  what  the  Bill  is  in 
liB  present  shape. 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SMrrH,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  must 
be  aware  that  this  was  the  subject  of  a 
question  and  answer  earlier  in  the 
evening,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
appealed  to  last  evening  to  fix  Report 
■tage  for  to-morrow  in  the  event  of 
Committee  being  finished  early  this 
evening.  We  have  undertaken  that  the 
Bill  shall  be  reprinted  and  in  the  hands 
of  Members  to-morrow,  and  I  should  be 
breaking  faith  with  hon.  Members  if  I  did 
not  set  it  down  for  to-morrow. 

Db,  CLARK  ;  But  if  we  only  get  the 
Bill  to-morrow,  it  will  be  impossible  for 
ua  to  give  notice  of  Amendments  in  the 
usual  way. 

•Mr.  W.  H,  SMITH:  I  think  hon. 
Members  are  well  aware  of  the  position 
of  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  and  it  is  perfectly 
in  the  power  of  hon.  Members  to  put 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  this  evening 
without  having  the  reprinted  Bill.  Inm 
under  engagement  to  take  the  Report 
stage  to-morrow. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  considered  to-morrow,  and 
to  be  printed.    [Bill  404.] 

SUPPLY— REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £4,898,551 
(including  a  Supplementarr  Rum  of  £60,000), 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  couno  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1S91,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  ol  the  Post  Office 
Services,  the  Expenses  of  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks,  and  Uovemment  Annuities  and  In- 
surances, and  the  OoUeotion  of  the  Post  Office 
Revenue." 

♦(7.15.)  Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Central) :  I  propose  on  the  Post 
Office  Vote  to  raise  a  question  of  some 
im]>ortance  in  connection  with  the 
financial  position   of  the  Postal  Service. 


I  propose  to  show  that  there  has  been 
a  large  and  arrowing  increase  in  the  gross 
Post  Office  revenue  iii  the  last  few  years, 
while  at  the  same  time  there  has  been 
considerable  neglect  and  delay  in  im- 
provement of  Piistal  Service.  Few 
people  are  aware,  I  thiiik,  of  the  extent 
at  which  Post  Office  revenue  lias  grown 
of  late  years  ;  the  figures  are  rather  sur- 
prising. In  1860,  when  the  Po&t  Office 
had  recovered  altogether  from  the 
changes  made  by  the  introduction  of 
penny  postage,  I  find  the  net  surplus 
revenue  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  after 
deducting  the  cost  of  the  packet  service, 
was  £440,000.  Ten  years  later,  in  1870, 
the  net  Post  Office  revenue  had  increased 
to  £1,1 73,000,  in  1880  it  was  £2,225,000, 
and  in  the  year  ending  March  31st  last 
the  net  surplus  revenue  paid  into  the 
Exchequer  was  £3,336.000.  During  the 
whole  of  that  period,  with  few  exceptions, 
the  progress  of  the  increase  in  Post  Office 
revenue  was  continuous.  In  the  years 
1884  and  1887  there  were  slight  reduc- 
tions as  compared  with  the  previous 
years  in  consequence  of  voiy  large 
capital  expenditure,  in  the  one  case  in 
making  preparations  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  system  of  parcel  post,  and  in 
the  other  cases  by  the  purchase  of  an  ex- 
pensive site  for  the  extension  of  Post 
Office  and  Savings  Bank  premises  in  the 
City  of  London  at  a  cost  of  £300,000. 
With  these  exceptions,  the  increase  has 
been  continuous  up  to  the  present  time. 
During  the  last  four  years  the  increase 
has  been  greater  than  it  ever  was  before. 
On  the  average,  during  the  Inst  four 
years  the  increase  has  been  something 
like  £200,000  a  year,  so  that  in  the 
present  year  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer is  receiving  about  £000,000  more 
from  the  Post  Office  than  he  did  when  he 
came  into  office.  The  income  derived 
from  the  Post  Office  is  six  times  greater 
than  it  was  30  years  ago,  and  three  times 
greater  than  it  was  20  years  ago.  The 
question  is,  has  this  large  increase  been 
obtained  by  neglect  of  improvements  in 
the  Service,  which  the  public  have  a 
right  to  expect  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Canterbury  in  a  recent  pamphlet  has 
enumerated  no  fewer  than  00  different 
points  on  which  he  considers  improve- 
ments might  be  carried  out,  and,  with- 
out committing  myself  to  all  the  various 
items,  I  feel  bound  to  give  it  as  my  opinion 
that  in  the  very  large  majority  of  cases 
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the  hon.  Member  has  right  on  his  side. 
Irrespective  of  those  specific  points,  there 
are  certain  general  heads  in  which  im- 
provement is  required  in  the  Postal 
Service.  The  means  of  cross  communi- 
cation, not  only  between  rural  districts, 
but  also  between  towns  of  considerable 
importance,  arc  deficient,  and  as  the 
result  letters  take  two  days  in  transit 
from  one  district  to  another ;  there  are 
large  districts  of  great  commercial  im- 
jwrtancc  in  which  there  is  no  second 
delivery,  and  consequently  a  large  propor- 
tion of  theii  correspondence  takes  two  days 
in  transit ;  there  are  numerous  cases  in 
which  suburbs  of  large  towns  are  not 
included  in  the  town  delivery  ;  there  are 
a  great  many  scattered  hamlets  in  which 
there  is  no  delivery  at  all  and  where 
inhabitants  have  to  send  a  mile  or  two 
for  their  letters ;  there  are  important 
commercial  centres  where  accelerations 
ought  to  be  made,  and  especially  of  the 
foreign  mails.  We  had  the  question 
raised  a  day  or  two  ago  in  connection 
with  the  mails  to  the  West  of  England, 
and  there  are  other  illustrations  of  the 
way  in  which  improvements  under  this 
head  might  be  effected  ;  and,  lastly,  the 
Parcel  Post  greatly  needs  simphfication 
and  reduction  in  charges.  Of  course,  all 
those  improvements  would  involve  addi- 
tional expenditure  in  the  first  instance, 
but  the  almost  invariable  experience  of 
the  Post  Office  has  been  that  such  in- 
creased expenditure  is  evcntunlly  covered 
by  increased  income,  and  that  usually 
in  a  comparatively  short  time.  There 
is  no  question  also  that  the  Depart- 
ment has  fallen  behind  in  respect 
to  offering  increased  public  facilities,  as 
compared  with  other  countries.  I  can 
cite  the  Permanent  Secretary,  Sir  Arthur 
Blackwood,  as  a  witness,  who,  at  the 
Jubilee  Memorial  Dinner  a  short  time 
ago,  said  it  was  true  that  some  countries 
which  followed  us  in  the  postfil  reforms 
introduced  by  Sir  Rowland  Hill,  had  in 
some  respects  outstripped  us  in  improve- 
ments since,  and  lie  confessed  to  some 
feeling  of  humiliation  when  at  Inter- 
national Postal  Conferences  he  liad  been 
naked  if  England,  so  long  in  the  van  of 
|X>stal  reform,  was  now  going  to  take 
second  place.  Sir  Arthur  Bhickwood 
went  on  to  say,  avoiding  any  criticism  of 
the  doings  of  his  superiors,  tliathe  should 
like  to  see  the  Department  administered 
nn  something  like  fair  commercial  prin- 
Mr.  Shaw  Ltfevrt 


ciples  to   the    pubUo   at  large,   offering 
increased    facilities    and    extending  its 
work  in  the  country.     Now,  Sir  Arthur 
Blackwood  is  one  of  the   most  loyal  antl 
courteous   of    public   servants  ;  he  was 
trained  at  the  Treasury,  and  has  all  the 
instincts  of  a  Treasury  official.     So  that 
such  language,  coming  from  him,  is  strong 
support  to  my  contention  that   improve- 
ments and  extensions  of  Poet  Office  work 
are  neglected.     Why  is    it,  then,   that 
the    Post  Office  has  thus  fallen  behind- 
hand in  respect  of  improvements  ?    That 
the  Post  Office    has     fallen     somewhat 
behindhand     in     respect     of    improve- 
ments   in     the     Service     is     not     the 
&ult  of  the  officials  of  the  Post  Office. 
So   far  as  my  experience  goes,  they  are 
still  imbued  with  the  traditions  infused 
into    the   Department   by    the  late   Sir 
Rowland   Hill,   and   it  is  the  fact  that 
from  that  time  to  the  present  almost  all 
great  reforms  in   the  Department  have 
been   suggested  by  permanent  officials; 
axid    in  this    connection  I  might  men- 
tion   the     names   of     Mr,     Scudamore, 
Mr.  Tilley,    and  others,   and  I    believe 
there    are    men    now     in    the    Service 
quite  as  able  and  quite  as  williug  to  in- 
stitute improvements  and  reforms  as  the 
men  I  have  mentioned.     I  do  not  believe 
it  is  due  to  my  right    hon.    Friend   the 
Postmaster  General.     I  think    my  right 
hon.  Friend  himself  must  bo  conscious  of 
the    need    of   improvements    in   many 
directions.     The   Postmaster  General  is 
controlled  and  restrained  by  the  superior 
powers  at  the  Treasury,  and  I  cannot  but 
think  that  of  late  years  the  power  of  the 
Treaaury  over  the  Post  Office  has  been 
increasLnp,   and  that  the  tendency  has 
been  to  convert  the  Postmaster  General 
into  a  subordinate  officer  of  the  Treasury. 
I  cannot  but  think  that    it   was   to   the 
Treasury  my  right  hon.  Friend  referred 
when,att!iejubileedinner,he spoke  of  the 
progressive  and  reforming  spirit  of  the 
Department  being  checked  by  the  influence 
of  his  partner  "  Jorkins."  It  is,  no  doubt, 
a  fact  that  the  Treasury   is  supreme  in 
all   matters  of  Post  Office   expenditure. 
The   Chancellor  of   the    ICxchequer,   as 
guardian  of  the  public  purse,  and   wash- 
ing, no  doubt,  to  add  to  the  income  of 
the   country,    practically   overrules    the 
Postmaster  General  inaU  the  applications 
which  the  kktter  makes  to  him.     It  is  a 
fact  that  the  Postmaste-r  General  cannot 
spend  a  single  penny  of  the  money  which 
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he  receives  from  the  Post  Office  on  im- 
provemente  of  any  kind,  flmall  or  large, 
without  the  previous  consent  and 
approval  of  the  Treasury.  lu  all  ques- 
tions of  extensions  of  offices,  new 
branches,  improvements  of  service,  and 
additional  deliveries,  the  Post  'Office  is 
under  the  strictest  rules  laid  down  b^^  the 
Treasury  not  to  incur  any  expenditure 
until  it  Clin  be  shown  that  it  will  be 
accompanied  by  an  increase  of  Income  suf- 
ficient to  meet  the  increased  expenditure. 
With  regard  to  local  improvements  and 
more  important  matters,  the  consent  of 
the  Treasury  has  to  be  obtained,  and  I 
think  I  am  right  in  saying  tliat  when  a 
question  goes  to  the  Treasury  it  is  per- 
haps necessarily  regarded,  in  the  main, 
from  a  Treasury  point  of  view.  I  do  not 
doubt  that  the  riglit  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  some 
extent,  takes  into  account  the  require- 
ments of  the  public  and  the  necessities 
of  the  Service  ;  still,  it  is  only  in  human 
nature  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  consider  the  interests  of  the 
Exchequer  from  a  revenue  point  of  view 
rather  than  the  interests  of  the  Post  Office 
from  a  public  jwint  of  view.  I  cannot 
help  remembering  that  whilst  we  have 
seen  this  continuing  increase  of  revenue 
from  the  Post  Office  on  the  one  hand,  on 
the  other  we  have  oomplants  that  im- 
provements are  not  made  in  the  Post 
Office,  and  that  there  is  neglect  and  dels}' 
in  giving  facilities  which  the  public  want. 
The  effect  of  the  Treasury  curb  is  felt 
over  the  whole  Postal  Service.  The 
I'  Postmaster  General  himself  does  not 
like  to  be  continually  urging  improve 
ments  on  the  Treasury  when  he  knows 
that  a  large  number  of  them  will  con- 
stantly be  refused,  and  there  is  the  same 
feeling  among  the  officers  of  the  Post 
Office  lielow  him.  Tliis  affects  also  the 
question  of  economies  which  might  be 
carried  out,  Ijecause  there  is  a  feeling 
among  the  officials  tiint  the  mone}-  saved 
by  economies  is  not  used  for  the  Ijenefit 
of  the  Service,  but  goes  to  swell  the 
Treasury  surplus  ;  and  it  is  only  human 
nature,  therefore,  that  the  Post  Office 
officials  are  not  so  eager  to  effect  econo- 
mies us  they  might  be  if  the  savings 
effected  went  towards  improvements  in 
the  Post  Office  itself.  I  think  I  am 
right  in  saying  that,  aa  a  matter  of  fact, 
no  other  country  in  the  world  makes  the 
same  income  out  of  its  Post  Office  that 


we  do.  In  some  countries  the  expendi- 
ture is  greater  than  the  revenne. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  That  is  the  case  in  every  country 
but  one. 

•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Yes,  in  no 
case  but  our  own  is  there  any  consider- 
able revenue  made  out  of  the  Post  Office. 
I  cannot  but  think  that  some  change  ift 
necessary  in  the  relations  between  the 
Post  Office  and  the  Ti-easury  which  will 
give  a  freer  hand  to  the  Postmaster 
General  in  the  institution  of  improve- 
ments in  the  Post  Office  itself  ;  and  that 
there  should  be  a  fixed  limit  to  the  in- 
come to  be  derived  from  the  Post  Office, 
so  that  facilities  of  all  kinds  to  the 
public  may  be  incresised.  I  do  not 
suggest  that  the  whole  surplus  income 
should  be  given  over  for  improvement* 
in  the  Postal  Service  ;  that  would  mean 
a  large  increase  of  taxation  in  other 
directions,  and  I  am  not  in  favour  of 
such  a  course.  The  surplus  for  this  year 
is  £3,335,000,  from  which  there  is  to  be 
deducted  a  certain  amount  of  expendi- 
ture on  buildings  amounting  to  alwut 
£140,000.  I  am  content  to  put  the 
limit  at  £3,000,000  a  year.  I  should 
not  propose  that  the  limit  should 
be  statutory,  but  rather  a  Parlia- 
mentary and  Departmental  one ;  that 
there  should  be  a  general  under- 
standing that  only  £3,000,000  should 
be  paid  over  by  the  Post  Office 
to  the  Treasury.  The  suggestion  which, 
I  make  has  met  with  the  general 
approval  of  Chambers  of  Commerce 
throughout  the  country,  and  I  tliink  that 
the  Government  would  do  well  to  adopt 
a  suggestion  of  this  kind.  Tlio  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  revenue,  would  do  well  to 
consider  this  matter,  because  he  cannot 
but  be  aware  that  there  is  a  g^wing 
discontent  in  commercial  circles  at  the 
neglect  of  improvements  which  charao^ 
tenses  the  Post  Office.  Dui'ing  the  last 
few  years  the  increase  in  the  surplus 
has  amounted  to  £200,000  or  £300,000 
a  year. 

Thk  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN.  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  During  the  lost  five 
years  it  has  only  been  about  £100,000. 

•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  admitted 
at  the  commencement  of  my  speech  that 
in  1884  and  also  in  1887 — in  consequence 
of  the  verj'  large  capital  expenditure  in 
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1 885  on  the  preparations  for  the  Parcels 
Poet,  and  in  conseqaenoe  of  payments  to 
the  extent  of  £300,000  having  to  be 
made  for  aitos  and  the  increase  in  the 
Post  Office  Savings  f^nk  business  in 
London — there  was  a  temporary  reduc-  | 
tion,  but  I  think  the  fairer  way  to  | 
deal  with  the  matter  is  to  take 
decennial  periods,  and  I  have  given  the 
figures  for  those  periods.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  cannot  gainsay  that 
the  surpluses  of  the  Post  Office,  taking 
into  account  the  Packet  Service  lias  in- 
creased from  £440,000  in  1860  to 
over  £3,000,000  in  1890.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  revenue  has 
multiplied  six  times  in  30  years.  My 
belief  is  that  there  is  a  general  impres- 
sion throughout  the  country  tliat  Post 
Office  improvements  are  being  neglected 
and  that  postal  facilities  of  all  kinds 
tiiat  the  public  demand  are  being 
refused.  I  believe  that  unless  some- 
thing in  the  direction  I  have  indicated 
is  done,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  risk  a 
much  larger  and  wider  demand  which 
n)ay  trench  to  a  much  greater  extent  on 
liis  surplus.  I  think,  therefoi-e,  that  in 
the  interest  of  tiie  revenue  he  has  been 
receiving  for  the  hist  few  years,  he  will 
do  well  to  adopt  the  suggestion  which  I 
have  made,  and  to  give  a  freer  hand  to 
the  Postmaster  Genenil  in  the  disposal 
of  the  surplus  beyond  a  certain  point, 
which  point,  as  I  say,  I  am  ready  to  put 
at  either  £3,000,000  or  £3,200,000. 

(7.46.)  Thk  SKCRETARY  to  thk 
TREASLTRY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given 
some  interesting  statements  of  what  he 
considers  to  be  the  views  of  the  public 
generally,  and  also  the  views  of  the  Post- 
master General  and  the  Secretary  to  the 
Post  Office.  I  understand  that  the 
speeches  he  quoted  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Post  Office  and  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  were 
Iwth  of  them  after-dinner  speeches, 
and  we  are  apt  sometimes  to  allow  a 
little  latitude  for  the  imagination  under 
auch  circumstances.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  desires,  ai>parently,  to  fix 
some  limit  to  the  net  revenue  which  is 
to  be  derived  frcim  the  Post  Office,  and 
I  gather  from  him  that  his  object  is  that 
the  balance  of  revenue  received  iilwve  a 
certain  sum  shall  be  expended  in  making 
improvements  in  the  Postal  Service 
Mr.  SImw  Lefevre 


generally.  But  neither  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  nor  the  Committee  need 
trouble  themselves  about  fixing  a  limit 
of  revenue,  lieeause  although  during  the 
last  two  or  tliree  years  the  revenue  has 
shown  a  tendency  to  increase,  yet  the 
figures  show  that  thei%  has  been  an 
enormously  increased  expenditure  in 
recent  years  on  the  improvement  of  the 
Postal  Service  ;  smd  I  may  say"  further — 
speaking  as  I  do  with  some  knowledge 
of  the  applications  which  have  been 
made  and  are  being  made  to  the  Treasury 
for  increased  expenditure — that  within 
the  next  few  years  there  must  be  a  very 
large  increase  of  expenditure  in  provid- 
ing additional  accommodation  for  increase 
of  busiuesa  These  is  hardly  one  of  our 
large  towns — uiiy,  there  is  hardly  one  of 
our  middle-sized  towns — where  increased 
accommodation  is  not  nece.ssary  and  mn.st 
be  provided  witliin  a  short  time.  In 
Londim  at  this  moment  there  are  schemts 
nf  improvement  on  foot  which  will  cost 
some  hundreds  nf  thousands  of  ixinnds, 
and  the  sooner  they  are  carried  out  the 
better  it  will  he  for  the  Service.  In 
Liverpool,  also,  improvements  are  ndvo- 
aited.  I  was  mther  horrified  to  hear 
that  the  Postmaster  General  had  received 
a  deputation,  who  had  suggested  that  he 
should  buy  a  site  in  Liverpool,  which  I 
think  will  cost  more  than  £300,000, 
and  those  improvements,  and  the  exten- 
sions in  connection  with  them,  will  in- 
volve an  expenditure  probably  of  not  less 
than  £500,000.  In  Glasgow,  in  Edin- 
burgh, in  Leeds,  and  in  nearly  all  the 
large  towns,  with  the  exception  of  only 
two  or  three  where  additional  provision 
is  being  completed,  a  large  expenditure 
is  pending  which  will  involve  an 
enormously  increased  charge  upon  the 
Post  Office  Department.  It  must  bo 
borne  in  mind  that  the  conditions  of  the 
Parcels  Post  Service  have  very  greatly 
increased  the  necessity  for  additional 
accommodation,  and  this  accommodation 
has  to  be  met  in  some  cases  at  a  very 
heavy  charge  in  consequence  of  the  sites 
required.  Space  ha.s  to  he  obtained  very 
often  in  the  most  expensive  parts  of  big 
cities.  There  has  been  an  experiment 
made,  which  I  believe  the  Postmaster 
General  will  be  able  to  show  has  been 
of  great  advantage,  and  which  has 
resulted,  so  far  as  London  is  concerned, 
in  partially  se()arating  the  great  centre 
for      the      Parcels     Post    from     these 
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of  the  letter  post  and  telegraphs.  This 
expenditure  will  go  nu,  and  1  am  seriously 
afraid  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's limitwill  becomeantomaticfromthe 
extension  of  the  Service  itself.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gives  us  figures 
from  -which  he  ilrnws  the  comforting  oou- 
clnsion  that  the  Post  Office  revenue  is 
increasing  at  an  enormous  rate.  He 
said,  however,  that  in  his  opinion  the 
Post  Office  was  lagging  behind.  There 
ia  not  a  single  piece  of  evidence  in 
support  of  that  statement.  I  do  not 
believe  the  Engli.sh  Post  Office  lags 
behind.  I  have  seen  something  of  it 
both  inside  and  outside,  and  I  believe  it 
keeps  up  with  the  times  very  well 
indeed.  In  the  five  years  commencing 
1879  and  ending  1884,  the  total 
revenue  of  the  Post  Office  was  a 
little  short  of  £37,000,000,  and  in  the  five 
years  ending  in  the  present  year,  the 
total  revenue  wns  a  little  over 
£45,000,000.  Therefore,  in  that  period 
there  had  been  an  increase  on  gross 
receipts  of  abt.ut  £8,500,000,  Very 
nearly  the  whole  of  that  £8,500,000  has 
been  given  in  improving  the  Postal 
Service,  because  the  net  Revenue  during 
the  same  period  has  only  increased  by 
about  £1,000,000.  The  money  has  been 
spent  in  increasing  wages,  increasing 
accommodation,  increasing  the  Mail 
Service,  increasing  deliveries,  and  in- 
creasing expenditure  in  every  way. 
This  is  a  conclusive  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  says  there  has 
been  nothing  done  for  the  improvement 
of  the  Postal  Service.  There  has  been 
a  very  large  increase  in  the  wages  paid, 
and  there  have  recently  been  changes 
which  involve  a  very  large  additional 
outlay.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  the  Treasury  has  within  the  last 
two  years  been  exercising  any  pressure 
or  unduly  resisting  any  improvement 
which  the  Postmaater  General  recom- 
mends, and  which,  after  full  considera- 
tion, tlie  Treasury  think  it  possible  to 
accept,  I  can  assure  him  he  is  mistaken. 
The  Ti'ensiiry  has  always  met  tbe 
requirements  of  the  Post  Office  in  a 
reasonable  spirit.  I  think  we  must, 
within  the  next  few  years,  expect  a  large 
increase  in  expenditure;  bat  as  far  as  I 
know,  the  relatioiiw  between  the  Treasury 
and  the  Post  Offiee  have  never  been 
marked  by  less  friction  than  is  now 
the  case.  The  Treasury  desires  to 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.    frmED  sbribs.! 


supplement  the  efforts  of  the  Postmaster 
General  in  giving  to  the  country  the 
benefit  of  an  efficient  and  cheap  Postal 
Service. 

(7.55.)  SiB  W.  HARCOURT (Derby): 
To  a  large  extent  I  share  the  sentiments  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down.  I  think  the  Treasury  acts  as  a 
very  useful  governor  upon  the  expendi- 
ture of  all  the  Government  Departments. 
I  have  myself  spent  a  longer  time  in 
Departments  than  at  the  Treasury,  and 
I  know  it  was  the  desire  of  my  Depart- 
ment to  get  as  much  money  as  wo  could. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  is  more  the  case 
with  the  Post  Office  than  in  any  other 
Department.  Naturally,  an  enthusiaa- 
tically  patriotic  Postmaster  General 
desires  to  give  the  public  as  much 
accommodation  as  he  can,  and  to  derive 
as  much  credit  as  he  can  for  so  doing, 
and  all  the  Departments  are  apt  to  make 
extraoniinarily  sanguine  estimates  of  the 
results  of  reductions.  Before  1  was  a 
Member  of  this  House  I  was  counsel 
before  the  Parliamentsiry  Committee 
which  considered  the  purchase  of  tele- 
graphs. Mr.  Scudamore,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Post  Office,  was  confident 
that  he  could  buy  the  telegmphs  for 
£3,000,000.  I  had  the  honour  of  being 
one  of  the  counsel  against  him,  and  we 
took  very  good  care  that  he  did  not 
purchase  the  telegraphs  for  less  that 
£10,000,000.  Since  that  time  the  tele- 
graphs have  never  paid  the  interest  on 
that  expenditure.  Then  came  our 
lamented  friend,  Mr.  Fawcett,  a  great 
Post  Office  reformer,  who  was  extremely 
sanguine  as  to  the  results  of  the  Parcel 
Poet  iu  a  pecuniary  sense,  and  as  to  the 
receipts  to  be  derived  from  the  reduced 
telegraph  rates.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  revenue  has  yet  recovered  from 
these  reforms.  If  so,  it  has  barely  done 
so,  after  the  lapse  of  many  years.  It  is 
necessary,  therefore,  to  be  cautions  in 
these  matters,  and  not  to  accept  too 
readily  estimates  which  are  made  as  to 
the  economical  results  of  great  reforms. 
Our  experience  shows  that  such  reforms 
never  have  paid.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has 
done  scant  justice  to  the  remarks  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
foi-d  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  My  right 
hon.  Friend  asks  us  that  if  a  certain 
fixed  sum  is  exceeded  the  surjilus  should 
go  to  the  public.  I  think  that  is  fair  if  the 
3  F 
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capital  sum  is  fixed  at  a  fair  figure.  The 
Post  OlEce  ia  conducted  as  a  commercial 
concern,  and  it  is  the  only  commercial 
concern  the  Government  have  ever 
entered  into  without  enormous  loss.  One 
peculiarity  about  the  Post  Office  is  that 
it  is  conducted  with  no  working  capital. 
In  any  other  commercial  concern  any 
extraordinary  demand  ia  met  from  the 
capital  account.  The  Post  Office  has 
always  met  capital  charges  out  of  its 
revenue.  What  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  try  and  do  is  to  estimate 
what  lias  been  the  capital  expenditure 
upon  the  Post  Office.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  could  be  ascertained,  but  I 
daresay  it  could  be  approximately  settled. 
Supposing  the  capital  is  fixed  at 
£50,000,000,  if  you  put  the  interest  at 
6  per  cent,  it  would  amount  on  the  whole 
to  £3,000,000  a  year.  The  Government 
might  very  fairly  say  they  were  entitled 
to  a  commercial  dividend  of  £3,000,000 
a  year,  and  that  if  they  earned  more 
than  that  the  surplus  should  be  given 
away  iu  additional  accommodation  to  the 
public.  I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  pro- 
tect the  revenue  of  the  Post  Office,  and 
I  think  that,  in  a  great  commercial 
concern  of  this  kind,  there  ought  to  be  a 
fair  commercial  profit  upon  the  money 
expended.  At  present  the  working 
expenses  are  about  three-fourths  of  the 
gross  receipts,  and  therefore  it  is  a  very 
expensive  business  to  manage.  Great 
demands  are  made  upon  the  Post  Office. 
I  do  not  at  all  complain  uf  those  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury 
(Mr.  Hcnniker  Ucaton).  They  are  all 
in  one  direction.  They  ai-e  all  abroad. 
I  can  understand  that  in  view  of  his 
colonial  connection  ;  but  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Members  to  consider  the  interests  of 
people  at  home. 

Mb.    HENNIKER    HEATON  :    AU 
their  relations  are  abroad. 

Sib  W.  HARCODRT  :  There  is  much 
to  be  done  at  home.  Since  the  reforms 
of  Mr.  Fawcett,  the  telegraph  system 
has  not  paid  its  working  expenses  until, 
I  think,  last  year.  A  year  or  two  ago 
I  know  it  did  not  pay  them  by  £100,000. 
The  rule  is,  that  telegraphic  communica- 
tion is  not  given  except  in  places  where 
it  will  pay.  Well,  in  my  opinion,  if  yon 
have  a  surplus,  your  generosity  should 
go  rather  in  the  direction  of  providing 
additional  facilitie,s  at  home  tlian  in 
gfiving  reduced  rates  abroad. 
iiir  W.  Harcourt 
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(8,11.)  Thb  CHANCELLOR  OF  THB 
EXCHEQUER(Mr.GosoHEN,St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  cei-tainly  cannot 
complain  of  the  tone  of  the  two  speeches 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  I  am  especially  grateful  for 
the  support  afforded  to  the  Treasury  by 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby.  The  relations 
between  the  Post  Office  and  the  Treasury, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Jackson) 
has  said, are  extremely  pleasant  at  present. 
Of  course,  there  must  occasionally  be 
differences  between  u  Department  which 
is  so  extremely  active  and  ambitious  as 
the  Post  Office,  and  a  Department  that 
must  have  some  regard  for  the  public 
purse.  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  opened  the  Depate  that 
the  Poet  Office  is  not  so  entirely  dis- 
couraged as  he  seemed  to  think.  A 
great  many  applications,  no  doubt,  are 
made  to  the  Treasury.  We  have  been 
able  to  grant  many  of  them,  and  we 
have  been  compelled  to  refuse  some.  I 
would  point  out  that  there  are  other 
objections  besides  the  objection  of 
expense  to  the  great  extension  of  the 
Post  Office,  and  to  the  adoption  of  all  the 
plans  proposed  to  them.  I  do  not  think 
it  desirable  to  increase  to  any  further 
extent  the  great  army  of  those  who  are 
employed  in  the  Service  of  the  State. 
An  increase  of  staff  often  involves  an 
increase  of  space,  and  very  often  the 
very  success  of  an  experiment  makes  it 
necessary  to  secure  additional  accommo- 
dion  with  the  result  that  any  possible 
profit  derived  from  the  improvement 
itself  is  eaten  up.  Both  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  admitted 
that  the  sum  of  £3,0l00,000  would  be  a 
fair  estimate  of  the  revenue  which 
might  be  reasonably  claimed  by  the  Poet 
Office,  and  they  have  suggested  that  pro- 
fits beyond  that  should  be  employed  for 
the  benefit  of  those  who  use  the  Post 
Office.  But  what  would  happen  is  this: 
If  you  gave  away  the  surplus  above 
£3,000,000,  in  one  or  two  years,  you 
would  probably  find  iu  the  third  year 
that  there  was  a  large  expenditure 
needed  for  buildings,  and  the  revenue 
would  fall  below  £3,000,000.  There 
has  recently  been  a  grtat  demand 
for  sites,  and  great  additional  expense 
occasionally  becomes  necessary  in  con 
nection  with  salekries.  We  have  had  to 
make  considerable  increases  in  the  pay 


^k 


1425 


SupjUy — 


{  Jdlt  31,  1890}       Revtnue  DepartmevLi.    1426 


of  telegraph  clerks  and  in  the  remunem- 
tion  of  some  of  the  Post  Office  emjJoyh. 
It  has  been  shown  that  the  growth  of 
revenue  has,  in  the  main,  been  devoted 
to  additional  expenditure  and  not  treated 
as  additional  profit.  The  net  revenue 
was  £3,000,000  five  years  ago,  and  it  is 
now  £3,340,000.  Therefoi-e,  in  the  last 
five  years  the  increase  in  the  annual 
revenue  has  only  been  £300,000,  while 
the  amount  that  has  properly  gone  in  the 
improvement  of  the  Service  and  to  im- 
proving the  position  of  the  Post  Office 
servants  has  been  very  mnch  larger.  I 
believe  there  has  been  a  great  miscon- 
ception on  this  point.  The  opinion  has 
been  expressed  that  n  very  large  portion 
of  the  increased  revenue  went  to  the 
State  ;  but  the  figures  I  have  given  show 
that  there  has  been  much  exaggeration 
on  the  subject.  I  really  do  not  think 
there  is  much  difference  between  our- 
selves on  this  aide  of  the  Committee  and 
the  right  hou.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  rather  gather 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  Post  Office  has 
been  acting  on  the  principle  I  laid  down, 
because  the  profits  were  £3,000,000  some 
years  ago,  and  they  are  about  the  same 
now. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  In  1881-1882  the 
net  revenue  was  £2,000,987,  while  in 
1882-1883  it  was  £3,037,000.  There- 
fore, as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Post  Office 
has  practically  acted  under  the  check  of 
the  Treasury  very  much  as  was  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
only  they  have  not  done  so  consciously. 
They  have  considered  all  the  matters 
suggested,  and  they  have  assented  to 
those  which  appear  to  be  reasonable, 
while  they  have  dissented  from  some 
which  appear  to  lie  too  costly.  We  cannot 
estimate  in  advance  the  cost  of  an  im- 
provement, seeing  that  the  cost  will 
increase  with  the  additional  hands  re- 
quired and  the  additionil  space  which 
may  have  to  bo  secured.  I  am  inclined 
to  think  that  there  is  force  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  suggestion,  that  when 
there  is  money  to  spare,  it  is  not  at  all 
so  certain  that  the  be.>t  means  of  appro- 
priating it  is  to  reduce  the  ocean  postage 
to  one  penny.  We  have  paid  regard  to 
the  sentiment  that  colonial  and  Indian 
postage  should  be  put  on  a  reasonable 
footing.  We  have  devoted  a  certain 
sum  to  that  purpose,  but  I  confess  it  is 


fairly  u|jen  to  question  whether  in  some 
parts  of  the  country  there  might  be  an 
extension  of  telegraphic  communication, 
even  though  it  was  not  absolutely  re- 
munerative. We  have  not  arrived  at  a 
point  when  the  Telegraph  Service  is  re- 
munerative, looking  at  the  enormous 
sum  paid  for  the  telegraphs  which  was 
sanctioned  by  a  Committt^e  of  the  House 
of  Commons  on  which  I  had  the  honour 
to  serve,  and  on  which  I  divided  occa- 
sionally in  minoriles  of  one  and  two 
against  the  enormous  sums  which 
the  eloquence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
was  unable  to  extract  from  the  majority 
of  the  Committee.  I  have  always  held 
that  the  majority  of  the  Committee  was 
over-por8ua<led  to  ]»y  twice  for  the 
same  article.  I  hope  that  wiU  be 
a  warning  to  other  Governments  to 
be  extremely  caref  al  before  we  embark 
upon  the  purchase  of  these  g^igantic 
undertakings. 

•(8.23.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  I  have  no  doubt  the  few 
remarks  I  am  about  to  make  will  be  re- 
ceived with  disapproval  on  both  Front 
Benches  ;  but,  nevertheless,  I  think  it  is 
necessary  to  make  them.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  hold  the  doctrine  that  the 
Post  Office  ought  not  to  bo  a  tax  collect- 
ing machine  ;  that  it  ought  to  make  such 
charges  as  will  prevent  the  trjmsmisaion 
of  communications  between  citizens, 
being  a  tax  on  those  who  send  them.  I 
contend  that  any  surplus  ought  to  be 
applied  in  improvements  and  not  in 
relief  of  taxation.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  that  facilities  at  home  should 
be  first  of  all  afforded,  but  what  I  wish 
to  particularly  urge  upon  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Postmaster 
General  is  that  the  wages  paid  to 
the  lower  class  of  servants  in 
the  Post  Office  are  not  such  as  ought  to  be 
paid.  At  present  there  are  very  great 
temptations  placed  before  very  poorly- 
paid  men.  These  temptations  are  in- 
creased by  the  neglect  by  the  public  of 
the  Post  Office  Regulatious.  Thefts  take 
place,  and  expenditure  is  incurred  in  de- 
tecting and  prosecuting  thieves.  I  sub- 
mit that  while  the  institution  is  a  paying 
institution,  there  ought  not  to  be  persons 
paid  not  only  starvation  wages,  but  ex- 
prased  to  special  temptation  by  having 
valuable  property  intrusted  to  them  for 
3  F  2 
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delivery.  There  is  no  real  relief  to  the 
nation  in  getting  £3,000,000  from  the 
Post  Office  and  relieving  taxation  to  that 
extent.  The  .sum  would  be  much  better 
expended  in  facilities  in  out  of  the  way 
districts  and  on  (elegi-apha  in  connection 
with  fisheries  and  other  industries  which 
would  enable  persons  to  contribute  to 
the  wealth  of  the  State,  and  would  pro- 
dace  greater  economy  in  the  end.  (8.30.) 

(9.0.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memljtirs  being  found  present, 

•(9.3.)  Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flint- 
shire) :  I  have  to  make  an  ap[>eal  to  the 
Postmaster  Qeneml  on  behalf  of  a  new 
Post  Office  for  Liverpool.  The  case  of 
Liverpool  is  a  very  urgent  one.  The 
grievance  is  one  of  old  standing.  The 
Liverpool  Post  Office  is  very  much  over- 
crowded, and,  besides,  it  is  placed  in  a 
very  inconvenient  situation  for  trade. 
The  fact,  too,  that  it  is  overcrowded, 
renders  it  very  unhcaltiiy  for  the 
employes.  They  are  crowded  together  in 
a  most  uneonifortabie  manner,  and 
although  the  Postmaster  has  done  every- 
thing in  his  power  to  mitigate  their 
discomfort,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
work  has  entirely  overgrown  the 
premises,  and  there  is  great  discontent 
among  the  emjiloyh  on  account  of  the 
way  they  are  unavoidably  treated.  I 
appeal  to  the  Postmaster  General  to  give 
serious  attention  to  the  grievance  of 
Liverpool  in  this  respect.  It  has  been 
going  on  for  many  years,  and  has  always 
been  getting  worse,  as  the  tmffic  and  the 
Post  Office  work  have  increased.  I  su  ppose 
there  is  no  town  in  the  Kingdom  whose 
trade  and  commerce  has  incrensed  to  a 
greater  extent  of  late  years  than  Liver- 
pool, and  the  Post  Office  work  has  increased 
accordingly.  Not  only  is  the  Post  Office 
overcrowded ;  it  is  in  a  very  bad  situa- 
tion. It  is  situated  in  a  very  poor 
— I  may  say  a  low  —  quarter  of 
the  town.  It  lay  close  to  the 
Sailors'  Home,  where  seamen  are 
discharged,  and  which  ia  frequented  by 
foreigners,  ond  everyone  knows  the 
accompaniments  of  such  people.  It  is 
surrounded  by  public  houses,  and  all 
sorts  of  coarse  accompaniments.  Many 
of  the  telegraiihists  employed  in  the 
Post  Office  are  women,  and  in  leaving  the 
place  they  are  snmetimes  subjected  to 
insult,  many  nf  them  being  jxisitively  in 
J/r.  JJrmllaujfh 


dread  of  going  home  in  consequence  of 
the  character  of  the  surroundings. 
Tliese  facts  are  already  known  both  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  and  to  the 
Postmaster  General,  and  I  think  it,  is 
time  something  should  be  done  to  provide 
Liverpool  with  a  proper  General  Post 
Office.  As  regards  the  general  question, 
I  think  the  employh,  as  a  rule,  are  over- 
worked, and  that  they  ought  to  be  better 
paid.  I  do  not  think  the  State  should 
employ  the  cheapest  labour  it  can  obtain, 
but  that  the  wages  paid  by  the  State 
should  be  ideal  wages.  That  would 
prevent  strikes  and  disorganisation  in 
Government  Departments.  I  am  glad 
that  the  Postmaster  General  has  lately 
made  some  substantial  concessions  to 
this  deserving  body  of  public  servants- 
It  should  be  the  aim  of  the  heads  of 
Departments  to  keep  the  men  in  & 
state  of  contentment,  and  I  therefore 
rejoice  at  every  improvement  made  is 
their  status.  . 

(9.11.)  Mr.  ATKINSON  (Boston): 
I  was  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Member 
testify  to  the  good  state  of  trade  in 
Liverpool.  It  is  a  condition  of  things 
one  might  always  expect  when  a  Con- 
servative Ministry  is  in  power,  and  if  my 
hon.  Friend  oppo8iti3  will  only  assist  in 
maintaining  them  in  Office,  1  have  no 
doubt  he  will  continue  to  have  cause  for 
congratulation  in  this  respect.  I  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  making  one  or  two 
suggestions  to  the  Postmaster  General 
not  of  a  local  character.  I  wish  to  raise 
the  question  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
we  Members  of  Parliament  are  charged 
for  letters  which  are  re-addressed  to  us 
and  by  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  sweeping  large  profits  into  the  common 
chest.  I  say  it  is  unfair,  especially  to 
hard  working  Members  of  Parliami'ut 
that  not  only  should  they  be  continually 
receiving  letters  from  their  constituents, 
asking  them  to  vote  in  a  particular  way 
— although  if  those  constituents  would 
reflect  ujion  the  consistent  speeches 
which  were  delivered  at  election  times, 
as  in  my  own  case,  they  would  know  in 
which  way  the  vote  would  be  given — I 
repeat,  I  think  it  is  rather  hard  on  them 
that  they  should  be  chai-ged  for  postage 
simply  because  those  letters  are  re- 
addressed  to  them  when  their  residence 
is  outside  the  London  area.  In  my 
case  I  have  been  subjected  during 
the  present  Session  to  a  fine  of  about 
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£20  under  these  oircumstances,  and 
when  we  see  tlie  Department  making 
profits  to  the  extent  of  millions  annually, 
I  think  we  have  a  right  to  call  on  the 
Postmaster  General  to  relievo  us  of  that 
burden.  It  is  his  duty,  I  think,  not  to 
endeavour  to  make  profits,  but  to  tran- 
sact the  business  of  the  country  cheaply, 
and  to  devote  any  sarplus  wliioh  he  may 
have  to  facilitate  the  mail  tra£Bc,  and  to 
decreasing  postal  rates. 

•(9.15.)  Mb.  CREMER  (Shoreditoh, 
Haggerston)  :  A  few  weeks  agu  I 
addressed  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  in 
regard  to  the  Petition  which  the  counter- 
men had  forwarded  to  him  ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  reply, 
courteously  informed  me  that  ho  was 
considering  the  claims  of  these  men, 
claims  which,  I  believe,  to  be  just,  he- 
cause  they  have  many  thousands  of 
pounds  passing  through  their  hands 
every  week,  and  in  the  main  they  are  a 
very  high-minded,  honourable,  and  trust- 
worthy body  of  servants.  They  are 
badly  paid  at  the  present  moment,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  I  think, 
admit  that  their  demands  are  fair  and 
just.  I  wish  now  to  ask  him  what 
decision  he  has  come  to  upon  their 
Petition,"  and  whether  he  is  inclined  to 
accede  to  the  request  which  they  have 
made.  There  are  other  matters  which  I 
desire  to  bring  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  no  spirit  of  complaint. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  was,  I  think,  quite  correct 
when  he  stated  that  many  reforms  in  the 
Post  Office  were  needed  before  we  took 
in  hand  snch  changes  as  has  been  so 
frequently  and  strenuously  urged  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Canterbury,  who  has  so 
near  his  heart  the  question  of  Ocean 
Penny  Postage.  Now,  I  desire  to  ask 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  anomalous  position  in  which 
the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom  are 
placed  in  regard  to  the  book  post.  Hon. 
Members  frequently  receive  h-om the  Con- 
tinent printed  matter,  enclosed  in  an 
envelope,  which  is  not  sealed,  but  which 
is  left  open  in  such  a  manner  that 
officials  of  the  Post  (JfBce  can  in  an  iu- 
stant  ascertain  if  the  packet  contains  any 
written  communication.  Packages  thus 
sent  come  at  a  cheap  rate.  Yet,  if  we 
desire  to  send  similar  packages  from 
Englandito  the  Continent,  we  have  to  pay 


exactly  double  what  Frenchmen  and 
Germans  have  to  pay  in  forwarding  them 
to  us.  I  cannot  understand  why  the 
people  in  the  United  Kingdom  should 
not  have  the  same  privileges,  and  not  be 
able  to  address  communications  to  friends 
on  the  Continent  at  the  same  rate  as 
people  living  on  the  Continent  are 
enabled  to  do,  and  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  that  question  his 
serious  consideration,  and  introduce  this 
much-needed  reform.  A  few  weeks  ago 
I  happened  to  have  occasion  to  address  a 
few  hundred  communications  to  friends 
on  the  Continent,  and  I  considered  it 
sufficient  for  my  purpose  if  the  envelope 
in  which  the  communications  were  en- 
closed was  cut  open  as  is  the  custom  on 
the  Continent,  so  as  to  enable  any 
officials  in  connection  with  the  Post 
Office  to  ascertain  if  the  package  con- 
tained any  priuted  matter.  Had  the 
envelope  been  sealed,  the  cost  of  postage 
would  have  btieu  5d.  each  package, 
because  it  weighed  a  trifle  over  the  half 
ounce,  and  I  therefore  resorted  to  this 
simple  and  ingenious  plan  of  cutting 
open  the  envelope,  thinking  by  that 
means  to  secure  the  privilege  of  the 
halfpenny  post;  but  I  was  informed  by 
the  Postmaster  in  my  district  that  this 
could  not  be  allowed ;  that  ft  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  envelope  to 
be  cut  open  from  corner  to  corner.  I 
declined  naturally  to  goto  the  expense 
of  5d.  for  each  package,  and  conse- 
quently the  Post  Office  lost  a  revenue  of 
Severn!  pounds,  simply  because  this  un- 
fortunate restriction  was  enforced.  An- 
other question  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
attention  is  that  of  carte  telegrams  which 
are  in  vogue  on  the  Continent,  and  by 
means  of  which  a  man  can  send  a 
message  for  a  charge,  I  believe,  of  3d. 
to  his  friends  through  a  pneumatic 
tube,  the  message  being  delivered  in  an- 
other jxirt  of  the  city  within  the  hour. 
Could  not  we  have  some  such  system 
adopted  in  this  country  ? 

The  chairman  :  Older,  order ! 
That  question  must  be  raised  on  the 
Telegraph  Vote. 

*Mb.  CREMER :  Of  course,  Sir,  if  you 
rule  that  this  is  out  of  order  now,  I  will 
defer  my  remarks  upon  it  until  the 
Telegraph  Vote  comes  before  the  Com- 
mittee. In  conclusion,  1  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider 
whether  the  enormous  revenue  which  he 
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derives  for  the  working  of  the 
machinery  of  the  Post  Office  cannot  be 
utilised  for  sume  of  these  reforms  1  I 
admit  that,  in  the  main,  his  management 
of  the  inatitutinn  is  economical,  although, 
1  Ijave  had  to  complain  once  or  twice 
of  u/casM  which  he  has  issued,  and 
which  I  believe  to  be  tyrannical  to  the 
employh.  It  was  never  contemplated 
that  the  Government  should  make  a 
profit  of  two  or  three  millions  out  of  this 
Department.  It  was  never  intended  tlmt 
it  should  bo  worked  for  the  mei"e  pur- 
poses  of  profit.  I  think  the  men  emj)liiyed 
ought  to  be  better  paid  than  they  are.  I 
sometimes  pity  them  for  the  work  which 
thoy  have  to  do.  For  instance,  in  the 
office  which  I  occupy,  they  have  to 
mount  40  or  .50  steps  in  order  to  deliver 
my  letters,  and  yet  those  letters  are 
delivered  with  punctuality,  and  the  men 
are  remarkably  courteous  and  obliging, 
although  they  are  underpaid  for  the 
labours  which  they  have  to  ]>erforra. 
We  have  been  frequently  told  that  the 
rate  of  wages  should  lie  governed  by  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand.  If  that 
doctrine  were  to  be  applied  to  the  highest 
class  of  officials,  as  well  as  to  the  lowest 
ranks,  well  ami  gO(xl.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  permit  me  to  say  so,  I 
think  there  are  many  men  quite  com- 
petent to  discharge  the  duties  of  his 
office  who  would  be  willing  to  do  so  at  a 
much  lower  roraunei-ation  than  he  re- 
ceives. There  are  also  many  other  very 
well  paid  officials  in  the  Post  Office,  whose 
duties  might  be  as  efficiently  performed 
at  a  less  salaries  tlian  are  now  paid.  I 
hold  that  we  are  not  justified  in  applying 
this  doctrine  of  jxilitical  economy  to  the 
lower  grade  of  servants  in  the  Post  Office 
and  not  to  the  higher  grades.  I  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  me 
an  answer  to  the  questions  I  liave  raised, 
and  to  say  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
give  these  hard-working  men  an  increase 
of  2s.  or  38.  a  week  in  their  wages.  I 
should  also  like  to  know  what  step  he 
intends  to  take  with  regard  to  the  counter- 
men's Memorial — whether  he  will  intro- 
duce the  rriuch-needed  reform  in  the 
book  post  to  which  I  have  referred,  and 
whether  he  will  adopt  the  system  of 
carte  telegrams  so  advantageously  and 
economically  applied  on  the  Continent  of 
Europe  ? 

•(9.28.)    Me.  CHAINING  (Northamp- 
ton, E.) :  I  wish  to  bring  again  before  the 
Mr.  Cremer 


Postmaster  General  the  question  which 
I  raised  last  year,  and  to  ask  how  far  the 
reforms  then  promised  with  r^ard  to  the 
employment  of  postmen  indoor  and  out- 
door on  Sundays  have  been  carried  into 
effect  ?  I  moved  last  year  a  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  in  reply  made  a  very  reassuring 
statement  as  to  the  policy  of  the  Depart- 
ment. Will  he  now  tell  us  what 
further  steps  he  has  taken  in  advance 
towards  diminishing  the  labour  of  rural 
and  urban  messengers  and  of  indoor 
officials  on  Sundays  1  The  arguments  I 
advanced  last  year  were  based  on  the 
statements  of  Sir  Arthur  Blackwood,  thak 
there  were  still  between  1,000  and 
1,200  rural  messengers  obliged  to  work 
every  Sunday,  and  I  then  received  an 
assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  certain  sums  had  been  set  apart  for 
diminishing  still  further  the  number  of 
those  employed  on  Sundays  a^  rural 
messengers.  I  hope  that  to-night  he 
will  be  able  to  announce  that  the  Depart- 
ment has  seen  its  way  to  further  r«luce 
the  number  of  men  so  employed,  and  that 
the  rule  of  alternate  employment  on  Sun- 
days has  been  generally  adopted  at  but  a 
trilling  extra  cost  to  the  country.  With 
regard  to  the  indoor  officials,  the  facts 
were  still  most  striking.  Of  course,  the 
difficulty  of  reform  in  their  case  was 
much  greater,  as  the  skill  and  knowledge 
possessed  by  those  officials  necessarily 
limits  their  number  ;  but,  still,  we  were 
told  that  in  the  provinces  many  of  these 
officials  were  working  seven  Sundays 
out  of  eight,  and  three  Sundays 
out  of  four,  and  obviously  there  was  a 
large  margin  for  reform  in  that 
respect.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  lie  able  to  state  that  something 
more  has  been  done  in  that  direction. 
The  general  policy  of  the  Depart- 
ment has  been  fully  discussed,  but 
I  cannot  port  with  this  Vote  without  say- 
ing that,  while  I  recognise  that  the 
Department  has  been  vigorously  and 
economically,  and  wisely  managed  in 
many  ways,  it  is,  nevertheless,  the  duty 
i)f  any  Member  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion in  this  House  to  record  his  opinion 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
shown  that  promptitude  and  tact  in 
dealing  with  the  Post  Office  employ^ 
which  would  have  prevented  the  irrita- 
tion which  has  arisen,  reaching  the  point 
it  did  ;  and  that,  probably,  had  he  seen 
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his  way  to  the  application  of  these 
remedies  and  reforma  more  rapidly,  that 
action  would  have  saved  many  good  and 
honest  men  who  went  out  on  strike  from 
being  dismissed  for  insubordination  ;  so 
that  instead  of  running  themselves  as 
they  have  done,  they  might  now  have 
been  earning  a  fair  i-emuneration  and 
living  happily  upon  it.  I  sincerely 
regret  that  these  reforms,  good  as  they 
»re,  were  not  introduced  in  time  to  avoid 
the  loss  of  these  men's  services.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Haggerston  (Mr. 
Cremer)  has  made  one  or  two  practical 
suggestions  as  to  the  Post  Office  work 
I  should  like  to  ask  one  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  the 
method  of  dealing  with  registered 
letters.  In  the  United  States,  when  a 
registered  letter  is  sent,  the  sender 
receives  back,  through  the  Post  Office,  a 
signed  receipt  from  the  receiver. 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  considered  the  possibility 
of  introducing  such  a  practice  into  this 
country.  I  think  that,  if  the  difficulties 
in  the  wayare  not  found  to  be  insuperable, 
great  advantage  might  be  derived  from 
the  extra  security  afforded  by  this 
method. 

(9.33.)  Genkhal  QOLDSWORTHY 
(Hammersmith)  :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  go  a  step  further,  and 
do  something  that  would  place  us  in  a 
better  position  in  regard  to  the  general 
delivery  of  letters.  An  hon.  Member 
has  said  he  did  not  think  it  desirable 
that  the  Government  should  pay  large 
wages  to  the  postmen ;  but,  for  my 
part,  I  regard  it  as  somewhat  mean  on 
the  part  of  the  Govemmenb  that  they 
should  pay  the  lowest  market  rate  of 
wages  to  the  servants  they  employ.  I 
trust  the  Government  will  in  future  see 
their  way  to  place  these  men  in  a  some- 
what better  position.  With  regard  to 
the  remark  of  the  last  speaker,  that  the 
recent  reforms  might  have  been  made 
earlier,  I  would  point  out  that  the  time 
of  the  Postmaster  General,  and  the 
heads  of  other  Departments  of  the 
State,  is  so  much  occupied  in  this  House 
in  answering  the  wearisome  iteration  and 
reiteration  of  speeches  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  that  they  are  unable  to  give  the 
requisite  attention  to  the  performance 
of  the  duties  connected  with  their  Depart- 
ments. I  regret,  for  my  own  part,  that  the 
Postmaster  General  could  not  see  his  way 


much  earlier  than  he  did  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  poorer  class  of  emjdoy^s 
in  the  Post  Office,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  think  there  are  great  excuses  for  him 
and  for  other  Members  of  the  Government 
placed  in  a  similar  (>osition.  Although 
Ministers  n^y,  under  such  circumstances, 
mivke  mistakes,  I  shall,  nevertheless, 
8U[)port  them  [LmtglUfr.^  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  may  laugh,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  what  I  have  said  is  a  fact 
which  has  been  proved  by  experience,  and 
one  of  which  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  have  just  reason 
to  complain.  Etiving  said  this,  I  merely 
wish  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  cannot  go  a  little  further  in 
improving  the  position  of  the  letter 
carriers,  a  matter  which,  I  think,  fairly 
demands  his  serious  ojnsideration. 

•(9.35.)  Mb.  J.  C.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields)  :  I  do  not  rise  to  urge  the  Post- 
master General  to  do  anything  more 
than  endeavour  to  make  the  public 
better  acquainted  with  the  accommoda- 
tion which  the  Post  Office  already  affords. 
I  would  call  his  attention  to  the  Pout 
Office  Guide,  a  book  which  is  issued  by 
the  Department  for  the  information  of 
the  public.  I  think  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  issue  a  fresh 
edition  of  that  book,  containing  informa- 
tion of  a  plainer  and  more  simple  cha- 
racter, much  good  would  Ix;  done.  The 
regulations  as  to  the  postal  charges  on 
letters  are  coached  in  language  which 
is  capable  of  great  improvement. 
The  public  at  present  possess  means  of 
accommodation  which  they  do  not  know 
of.  For  instance,  it  is  not  generally 
known  that  an  arrangement  exists 
whereby  a  person,  having  sent  a  letter 
to  be  forwarded  by  a  foreign  mail,  may 
have  an  addition  to  that  letter  or  an  in- 
dependent commuuicutiim  forwarded  by 
telegraph  at  one  half-penny  a  w&rd  on 
payment  of  the  ocean  letter  postage.  I 
myself  sent  a  letter  which  left  a  provin- 
cial post  office  for  the  mail  from 
Queenstown  to  America,  and,  when  I 
asked  if  what  I  have  just  referred  to 
could  be  done,  the  postmaster  told  me 
that  no  such  arrangement  existed,  but  it 
fortunately  happened  that  one  of  the 
clerks  did  know  of  that  arrangement, 
which  will  be  found  on  p.  417  of  the 
Post  Office  Guide.  It  is  extremely  use- 
ful that  the  public  should  know  that  by 
means  of  a  telegram  they  may  overtake 
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letters  going  to  foreign  parte  by  adding 
the  ocean  postage  to  the  inland  tele- 
graph charge,  but  no  one  would  ever 
find  thia  out  by  reading  the  paragraph 
relating  to  the  matter  which  app«ar8  in 
the  Post  Office  Guide. 

(9.37.)  Mr.  HEIfNIKER  HEATON  : 
I  have  spent  much  time  in  inves- 
tigating the  accounts  of  the  Post 
OflBce,  and  1  have  found  that  for 
many  years  the  Surplus  Revenue 
has  been  nearer  £4,000,000  than 
£3,000,000,  aa  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford.  But  the  way  in 
which  tlie  Post  Office  accounts  are  pre- 
sented is  so  confusing  that  it  is  very 
difficult  for  an  outsider  to  understand 
them.  Matters  that  ought  to  be  kept 
Sep  irate  are  mixed  up  with  one  another 
in  a  very  unsatisfactory'  manner.  The 
whole  of  the  expenditure  in  regard  to 
the  purchase  of  sites,  for  instance,  is 
chai-god  to  Revenue  Account  by  the  Post 
Office  Department,  a  thing  which  no 
private  firm  would  do.  Again,  in  seek- 
ing to  get  at  the  exact  accounts,  I  find 
that  up  to  a  certain  period  the  whole  of  the 
pAcket  service  was  charged  to  the  Post 
Office  General  Account,  whereas  in  other 
countries,  such  as  France,  Germany,  and 
America,  it  is  properly  charged  to  a 
separate  account.  Another  point  to 
which  I  wish  to  draw  attention  is  this 
— that  the  question  of  the  payment  of 
large  sums  to  foreign  Governments  in 
connection  with  the  mail  service  ought 
to  be  submitted  to  Parliament,  which, 
under  the  present  system,  has  no  means 
practically  of  checking  or  dealing  with 
them.  I  have  no  hesitation  is  asserting 
that  the  expenditure  of  that  money 
without  its  being  submitted  to  the  House 
of  Commons  is  illegal.  The  fact  is  that 
the  Post  Office  plan  of  dealing  with  the 
accounts  would  not  be  tolerated  in  any 
large  private  firm.  I  am  moat  anxious 
that  the  Department  should  present  to  the 
House  of  Commons  a  business-like  and 
commercial  statement  of  its  transactions. 
If  we  had  a  statement  of  that  character, 
showing  the  expenditure  on  buildings, 
and  the  absolute  receipts  from  all  quarters, 
we  should  have  a  more  satisfactory  state 
of  things  than  at  present.  The  actual 
Reventie  receipts  of  the  Post  Office  are 
£13,000.000  a  year,  while  the  actual 
expenditure  does  not  amount  to 
£9,000,000.  These  facts  can  be  proved 
by  the  Ti-easury  statement,  but  there 
Mr.  J.  C.  Stewnton 


were  no  fewer  than  three  different 
statements  of  account  in  connection  with 
the  Post  Office  pre.sented  last  year,  and 
the  whole  three  differed  one  from 
another.  I  think  the  suggestion  that 
has  been  mode  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford,  that  the  surplus  above  a 
fixed  sum  of  Revenue  should  be  devoted 
to  the  improvement  and  cheapening  of 
the  Postal  and  Telegraph  Services,  is  a 
fair  one,  and  should  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration, but  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  evaded  the  main  point, 
and  says  it  cannot  be  done,  and  points 
out  that  the  Revenue  i.s  not  so  much  as 
we  say  it  is,  and  that  if  it  amounts  to  less 
than  £3,000,000,  tlie  proi^sition  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  would 
be  of  no  avail.  But  if  you  fix  the 
amount  at  £3,000,000,  and  the  Revenue 
does  not  reach  that  amount,  it  is  only 
fair  to  say  there  is  nothing  availabhs 
for  improvements;  but,  if  on  tlie  contrary, 
that  amount  is  exceeded,  the  excess 
ought  to  be  devoted  to  improving  and 
cheapening  the  Postal  Telegraph  Services. 
Some  compliments  have  been  paid  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  to 
the  administration  of  the  Post  Office.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  biiag  before  the 
House  the  numerous  grievances  which 
justify  me  in  differing  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  venture  to  assert 
that  any  officer,  however  eminent,  enter- 
ing the  Post  Office,  at  once  becomes  as 
stubborn  and  obstinate  as  any  official 
in  the  country.  The  moment  Sir 
Rowland  Hill  entered  the  Poet  Office  he 
became  an  official  in  every  sense  of  the 
word — ^^bstinate,  obstructive,  and  objected 
to  every  proposal  for  affording  facilities 
to  the  public.  I  need  only  point  to  the 
troubles  which  arose  between  Sir  R<jwland 
Hill  and  the  Press,  especially  in  the 
case  of  the  Times,  to  indicate  the  way  in 
which  official  obstruction  operated.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  said  that  most  of  the  reforms 
which  I  have  advocated  are  directed  to 
improving  communication  with  our 
people  abroad,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man forgets  that  the  profits  we  derive 
from  such  communication  with  our 
friends  abroad  are  so  large  as  amply  to 
justify  our  asking  for  a  small  reduction 
of  the  rates.  From  Australia  wo  receive 
£300,000  a  year  in  small  money  orders, 
and  from  America  aa  much  a8£l,250,000. 
I   have    not    the   slightest  doubt    that 
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before  another  year  is  passed  my  right 
hon.  Friend  on  the  Treasury  Bench  will 
be  willing  to  nccede  to  my  request  for  an 
Imperial  periny  postage.  One  of  the 
local  grievances  we  suffer  from  is  the 
charge  for  re-addressing  letters.  Any 
foreign  letter  coming  to  England  is  re- 
addressed,  if  necessary,  without  charge, 
whereas  an  English  letter  requiring  to 
be  re-addres.sed  in  this  country  under- 
goes an  extra,  charge  of  50  or  100  per 
cent.  I  understand  the  Postmaster 
General  is  in  favour  of  this  change,  but 
his  applications  on  the  subject  hiive  been 
refused  by  the  Treasury.  I  believe  it 
can  be  shown  that  considerably  more 
than  half  the  applications  made  to  the 
Treasury,  for  even  the  most  petty  con- 
Teniences,  have  been  refused.  It  was  only 
in  1888  that  I  asked  the  Postmaster 
General  to  institute  a  very  small  reform, 
namely,  that  the  charge  of  2d.  for  the 
receipt  of  sixjjenny  telegrams  should  no 
longer  be  made.  He  promised  that  that 
should  be  done,  but  four  months  ago  he 
wrote  to  me  sayinjrthat,  in  accordance  with 
his  promise,  he  had  made  application  to  the 
Treasury,  and  that  the  Treasury  hjid  re- 
fxisedit.  A  mure  humiliating  confession 
I  never  heard  of  the  sort  of  petty  annoy- 
ances to  which  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman 
is  subjected  by  the  Treasury.  In 
another  caao,  a  stamp  having  fallen  offa 
letter  a  charge  of  2d.  was  made  for  fix- 
ing the  unused  stamp  upon  the  letter. 
With  regard  to  the  sending  of  circulars 
in  open  envelopes,  I  have  urged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  introduce  that  reform, 
but  he  has  been  unable  to  do  it.  Anotlier 
reform  I  wanted  is,  that  the  use  of  postal 
cards,  upon  which  we  can  affix  stam[)8, 
should  be  allowed.  That  is  a  common- 
sense  reform,  yet  the  Treasury  will  not 
grant  it.  1  wish  to  know  how  long  we 
are  to  wait  for  a  reform  with  respect  to 
the  supplements  to  illustrated  papers, 
which  are  required  to  bear  a  date  before 
the  Post  Office  will  carry  them.  Before 
sitting  down  I  wish  to  ask  when  will  the 
reduced  rate  of  postage  with  India  and 
Australia  come  into  operation?  These 
parts  of  the  Empire  have  agreed  to  it, 
and  are  anxiously  waiting  for  the  great 
boon  to  be  conferred  upon  them.  Tliore 
is  no  difficulty  in  the  matter,  and  yet  we 
are  told,  in  answer  to  repeated  ques- 
tions, that  all  the  colonies  in  the  British 
Empire  most  agree  before  it  is  carried 
out. 


(10.0.)  The  POSTMASTER  GENE- 
RAL (Mr.  Raikes,  Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  I  would  point  out  to  the  Commit- 
tee that,  however  interesting  and  attrac- 
tive may  be  the  principle  that  there 
should  be  no  such  thing  as  a  Post  Office 
Surplus,  the  question  is  whether  the 
House  of  Commons  would  assent  to  such 
a  principle  when  it  is  recognised  that  the 
adoption  of  the  policy  suggested  means 
additional  taxation  to  the  extent  of 
£3,000,000  a  year.  I  must  say  I  think 
the  da.y  is, very  distant  when  the  House 
of  Commons  is  likely  to  accept  the  very 
interesting  and  attractive  theory  that 
there  should  be  no  surplus  derived  from 
working  the  Post  Office,  when  it  is  re- 
cognised that  the  adoption  of  the  policy 
suggested  would  mean  additional  taxa- 
tion to  the  extent  of  £3,000,000  a  year. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
used  an  expression  with  regard  to  the 
lower  gr.ides  of  postmen  which  was, 
jierhaps,  rather  rhetorical ;  and  he  also 
suggested  that  their  wages  are  too  low 
to  be  compatible  with  honesty.  I  hope 
no  wages  can  be  too  low  for  honesty  in 
this  countr}'.  I  trust  it  will  never  be 
the  case  that  there  will  be  found  working 
men  who  will  put  forward  as  an  excuse 
for  dishonesty  that  their  wages  are  not 
so  large  as  they  shnuld  be. 

•Mb.  BRADLACTGH  :  I  did  not  put 
it  quite  so  broadly  as  that.  I  think  I 
put  it  that  the  temptation  to  a  poor  man 
entrusted  with  articles  of  value  was 
more  tlian  he  could  resist  when  he  was 
under[)aid. 

Mb.  RAIKES:  I  appreciate  that 
view  of  the  case.  There  have  been 
cases  of  dishonesty  amongst  the  post- 
men, but  those  who  are  most  ex- 
perienced in  these  matters  assure  me 
that  the  cases  of  dishonesty  in  the  service 
of  the  Post  Office  whicli  cim  in  any  way 
be  connected  with  absolute  poverty  are 
very  rare.  Cases  of  dishonesty  are 
mostly  to  be  traced  to  had  habits  or  bod 
company.  Considering  the  extraordinary 
amount  and  value  of  the  projterty 
passing  through  the  Post  Office  the 
number  of  offences  is  extremely  smiill, 
and  the  Post  Office  quite  holds  its  own 
»vith  the  other  Public  Departments  with 
regard  to  honesty.  With  regard  to 
what  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  his  speech 
formed  something  of  an  object  lesson 
illustrative    of     the      speech    of     the 
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right     lion.     Gentleman    the     Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt).    The 
hon.  Member  found  this  a  suitable  occa- 
sion U>  press  upon   the  Government  the 
claims  of  Liverpool  to  be  provided  with 
a  new    Post   OflBce,   the  site   for  which 
would  cost  somethiDg  like  £250,000,  and 
the    building    £150,000    more.     There 
ia,   therefore,  a  demand   upon   the  Post 
Officesnrplus  forsomething  like  £400,000 
in   respect   of  one   great    and   wealthy 
community.     I  do  not   at  all    deny  that 
the  Post  Office  at  Liverpool  is  not  in  the 
most  convenient  jiart  of  the  town,  and  1 
do  not  believe  that  the  Post  Office  build- 
ings are  the  best  adapted  for  the  purpose. 
I  sliould  be  extremely  glad  if  I  could  see 
my  way  to  find  a  better  site,  and  provide 
better  buildings   for    Liverpool,    but  I 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire   must   remain   satisfied    with  this 
general  statement   upon  my  part;  and, 
at  all  events,  it    is    well   that   Liverpool 
should   boar    in  mind    that  it   will   be 
necessary    that   Liverpool   itself  should 
come   forward  with    something  in    the 
shape  of  an  offer  to  get  rid  of  the  premises 
at  present  occupied,  and    which,   at  all 
events,  can  be  made  to  do  for  some  years 
longer,    before    the      Government    can 
undertake  the  enormous   expenditure  of 
providing  new   premises.     I  am  happy 
to  take  the  opportunity  of  correcting  the 
hon.  Member's  statement  as   to  the  in- 
sanitary condition  of   the  present  build- 
ing.    I  have  had  inquiry  made  into   the 
subject,    and    I  find    the   health  of  the 
staff  of  Liverpool  quite  up  to  theaveraj^e 
of  the  staffs   of  ordinary   Post    Offices. 
The     hon.     Member    for    Boston    (Mr. 
Atkinson)  referred  to  a  question  which 
he     has     frequently    mooted     in     this 
House,  namolj',  the  charge  for  re-direo- 
fcion  of  inland  letters.     I  cannot  see  why 
letters  should   be  carried  free  a  second 
journey,  which  involves  exactly  the  same 
amount  of  cost  to  the  Post  Office  as  the 
first  journey.     I   admit,    however,   that 
since  letters  coming  from  abroad  can  be 
le-directed   free,  there  does   seem   some 
injustice  in  charging  for  re-direction  in 
the  case  of  home  letters.    This  forms  one 
of  the  subjects  now  being  inquired  into 
by  a   Departmental   Committee,  with  a 
view  to  legislation  early  next  Session.  As 
to  the  London  countermen,  I  am  glad  to 
inform  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  from 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  opjxjaite  side 
of  the  House,  that,  under  the  new  regula- 
Mr.  JRaikea 
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tions  promulgated  a  few  weeks  ago,  these 
men  will  reap  substantial  benefit,  a  higher 
maximum  rate  of  piy  being  obtainable 
by  those  in   both   the   first  and   second 
class.     As  to  the  question  of  open  en- 
velopes   being    conveyed   at   book    post 
rates,  the  matter  is   being  inquired  into 
by  the  same  Committee,  and  must,  there- 
fore, stand  over  until  next  year.    I  hope 
to  be  able  next  year  to  make  some  posi- 
tive   proposal  on    the    matter.      With 
regard   to  the   observations  of  the  hon. 
Member     for     Northamptonshire,     who 
pressed  me   as  to   Sunday    labour,    the 
policy  of  the  DepartTnent  is  continually 
to   diminish  Sunday  labour,  and  during 
the  past  year  I   have  been  steadily  pur- 
suing    that      policy     in     the     case     of 
certain      classes      of      rural      postmen. 
Indoor  labour,  being  skilled,  is   not   so 
easily  dealt   with  ;    but,  under  the   new 
arrangement  which  has  just  been  sino- 
tioued  by  the  Treasury,  sorting  clerks  in 
the  provinces  will,  in  future,  receive  extra 
pay  for  Sunday  labour.     There  has  been 
some  misunderstanding  as  to  the  terms  of 
the  engagement  of  these  clerks,  which  are 
different    from   those   of   their    Ltuidon 
brethren.     The  provincial  clerks  are  en- 
gaged for  50  hours  per  week,  48  hours  on 
week-da3-s  and  two   on  Sundays,   while 
the  London  clerks  are  engaged  for   48 
hours  only,  and    receive   extra   pay  for 
Sunday  labour.     Under  the  new  arrange- 
ment,   therefore,   the   provincial    clerks 
may  be  said,  in  a  sense,  to  be   paid  for 
Sunday  labour  twice  over.     With  regard 
to  the   Hammersmith  Post  Office,  which 
my   hon.    and   gallant   Friend   (General 
Goldsworthy)   wishes   to   see   raised   in 
rank,  if    I   cannot  do  all  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  asks,  I  hope  I  shall 
be  able  to  do  something  in  tUe  direction 
indicated.     As  to  the  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shields,  the  ques- 
tion   of   simplifying   and   reducing    the 
tables  of  postage  was  the  raison  detre  of 
the   Departmental    Committee    I    have 
already   referred   to,  and  was   the    first 
subject  I  asked  them  to  inquire  into.     I 
hope  that  in  that  direction  also  I  shall 
be   able   to    introduce    legislation    next 
Session.     I    do   not  wish   to  revive  the 
question      of      the      position      of     the 
postmen.        The      hon.      Member     for 
Northamptonshire       (Mr.       Channing) 
thinks    the     recent    unfortunate    diffi- 
culties   might   have  been  avoided    if   I 
had  had  more  tact.     I  daresay  if  the  hon. 
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Member  bad  been  in  my  position  a  dis- 
play of  tact  would  not  have  been  want- 
ing. Bat,  at  all  eventa,  we  do  oar  best 
in  the  Public  Service,  and  I  am  inclined 
to  believe,  now  that  we  have  got  rid  of 
the  outside  disturbing  element,  that  the 
relations  between  the  postmen  and  their 
official  chiefs  are  likely  to  be  of  a  har- 
monious and  satisfactory  character.  I 
speak  from  the  exjierience  of  the  inter- 
"news  I  have  hnd  with  the  postmen.  I 
think  it  necessary  to  say  that  before  the 
late  disturbances  1  had  on  tlie  anvil  a 
scheme  for  improving  the  pnaition  of  the 
non-established  Force,  whicli  was  before 
the  Treasury,  and  if  the  disturbances  had 
not  taken  place  it  would  have  lieen  pro- 
malgated  some  time  ago.  I  am  happy  to 
say  that  I  have  obtained  the  sanction  of 
the  Treasury  to  my  proposals,  which  I 
believe  will  tend  to  improve  the  position 
of  the  non-established  postmen  who  have 
remained  true  and  loyal.  I  wish  to 
correct  one  misapprehension.  It  is  sup- 
posed that  the  ]Kisition  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  that  only  the  market  value 
shoald  be  paid  for  labour  of  this  sork 
Those  w'ho  sat  in  the  Committee  will  re- 
member that  I  laid  down  a  different 
doctrine  the  other  day.  My  own  view 
is,  that  while  the  market  value  must  be 
thn  governing  consideration,  because  we 
are  not  dealing  with  our  own  money,  but 
with  the  money  of  the  taxpayers,  the 
taxpayers  would  wish  that,  in  applying 
that  standard  to  those  in  the  Public 
Service,  we  should  always  bear  in  mind 
that  a  great  Grovernment  should  treat  its 
«mployh  liberally.  I  have  long  con- 
sidered that  the  wages  which  the  non- 
established  men  are  receiving,  though 
they  may  be  suitable  in  *^^he  case  of  Ixiys, 
are  not  adequate  in  the  case  of  adults. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury  (Mr. 
Henniker-Heaton)  has  gone  over  some 
familial'  ground.  The  hon.  Member  has 
dealt  with  the  question  of  account, 
which,  I  am  afraid,  must  remain  an  open 
question  between  him  and  the  Post 
Office.  I  only  wish  T  hnd  the  surplus 
the  hon.  Member  would  give  me.  I 
have,  however,  to  be  content  with  the 
somewhat  smaller  surplus  which  is 
shown  by  the  official  figures.  I  am 
inclined  to  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  purchase  of  sites  shoald  come 
from  capital,  but  as  we  have  no  capital 
account,  that  charge  must  come  out  of 
the  Revenue  of  the  year.     The  question 


of  half-penny  stamps  on  cards  is  one 
whicli  is  occupying  the  attention  of  the 
Departmental  Committee.  I  wish  I 
could  state  when  the  new  postal  rates  to 
the  colonies  and  India  will  begin  ;  but  I 
am  certain  the  time  cannot  be  long 
deferred.  Certain  questions  have  arisen 
with  regard  to  dealing  with  India,  and 
the  Committee  will  understand  that  if 
two  mails  travel  together  in  the  same 
ship,  and  form  part  of  the  same  post,  it 
is  in  the  highest  degree  desirable  to  deal 
with  them  together.  I  hope  that  an 
arrangement  with  regard  to  India  will 
be  soon  completed,  and  when  it  is,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  announce  to  the  House 
the  beginning  of  the  new  rates.  I  will 
not  indict  on  the  Committee  a  repetition 
of  the  reasons  whicli  have  led  the  Govern- 
ment to  decline  to  adopt  a  system  of 
Ocean  Penny  Postage.  I  think  it  was 
rather  unfortunate  that  in  this  year  in 
particular,  when  the  civilised  world  has 
been  celebrating  the  jubilee  of  the  Penny 
Post,  which  was  established  by  the  exer- 
tions of  Sir  Rowland  Hill,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  have  thought  it  his  duty 
to  speak  of  that  great  man  as  "  an  obsti- 
nate iind  obstructive  official.''  I  hope  tliat 
those  who  appreciate  the  merits  of  that 
description  of  Sir  Rowland  Hill  will  be 
able  to  discount  the  value  of  any  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  statements  with  respect 
to  the  present  Postmaster  General.  1 
thank  the  Committee  for  listening  to 
this  somewhat  discursive  speech,  and  I 
hope  hon.  Members  will  now  allow  the 
Vote  to  pass,  particularly  as  we  have 
before  us  another  Post  Office  Vote  which 
mAy  give  rise  to  some  discussion. 

(10.27.)  Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.) :  I  do  nut  wish  to  detain  the 
Committee  long,  but  I  think  I  am 
justified  in  occupying  some  little  time 
on  this  occasion.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  a  scheme 
ready  for  dealing  with  the  postmen  not 
on  the  general  staff,  and  I  hope  it  will 
be  a  generous  one.  At  the  same  time,  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  bear 
in  mind  that  there  is  a  strong  opinion 
that  that  portion  of  the  Service  shoald 
be  kept  as  low  as  possible.  I  was  glad 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
that  good  relations  now  exist  between 
himself  and  the  postmen.  I  would 
appeal  to  him  to  say  whether,  the  out- 
side element  having  now  gone,  he  can- 
not treat  the  men  who,  unfortunately, 
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forgot  themselTOs  on  a  recent  occiiaiou,  in 
a  generous  spirit,  aud  take  a  very  large 
number  of  them  back  into  the  Service 
again,  I  want  to  know  whether,  witViiu 
the  post  few  days,  men  in  the  sorting 
Berrice  have  been  called  upon  to  give 
an  explanation  of  their  conduct  for 
having  shown  some  symimthy  with  the 
postmen  at  the  time  uf  the  strike. 
I  desire  also  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  can  give  me  any  in- 
formation as  to  wltat  progress  is  being 
made  in  the  consideration  of  the 
Memorial  which  was  presented  to  him 
b}-  tlie  London  sorting  staff.  The  staff 
are  very  anxious  to  have  the  questions 
raised  in  the  Memorial  settled,  e8j)ecially 
when  they  know  that  the  Mcm<jrial  of 
another  Department,  presented  after 
tlieirs,  has  been  dailt  with.  Perhaps  the 
right  hoti.  Gentleman  will  also  say 
whether  the  female  sorters  in  the  Savings 
Bank  and  Postal  Order  Department  will 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  alterations 
he  proposes  to  make  1 

(10.34.)  Mr.  macartney  (Antrim, 
S.)  :  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
transference  of  mails  at  Kingstown  and 
Holyhead.  I  gathered  from  an  answer 
made  the  other  day  by  the  President  of 
the  Local  Bimrd  of  Trade  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach),  that  the  service  cannot  be  per- 
fected, because  the  Post  Office  and  the 
Railway  Conqiauies  are  somewliat  reluc- 
tant in  assisting  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
the  matter.  The  boat  service  is  at 
present  one  of  the  best  carried  out  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  I  do  not  think  I 
need  do  more  than  call  the  attention  of 
the  Postmaster  General  to  the  delay 
which  occurs  very  fi-equently  on  both 
sides  of  the  Channel,  owing  to  the  means 
of  tran.sferring  the  mails  from  the  tniins 
to  the  stt-amers  and  from  the  steamers 
to  the  trains.  I  do  not  press  my  right 
hon.  Friend  for  an  answer  at  the  present 
moment,  bnt  I  would  like  to  call  his 
attention  to  the  fact  that  passengers  and 
the  public  at  large  are  much  incon- 
▼enienced  by  the  present  delay  in  the 
transfer  of  mails,  aud  ]  earnestly  hnpe 
the  Ptwt  Office  will  see  its  way  to  use  a 
little  effort  with  the  Railway  Companies 
to  induce  them  to  carry  out  the  improve- 
ment, 

(10.35,)     Me.    BURT    (Morpeth):    I 

wish  to  join  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 

for   Finabury  (Mr.  J.   Rowlands)   in  his 

appeal  with  ri-gard  to  the  men  who  have 

Mr.  J.  Bowlan-U 


recently  been  dismissed  from  the  Post 
Office.  A  few  days  ago  the  Postmaster 
General  promised  to  make  an  investiga- 
tion into  the  case  of  these  men,  bnt  he 
has  not,  in  the  speech  he  has  jnat  de- 
livered, made  any  reference  to  the 
matter.  Considering  the  result  of  that 
unfortunate  dispute,  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  in  a  position  to  act 
with  magnanimity  and  generosity,  and  I 
trust  he  may  see  his  way  to  reinstate,  if 
not  the  whole,  a  great  number  of  the 
men  dismissed. 
•(10.37.)  Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell)  : 
I  am  anxious  to  put  a  question  to  the 
Postmaster  General  with  reference  to 
the  system  of  opening  letters  in  the 
Post  Office.  Hon.  Members  sitting 
opposite  are  constantly  in  the  habit  of 
asserting  that  their  letters  are  opened, 
and  there  are  few  who  have  at  one 
time  or  another  darkly  hinted  at  some-- 
thing  of  the  kind.  The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Mayo  (Mr.  Doasy)  has  asserted' 
that  when  he  went  to  Australia  his 
letters  were  opened,  and  the  charge 
which  he  then  made  against  a  post- 
master there  had  a  singular  and  amusing 
result,  as  the  Committee  will  remem- 
ber. I,  therefore,  think  I  am  justified 
in  asking  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  there  is  any  truth  in  these 
allegations.  I  feel  all  the  more  justified 
in  putting  the  question  because  of  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamcll)  made  at  a  banquet 
given  in  his  honour,  of  the  iSth  June 
last.  Speaking  of  the  day  of  the  memor- 
able Division  which  took  place  on  the 
19tli  June  (which  he  characterised  as 
a  critical  aud  snatched  Division),  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  said  that 
had  he  and  his  Colleagues  known  the 
Division  was  to  be  taken  they  would 
have  been  present,  and  he  added — 

"  We  could  not  send  out  a  Whip  because  it 
ia  a  notorious  fact  that  U^ovprnment  open 
our  lettors,  and  if  we  had  had  the  time  to  send 
out  u  Whip  it  would  have  defeated  its  ohject.'» 

There  may  be  times  when  there  is  some 
justification  for  opening  letters,  but  it 
ia  an  act  which  the  country  would 
resent  very  bitterly  if  done  when 
no  real  necessity  existed  for  it.  As 
I  understand,  the  opening  of  letters  can 
only  be  done  on  the  warrant  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  No  one  can  suggest  tliat 
there  is  now  the  slightest  ground  for 
opening  letters  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 
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■at,  BO  far  as  I  know,  at  any  time  since 
1886.  1  wiflh  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman if  it  is  a  fact  that  the  letters  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  are  opened,  and 
whether,  since  he  has  been  Postmaster 
General,  the  Home  Secretary  has  upon  a 
single  occasion  given  his  warrant  au- 
thorising the  opaning  of  any  letter  of 
any  Irish  Member  ? 

(10.40.)     Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, Ac.)  :  I  have  put  down  an  Amend- 
ment  to  the  Supplementary   Estimate, 
but  I  do  not  propose  to  move  it,  because, 
if  I  did,   I    should  be  precluded    from 
drawing  attention  to  a  local  grievivnce  of 
my  own,  which  I  have  already  submitted 
to  the  Postmaster  General.     Burntisland 
IB  not  a  very  large  town,  but  it  is  a  very 
important  commercial   place.      As  soon 
as  the  Forth  Bridge   was  opened  it  was 
placed    very    much  in    the  position   of 
Aberystwith,  that  is  to  say,  its  letters 
were  carried  past  it,  and  then  sent  back 
later  in  the  day,  but  too  late  for  business 
men.     I  am  always  for  economy,  and  1 
know    the    difficulty     the     Postmaster 
Greneral  has  in  dealingwith  Railway  Ck)m- 
panies.      But,  at  the  same  time,  up  to 
the      present,     Burntisland       has      en- 
joyed   excellent    postal    facilities,    and 
it     is     rather     hard      it      should    now 
be  placed  in  a  position  of  jieculiar  dis- 
advantage.      I     trust    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  will  consider  the  matter  as 
favourably  as   he   can.     With  regard  to 
the  Motion  I  have  on  the  Paper,  let  me 
say  I  think  we  ought  to  give  to  the  Post 
Office  servants  something  more  than  the 
market  rate.     We  require  these   people 
to  surrender  a  certain  part  of  their  civil 
rights,    and  we  ought  to  bear   that  in 
mind  in  remunerating  them.    I  have  had 
some  official  experience,  and  I  am  ready 
to  acknowledge  that  the  Post  Office  took 
the  best  stand  of  all  the  Departments  in 
the  recent  disputes.    We  have  been  given 
to  nnderstand  that  the  PostmasterGeneral 
^iaa    made    some    recommendation  with 
regard  to  the  salaries  of  the  unestablished 
postmen.     It    is    well    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  should  givu  us  some  informa- 
tion as  to  the  nature  of  the  increase  in 
-wages  he  proposes,  and  as  to  the  reason 
for  the  proposal.     There  is  one  matter  I 
have  to  expre.ss  a  little  doubt  in  regard 
to,  and  that  i.s   his  prooosal  that   there 
should  be  no  deduction  in  case  of  absence 
from  sickness.     I  am  inclined  to  think 
it  is  an  excellent  plan  that  in  cases  of 


short  and  casual  absence  from  sickness 
no  deduction  should  be  made,  hut  we 
know  that  people  very  often  stop  away 
on  account  of  sickness,  when  they  know 
that  they  are  not  to  lose  anything. 
Peo])le  who  have  to  make  their  money 
from  day  to  day  are  very  alow  to  lay  np. 
Again,  1  think  the  Postmaster  General 
will  find  that  if  there  is  no  deduction,  % 
good  many  men  will  not  take  care  of 
their  health.  There  are  cases,  for  in- 
stance, in  which  sickness  is  caused  by 
men's  own  fault. 

(10.47.)  Mil.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  I  desire  to  elicit  from  the 
'  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  satisfactory 
explanation  on  a  point  in  regard  to 
which  I  gave  him  a  notice  some  days 
ago :  it  relates  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Post  Office  attending  a 
meeting  at  Exeter  Hall.  Some  mouths 
ago  a  considerable  amount  of  litigation 
took  place  in  connection  with  the  deten- 
tion of  children  by  a  Dr.  Bamardo.  The 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  at  last  issued 
a  writ  of  fwbeas  corpus,  and  intimated  to 
Dr.  Bivmardo  that  unless  he  suri'endered 
or  produced  the  body  of  u  certain  child, 
who  had  been  removed  through  his 
instrumentality  to  Canada,  he  would  be 
committed  to  prison.  Upon  that  decision, 
an  advertisement  was  issued  to  the  efEect 
that  a  mass  meeting  would  be  held  in 
Exeter  Hall,  on  the  10th  December,  1889, 
that  Sir  Arthur  Blackwood,  K.C.B., 
would  take  the  chair,  and  be  supported 
by  a  great  number  of  well  known 
Christian  workers,  that  the  mteting 
would  be  addressed  by  Dr.  Barnardo,  who 
would  place  before  the  meeting  all  the 
facts  in  the  Gossage  case,  and  that  it  was 
earnestly  desired  that  the  meeting  should 
be  a  triumphant  rejoinder  i»  the 
strictures  so  recently  passed  by  the  Court 
of  Law,  and  re-echoed  by  the  public  Press, 
upon  Dr.  Barnarrto.  Knowing  the  position 
of  Sir  Arthur  Blackwood,  and  the  con- 
stitution in  great  piirt  of  the  institution 
of  which  he  was  so  important  an  official,  I 
thought  it  incumbent  upon  me  to  write 
to  the  Postmaster  General,  drawing  his 
attention  to  the  matter.  I  pointed 
out  in  my  letter  that  it  was  evident 
an  attack  was  to  be  made  on  a  portion 
of  the  community  who  arc  Catholics, 
and  that  I  felt  sure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  not  have  been  made  aware 
of  the  contemi)lated  action  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Post  Office.     The  Postmaster 
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General  replied  to  me  from  Wales. 
He  said  he  had  communicated  with  Sir 
Arthur  Blackwood,  and  was  good  enough 
to  comment  upon  the  temperate  and  con- 
ciliatory tone  of  my  comrauoication.  1 
received  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
letter  on  the  9th  of  December,  and  the 
meeting  was  held  on  the  10th.  Sir 
Arthur  Blackwood  was  in  the  chair,  and 
had,  of  course,  to  listen  to  the  speech  of 
Dr.  Barnaido.  Dr.  Bamardo  said  he 
was  most  anxious  to  avoid  making  the 
least  reflection  on  the  learned  Judges, 
but  he  went  on  to  name  two  Judges,  and 
only  two,  whom  a  very  large  portion  of 
the  public  knew  very  well  to  be  Roman 
CothoUcs.  Speaking  of  the  case  of  one 
child,  he  said — 

"  In  that  particular  ease  the  mothor  was  a 
Boman  Catholic  and  the  father  wag  a  Pro- 
testant, or  had  been  before  he  died.  Well,  to 
out  a  loD);  atory  short,  I  waa  able  to  send  that 
child  away,  so  that  he  could  not  be  got  at.  I 
did  not  break  the  law,  but  1  got  the  child  away, 
and  he  is  away  now  and  doing  very  well." 

Further  on  he  mentioned  the  name  of 
Mr.  Justice  Day.     He  said — 

"I  went  back  into  Court  and  said  to  Air. 
Justice  Day,  '  My  Lord,  we  have  had  thesn 
children  for  years  ;  they  are  now  going  to  leavo 
OS ;  cannot  these  lads  have  the  privilege  of  three 
or  four  minutes  conversation  with  them  in  the 
corridor  alone  P'  Mr.  Justice  Day  said,  '  Cer- 
tainly not,  unless  the  Solicitor  is  present.'  I 
put  that  to  you  to  show  that  where  religious 
feeling  is  strong  you  must  remember — I  say 
with  iX\  respect — even  Judges  are  but  men." 

He  added — 

"  If  religious  prejudice  was  not  behind,  yoa 
would  never  have  the  bitter  strictures  coming 
from  the  Bench  that  have  got  into  the  papers 
about  me." 

And  so  Dr.  Barnardo  redeemed  his 
promise  of  making  a  triumphant  rejoinder 
to  the  strictures  of  the  Bench.  I  do  not 
complain  of  Dr.  Barnardo ;  what  I  com- 
plain of  is,  the  conduct  of  Sir  Arthur 
Blackwood  attending  the  meeting.  In 
fairness  to  Sir  Arthur  Blackwood,  how- 
ever, I  am  bound  to  say  there  is  more 
than  one  passage  in  his  speech  which 
goes  to  deprecate  any  extreme  view  of 
his  conduct.  Ue  said  be  felt  obliged,  as 
a  Vice  President  of  Dr.  Bamardo's 
Homes,  to  be  present  to  show  and  ex- 
press his  unabated  confidence  in  Dr. 
Bamardo's  work,  to  stand  by  his  friend, 
even  if  he  had  made  a  mistake.  He  also 
said  he  had  received  warning  that 
the  lending  Roman  Catholic  news- 
paper, the  Tablet,  had  written  to  the  I 
Mr.  A.  O'Connor 


eSect  that  the  facts  would  he  laid 
before  the  House  of  Commons.  [Cheer t!\ 
Well,  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  cheers  that  passage  that  I 
am  not  here  to  defend  the  Tablet.  I 
do  not  attach  importance  to  it,  and  far 
from  considering  it  a  leading  Catholic 
paper,  I  think  it  anti-Catholic,  and  that 
it  has  done  immense  damage  to  religion. 
Sir  Arthur  Blackwood  went  on  to  say 
that  it  mattered  little  to  him  that  Roman 
Catholic  Members  had  expressed  an 
intention  tf)  take  up  the  position  that  his 
taking  part  in  a  public  meetingof  this  kind 
was  evidence  of  his  unfitness  to  hold  the 
position  of  permanent  head,  under  the 
Postmaster  Genenl,  of  a  Department 
employing  100,000  servants,  and  to  deal 
impartially  with  Roman  Catholic  servants 
of  the  Crown.  He  denied  that  anyone 
could  charge  him  during  the  time  he  had 
held  his  official  position  with  having 
allowed  his  deep,  his  extremely  deep, 
religious  convictions  to  interfere  for 
one  moment  with  the  discharge  of  his 
dnty  to  the  State,  or  to  influence  him 
againstiimpartial  dealing  nnth  any  man 
whose  religions  convictions  happened  to 
differ  from  his  own.  Well,  I  think  I 
have  stated  the  facts  of  the  case.  I  do 
not  want  to  blame  Sir  Arthur  Blackwood 
for  his  deep  religious  convictions,  and 
the  fact  that  these  convictions  are  of  a 
particular  complexion  is  nothing  to  me. 
On  that  account  he  will  never  meet  with 
the  slightest  objection  or  blame  from 
me.  My  point  is  this :  here  is  a  public 
official,  almost  supreme  head  of  a  Depart- 
ment in  which,  as  he  says,  he  has 
100,000  men  under  him — and  of  these  a 
very  considerable  number  belong  to  that 
portion  of  the  community  which  this  meet- 
ing was  called  to  denounce  and  charge 
with  conspiracy.  I  ask,  is  it  possible 
after  this  public  manifestation  of  his 
feelings  that  officials  under  him  can 
look  to  him  with  confidence,  and  trust 
to  te  dealt  with  impjkrtially  where  their 
religions  convictions  are  known  to  be 
different  from  his  own  ?  I  do  not  think 
it  is  reasonable  to  expect  it.  As  a  fact, 
there  exists  among  the  Post  Office  staff 
very  considerable  distrust  as  to  their 
prospects  of  promotion  or  fair  treatment 
where  the  religious  feelings  and  con- 
victions Sir  Arthur  Blackwood  mentioned 
have  any  room  for  play.  1  desire  to 
emphasise  the  casein  this  res|icct.  It  was 
a  case  in  which  the  head  of  the  Depart- 
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ment,  the   Postmaeter   General    himself, 
had  communicated  to  his  subordinate  in 
reference  to  the  matter,  and   after  that 
communication    was  made,  rightly   and 
courteously  made — and  so  far  as  I   am 
ooncemed  I  have  nothing  to  complain  of 
in  the  action  of  the  Postmaster  General — 
this  meeting  was  held,  a  meeting  which 
I  say  it  was   utterly  unfit  for  a  man  in 
the  position  of  Sir  Arthur  Blackwood  to 
attend,  having  regard  to  the  decision  of 
Judges  on  a  most  important  point  affect- 
ing the  liberty  of  the  subject,  and  where 
they   had   threatened  to  exercise    their 
jarisdiction    in  a  very  extreme  manner. 
Sir  Arthur  Blackwood    went  out  of  his 
way   to  attend  a  meeting  advertised  as 
for   the    purpose   of  making    what  was 
described  as  "a  triumphant  rejoinder  to 
some  strictures  recently  passed   by  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,"  and  I  say  that 
was  a  line  of   conduct  highly  improper. 
With  all  due  respect  to  the  ob.servations 
of   the   Seci-etary  to   the  Post  Office,   I 
beg   the  Committee  to    remember  that 
within  recent  times   officials   have  been 
subjected  to  reprimand  and  punishment 
because  they  ventured  to  openly  manifest 
their  presence  at  meetings  of   a  political 
character.     Not  very  long  jkgo  a  customs 
officer  in   Norfolk   was  removed,  at  his 
own    expense,  because   he  addressed   n 
question  to  a   speaker    at  a    Primrose 
meeting.     Well,   if  this  is  the  way  sub- 
ordinates are  treated,  why  is  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Post  Office  treated  differently  ? 
At  least  there  is  as  much  objection  to 
atticnding     a'     meeting      convened      to 
denounce  the  findings  of  Judges   on  a 
subject   which  excited  a  great  deal    of 
feeling  in  the  country,  as  in  attending  as 
an  ordinary  citizen   a   public    meeting. 
Yet    in   the  one   case   an    insignificant 
offender     is    visited    with     pains     and 
penalties,    while    Sir   A.   Blackwood   is 
allowed  to  go   scot  free,  after  attending 
this  meeting  in  spite  of  a  communication 
which  he  had  received  from  the  head  of 
hia  Department.     I  do  not  wish  to  move 
a   reduction   in  the   Estimate,  certainly 
I  do  not   want  to   embarrass  the  Post- 
master General,  or  detain  the  Committee. 
I  should  be  glad  to  relieve  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  the  many  hours  attention 
he  has  given  to  these  discussions ;  yet  I  do 
wish  for  a  few  minutes  to  prevent  this 
aabjoct  being  crossed   by  a   number  of 
others  of  local  interest,   and  to  secure 
this  I  formally  move  a   reduction  of  the 


Vote  by  jCIOO  in  respect  to  the   salary  (rf 
the  Secretary  to  the  Post  Office. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Item  A  be  reduced  by  £100,  part 
of  Salary  of  the  Secretary  lo  the  Post 
Office."— (.l/r.  Arthur  O'Coniior.) 

•(11.10.)  Mk.  RAIKES:   I   presume  I 
should  not  be  in  order,  after  the  Amend- 
ment has  been  moved,  in   replying   to 
questions  put  by  several  hon.  Members 
relating  ti5  other  branches  of  the  Vote, 
and,  therefore,  I  will  confine    myself  to 
this  pfirticnlar  matter.      I   very  well  re- 
member  the    correspondence   with   the 
hon.  Mumber   opposite   on   this   subject 
laat  ytmr,  but    I   confess   that   until  re- 
cently   1    had    thought  that    the  hon. 
Member  would  have  been   satisfied  with 
having  made  a  protest  against  what  he 
regards  as  an  improper  proceeding,  and 
that    he    would   not    have    thought   it 
necessary     to    bring     the    matter    be- 
fore   the    Committee.     I    am  not   here 
to    defend    the     terms    of     the    notice 
convening    the    meeting,    but     Sir    A. 
Blackwood  was    not  in  any  way  respon- 
sible for  them  ;   he  consented  to  occupy 
the  chair  on  that  occasion  becau.se  the 
person  in  whose  immediate   interest  the 
meeting    had    been   called  is  one  who  is 
an  old  friend  of  his,  with  whom   he  has 
been      largely     associated      in    various 
philanthropic  and  Ixjnevolent  works,  and 
he  considered  that  it  would  be  an  un- 
manly act  on  his  part  not  to  stand  by  hia 
friend  when,  as  bo  believed,  that  friend 
was  exposed  to  a  good  deal  of  obloquy, 
and  desired  an  opportunity  of  clearing 
his  character.     I  think  it  is  impossible 
for  any  impartial  man,  reading  through 
Sir  Arthur  Blackwood's  speech,  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  he  impugned  the 
conduct  of  the  Judges,  or  made  random 
or  reckless  charges  against  our  Catholic 
fellow-snbjecta,  and   I  trust  there  is  no 
such  feeling  as  the  hon. Member  describes 
among  Post  Office  ein/dot/M  of  distrust 
of  Sir  Arthur  Blackwood's  general  action 
in   the  Department,  in   consequence   of 
proceedings    at   that  meeting.     Roman 
Catholics  in  the  Post    Office    have   no 
reason  whatever  to  suspect  Sir  A.  Black- 
wood of   being  prejudiced  against  them. 
I  know  that,  on  a  recent  occasion,  when 
liis  Private  Secretary  was  disabled,  he 
secured   the  services  in  that  most  con- 
fidential position  of  a  Rotnan  Catholic 
Member    of    the    Post   Office  staff.     I 
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think  that  is  sufficient  evidence  that 
members  of  that  religion  have  no  right 
to  expect  other  tlian  fair  and  generous 
treatment.  I  think  tlie  Committee  will 
agree  with  me  that,  having  regard  to  the 
feeling  which  is  always  excited  if  there 
is  any  attempt  to  draw  tightly  the 
rules  which  preclude  Civil  Servants  from 
taking  part  in  public  meetings.  I  should 
certainly  have  rendered  myself  liable  to 
a  good  deal  of  criticism,  and,  I  think,  just 
criticism,  if  I  had  called  upon  an  eminent 
public  servant  to  absent  himself  from 
a  meeting  of  a  non-political  character  in 
which  he  had  personal  reasons  for 
wishing  to  make  himself  an  active  parti- 
cipator. If  the  fact  of  Sir  A.  Blackwood's 
presence  at  this  meeting  has  given 
offence  to  any  class  of  liis  fellow-citizens 
I  much  regret  it,  but  I  am  not  prepared 
to  censure  Sir  A.  Blackwood  for  having 
done  nothing  more  than  exercise  one  of 
the  rights  appertaining  to  every  subject 
of  the  Queen. 

*{11.15.)  SiK  R.  N.  FOWLER  (Lon- 
don)  :  As  I  was  present  at  the  meeting 
and  moved  a  resolution,  I  may  be  allowed 
a  word  or  two.  The  lum.  Member 
oppo8it.e  seems  to  think  it  was  a  jwlitical 
meeting,  but  most  emphatically  it  was 
not  so. 

Mr.   a.   CONNOR :   I  never  said  it 

*SiR  R.  N.  FOWLER :  You  may  call  it 
a  religious  meeting,  and,  to  a  certain 
extent,  it  was  so.  It  was  attended  by 
gentlemen  belonging  to  all  Protestant 
denominations,  and,  politically,  I  suppose 
the  majority  were  attached  to  the  Party 
opposite.  But  it  was  not  a  political 
meeting  in  any  sense.  What  Sir  Arthur 
Blackwood's  political  views  are  I  do  not 
know,  and  as  a  Civil  Servant  ho  takes  no 
active  part  in  politics  ;  but  my  impres- 
sion is  that  his  political  views  are  largely 
in  sympathy  with  those  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  But  this  is  only  my 
impression.  My  personal  acquaintance 
with  Sir  Arthur  Blackwood  is  slight, 
but  I  feel  it  an  honour  to  have  been 
associated  with  one  who  has  shown  so 
much  devotion  to  the  good  of  his  fellow 
men,  and  in  promoting  the  best  interests 
of  his  countrymen. 

(11.16.)  Ma.  A.  O'CONNOR  :  I  am 
afraid  the  hon.  Baronet  has  misujider- 
stood  the  drift  of  my  olxservations.  I  do 
not  want  to  raise  any  religious  question, 
and  I  did  not  suppose  that  this  was  a 
Mr.  Raike» 


political  meeting.  The  meeting,  no  doubt, 
was  attended  by  those  who  represented 
various  shades  of  non-Catholic  opinion. 
I  do  not  object  to  that ;  they  were  acting 
as  they  thought  fit.  What  I  object  to  is, 
that  a  public  servant  in  the  position  of 
Sir  Arthur  Blackwood  could  reconcile 
his  action  with  that  impartiality  which 
a  man  in  his  position  should  main- 
tain. He  not  only  attended  the  meeting, 
but,  as  Chairman,  he  sat  and  listened 
while  two  Judges  were  denounced  by 
name  for  the  exercise  of  what  they 
thought  their  duty  on  the  Bench.  That 
appears  to  mo  extraordinary  conduct  for 
a  man  in  Sir  Arthur  Blackwood's  posi- 
tion. Remember  there  are  many  men 
on  these  Benches  who  have  been  sent  to 
prison  in  Ireland  for  words  used  by  some- 
body else  on  the  platforms  where  they 
happened  to  be,  or  for  the  language  of 
the  advertisement  calling  a  meeting 
which  they  attended.  I  object  to  the 
different  treatment  in  the  case  of  a 
highly  favoured  public  servant.  I  think 
it  was  an  improper  thing  for  Sir  Arthur 
Blackwood  to  do  to  attend  the  meeting, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot 
gloss  over  the  fact  that  a  public  servant 
in  this  prominent  position  should  listen 
to  public  denunciation  of  two  Judges  by 
name  simply  because  they  hap[)ened  to 
be  of  a  religious  complexion  different  to 
his  own.  As  a  protest  against  the 
manner  in  which  this,  my  complaint,  has 
been  met,  I  think  it  my  duty  to  take  a 
division. 

(11.20.)  The  Committer  divided:— 
Ayes  64;    Noes  185. — ^Div.    List,  No. 

217.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(1 1 .35.)  Ds.  CLARK  :  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  the  question  of  accelerating 
the  Northern  Mails.  I  understand  that 
the  North-Eitstem  Mails  are  to  be 
accelerated,  and  I  want  our  grievances  in 
the  far  North  to  be  also  attended  to. 
There  are  3,000  or  4,000  fisher  people 
on  the  North- West  Coast,  and  a  letter 
can  go  from  England  to  America  almost 
as  quickly  as  one  from  Stomoway  to  the 
Coast  of  Caithness  and  the  Orkney 
Islanda.  These  people  are  jiractically  as 
far  from  each  other  as  they  were  100 
years  ago.  If  a  letter  is  posted  at 
Stomoway  for  Caithness  on  Mondny  it  is 
not  delivered  till  the  following  Thursday, 
although  the  distance  is  only  100  miles. 


'1453 


Supply— 


I 


The  reason  is  that  the  Postmaster 
•General  has  for  years  been  fighting  with 
the  Highland  Railway  on  tliis  subject. 
At  cue  time  I  eympathised  with  the 
right  hon,  Oentlemun,  but  since  then  we 
have  had  the  arbitration  in  which  Lord 
JJorby  was  umpire,  and  the  decision  went 
jdgainst  the  Postal  Authorities,  who  hi{A 
to  pay  the  Highland  Railway  Com|iany 
ftbout  j£l 2,000  more  than  that  Company 
offered  togive  them  for  the  facilities  they 
asked  for.  I  hope  they  will  soon  cimie 
to  terms  with  that  Company.  The  whole 
thing  is  a  perfect  farce.  There  are  10 
hours  between  the  arrival  of  the  morning 
and  evening  mails,  and  j'et  both  are  de- 
livered at  the  flame  time.  At  least  one 
of  these  mails  ought  to  be  abolished 
unless  a  better  arrangemant  can  be  come 
to.  At  Thurso  the  lociU  mails  are 
detained  in  the  post  oflRce  from  12  to  18 
hours.  The  ri.ason  is  that  the  Post- 
master at  Thurso  is  interested  in  some 
<if  the  coaches  which  run  from  that 
place  to  various  towns  in  the  country, 
and  these  are  the  only  oooches  which 
carry  the  mails.  The  consequence  is  that 
the  mails  are  detained  until  the  coaches 
in  which  the  Postmaster  is  interested 
are  able  to  start.  I  would  sugeest  that 
the  right  hon.  Qentlcman  should  give  us 
a  De|)artmental  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the«e  matters  so  that  the  p'  opie  of 
the  Highlands  may  obtain  the  same 
facilities  as  are  afforded  to  the  rest  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  W.  M'ARTHUR  (Cornwall,  St. 
Austell) :  I  should  like  brielly  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  the 
Postal  Service  between  London  and  the 
West  of  England.  It  will  be  seen  that 
the  matter  is  one  of  great  importance, 
when  the  population  and  interests  of  that 
part  of  the  country  are  considered. 
Memorials  have  been  presented  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  from  the  counties 
of  Cornwall,  Devon,  Hampshire,  Dorset, 
and  Somerset,  and  I  trust  he  will  bo 
enabled  to  come  to  some  arrangement 
by  which  the  service  of  that  largo  dis- 
trict will  be  accelerated. 

•(11.40.)  Mr.  RAIKRS:  In  reference 
to  the  remarks  just  mude  by  the  bon. 
Member  opposite,  I  may  inform  him 
that  the  matter  to  which  he  refers  has 
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been  thoroughly  thm.shed  out  in  the 
Department,  and  that  jiroposala  in  refer- 
ence to  it  are  now  before  the  Treasury. 
I  quite  admit  that  the  people  of  that 
district  have  special  claims  to  considera- 
tion, but,  aa  1  have  already  stated,  the 
matter  liajs  been  thoroughly  investi- 
gated. Allusion  has  been  made  to  the 
opening  of  letters  from  Irish  Members 
at  the  Post  Oflice.  In  reply  to  that 
accusation,  I  have  only  to  say  that  it 
has  no  foundation  whatever.  With 
regard  to  the  service  between  Stomoway 
and  the  mainland,  1  admit  that 
there  is  much  delay,  and  I  am  in  hopes 
that  before  long  the  arrangements  may 
be  materially  improved.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  Service  between  London 
and  the  West  of  England,  I  «m  sorry 
to  say  that  I  am  not  at  present  in  a 
position  to  hold  out  any  hope  of  its 
improvement.  I  trust  that  now  the 
Committee  may  be  enabled  to  agree  to 
this  Vots. 

(11.31.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall 
Camborne) :  I  cannot  but  express  my 
surprise  that  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Austell  have  not  been 
received  more  favourably.  The  question 
of  ftffordinjj  greater  facilities  for  the 
Postal  Service  to  Plymouth  concerns 
the  entire  counties  of  Devon,  Cornwall, 
Somerset,  Hants,  and  Dorset,  and  their 
case  has  been  represented  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  behalf  of  no  less 
than  300  Town  Councils,  Petty  Sessional 
Divisions  and  Public  Bixlies  generally 
in  those  counties,  the  deputation  which 
waited  on  the  Postmaster  General  having 
been  described  as  the  most  numerous 
and  influential  ever  received  by  the 
Department.  Why  cannot  the  Govern- 
ment arrange  with  the  Grout  Western 
and  South  Western  Companies  to  run 
midnight  trains  from  Paddington  and 
Waterloo  to  Plymouth  ?  But  I  am 
mainly  concerned  in  behalf  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  far  West,  where  the  popula- 
tion is  very  considerable,  and  the  mining 
and  other  industries  pursued  are  of  great 
irapf)rtance.  The  pfistal  facilities  afforded 

I  t<)  that  district  cannot  be  described  as 
superlatively  good  ;  in  fact,  they  are  far 
behind  those    that  are  afforded  to  any 
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other  part  of  the  couutry.  The  amount 
required  to  effect  the  requisite  improve- 
ment would  be  very  small,  and  if  the 
Government  would  only  ccnsider  the 
propriety  of  giving  us  these  facilities, 
instead  of  aquaudering  money  on  persons 
like  the  J)uke  of  St.  Albans  in  the 
commutation  of  pensions  which  never 
ought  to  have  been  bestowed,  they 
would  be  doing  something  that  would 
meet  with  public  approval.  I  am  not 
anxious  to  delay  the  tnking  of  this  Vot«, 
and,  therefore,  shall  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee by  bringing  forwn.rd  anothi-r 
complnint  on  a  subject  as  to  which  I 
will  call  attention  at  a  later  stage. 

•(1 1 .42.)  Mr.  C ADSTON  (Southwark, 
W.) :  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  matter 
of  some  practical  importance,  namely, 
the  absurdity,  as  admitted  by  the  Post- 
master Oeutfral  himself,  of  the  existing 
regulations  relative  to  the  postage  of  in- 
voices and  voters'  claims  bearing  certain 
directions     at    foot.      Tlie    right     hon. 

Gentleman  proposed  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  deal  with  that  question,  and  that 
Bill  was  introduced,  but,  before  the  House 
luui  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  it  in 
print,  it  was  withdrawn.  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  theesisting  regulations  are  mnde 
under  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment or  Iiy  the  Postmaster  General 
himself.  If  the  latter,  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  the  jxiwer  to  insti- 
tute the  necessary  reforms. 

(11.45.)  CoLOXEL  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated  that  no  lett-er  from  an  Irish 
Member  has  been  opened  by  the  Post 
OflSce  Authorities,  but  does  he  mean 
that  no  such  letter  has  been  opened 
under  the  sanction  of  the  Home  iSecre- 
tary,  who  alone  has  authority  in  such 
cases  1 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  What  I  said  was  that 
no  such  letter  had  been  opened.  Of  course 
the  Committee  is  aware  that  no  letter 
can  be  opened  by  the  Postmaetcr  General 
except  under  the  authority  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  C.'iuston),  I  have  to 
Bay  that  I  lielieve  the  regulations  he 
J/r.  Cuni/hearf- 
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refers  to  were  made  in  accordance  with 
the  Statute  under  a  Treasury  Warrant, 
which  has  had  to  be  interpreted  by  the 
legal  advisers  of  the  Department.  I 
regret  the  interpretation  that  has  been 
pot  upon  this  d(x:ument,  bat  I  trust  that 
no  great  length  of  time  will  elapse 
before  I  shall  be  able  to  deal  with  this 
question. 

•(11.48.)  Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM 
(Cirencester)  :  I  wish  to  make  a  claim 
on  behalf  of  the  rural  postmen.  At 
present  they  have  to  buy  their  own 
boots,  which  is  a  great  hardship,  because 
they  have  to  walk  enormou.s  distances 
and  their  wages  are  admittedly  not  very 
high.  The  concession  I  ask  for  would 
be  a  very  small  one ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  would  be  very  popular  with  a 
very  deserving  body  of  public  servants, 
namvly,  that  their  boots  should  be 
found,  together  with  the  rest  of  their 
uniforms.  Another  point  I  wish  to 
bring  forward  is  that,  whereas  in  the 
West  of  England  a  letter  may  be  posted 
to  Dublin  in  the  evening  and  de- 
livered next  morning,  letters  posted 
in  DubUn  in  the  evening  are  not  de- 
livered in  the  West  of  England  until 
the  following  afternoon.  In  fact,  the 
post  one  way  is  a  day,  and  the  reverse 
way  a  day  and  a  half,  lliis  is  a  matter 
which  ought  to  be  looked  into  and 
remedied. 

Mr.  R.\IK:ES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentlomaa,  I  have  to  inform  him  that, 
on  the  question  of  the  postmen's  boots,  I 
promised  the  postmen  the  other  day  that 
this  should  be  one  of  the  many  subjects 
I  intend  to  take  np. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

2.  £539,829,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Post  OfiBce  Packet  Service. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"  That  «  sum  not  exceeding  £l,o83,816  (in- 
cluding a  Siipplementiry  sum  of  £.50,000),  be 
grsnted  to  Har  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necesH'try  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  paymont  durin(f  the  year  ondins;  on 
the  3Ut  day  of  March,  1891,  for  the  Salarjca 
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and  Wurking  Kxponses  of  the  Foat  Office  Tele- 
graph Service." 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  a^k 
leaFQ  to  sit  again," — (Sir  Edxcard  Beed,) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 

Committee  also  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 


EMPLOYERS-  LIABILITY  FOR  IN  JURIES 
TO  WOEKMEN  BILL.— (No.  172.J 
Order   for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discliarged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

ELECTORAL    DISABTLHIES  (NAVAL, 
MILITAKY,  AND  POLICE)  BILL. 

(No.  M6.) 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Instruction  to  Committee  [24th  June] 
read,  and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

REFORMATORY  SCHOOLfi  BILL 
[L0RU8].— (No.  347.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


LONDON   COUNTY   COUNCIL  (MONEY) 
BILL.-(No.  388.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  ta 
Clause  2. 
•(12.5.)     Me.    KELLY     (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I   beg   to  move   the  omission    of 
Sub-section  (2).     I  wish   it  to  be  under- 
stood that  in  making  this  Motion  I  am 
not  actuated  by    any    bostilitj    to  the 
London   County  Council,   though  I  am 
bound  to   admit  that   I  think   in   some 
respects  the  Council  has  disappointed  us. 

tl  remember  distinctly  that  as  candidates 
a  great  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
Loudon  Council  spoke  very  freely  about 
economy.     They    told    us    there    was 
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t6  be  an  era  of  proper  and  reasonable 
economy  ;  there  was  to  be  no  paid 
Deputy  Chairman  and  no  palatial 
residence  or  Council  Chamber.  The  first 
jinjmise  was,  however,  very  soon  for- 
gotten, and  this  is  not  the  first  occu^iou 
on  which  we  have  seen  this  mysterious 
clause  as  to  the  acquisition  of  a  site  for  a 
Council  Chamber.  With  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  T.  H.  Bulton). 
I  hope  and  believe  the  day  is  not  far 
distant  when  London  will  be  one  when 
we  shall  not  have  a  Council  for  the 
City  and  another  for  L(.Tidou,  but  one 
Council  for  the  whole  Metro{,oli8.  I 
believe  bo  completely  that  this  will  be 
the  case  that  I  think  it  would  be 
absolute  insanity  to  build  a  Cumicil 
Chamber  for  the  present  London  County 
Council.  In  time  the  County  Council 
will  have  the  Guildhall,  a  finer  meeting 
place  than  anything  they  can  build.  I 
am  reminded  that  this  cause  is  guarded 
by  tlie  words  "  with  the  approval  of  the 
Treasury,"  but  I  think  the  Council  would 
be  well  advised  to  postpone  the  question 
of  a  Council  Chamber  until  they 
have  learned  what  their  constituents 
have  to  say  upon  the  subject.  Their 
constituents  will  not  be  likely  to  give 
them  their  votes  again  if  they  talked  of 
spending  £500,000  upon  a  palatial 
Council  Chamber.  I  trust  the  Com- 
mittee will  omit  this  sub-section. 

Amendment    propcsed,  in  Clause  2,  to 
leave  out  sub-section  (2). — (J/r.  Kelly.') 

Question  proposed,   "That  subsection 
(2)  stands  part  of  the  Clause." 

•(12.12.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St. 
Pancras,  N.)  ;  I  do  not  think  the 
Committee  will  consider  that,  in  tLo 
observations  I  am  aboat  to  make, 
I  have  the  slightest  hostility  to  the 
London  County  Council.  On  the  con- 
trary, 1  very  cordially  support  the 
general  policy  of  that  body.  I  feel, 
however,  there  is  a  great  dtal  of  force 
in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Kelly).  With  him, lam  of  opinion 
that  the  County  Council  need  not  take 
power  to  raise  a  large  sum  of  money 
fur  the  purpose  of  acquiring  a  site  for  a 
new  Council  Chamber  and  offices.  The 
Council  have  expended  a  very  consider- 
able sum  of  money — some  thoosonds  of 
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pijunds — in  adapting  the  old  MetrupoIiUn 
Board  Room  and  offices  to  their  roquire- 
ments,  and  I  nin  told  by  mombura  of  the 
Coaiioil  that  tho  Board  Rioin  meets  the 
reasonable  requirements  of  the  Counuil.  I 
hear  there  are  also  lobbies,  tea  rooms,  and 
every  other  conveuienco  and  acoommoda- 
tiim  fi;>r  the  members.  It  is  suifgested 
that  the  oflBoes  aro  dispersed  ;  but  the 
offices  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
disjiersed.  The  business  of  the  country 
ia  '&r  more  important  tlian  that  of  the 
Couijty  Council  of  London,  and  yet  I 
do  not  understand  that  any  inoouvouience 
arises  from  the  public  offices  not  toing  all 
under  one  roof.  I  am  sorry  tho  County 
Council  make  this  proposition,  because  it 
is  a  sort  of  admission  that  their  present 
pjsition  will  continue.  I  did  hope  they 
looked  forward  to  the  time  when,  by 
friendly  anion  with  the  Corporation  of 
the  City,  there  would  be  one  great 
Municipal  Authority  for  the  whole  of 
the  Metropolis.  The  necessary  conse- 
quence of  that  would  bo,  that  the 
County  Council  would  go  to  the  centre 
of  London :  they  would  go  to  the 
Guildhall,  and  there  merge  the  old 
traditions  of  the  Corporation  in  the 
aspirations  of  the  younger  municipal 
life.  I  look  forward  to  the  time  when 
this  House  will  unite  the  two  Ixxlies. 
The  County  Council  would  be  very  un- 
wise tus^eud  a  large  sum  of  money  upon 
a  site  involving  as  it  would  the  expendi- 
ture of  another  lai'ge  sum  upon  a  meeting 
house,  because,  in  that  case,  Loudon 
would  have  more  munici(>ai  offices  than 
it  could  use.  We  do  not  want  two 
Bets  of  great  buildings  in  London 
for  municipal  purposes.  I  trust  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  (Sir  J.  Lubbock), 
who  so  ably  represents  the  County 
Council,  will  withdraw  this  section  of  the 
Bill,  80  that  the  House  may  indirectly 
express  its  opinion  tliat  tho  time  is  not 
far  distant  when  we  shall  have  one 
authority  for  the  whole  of  London.  I 
know  that  tho  other  night  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Memlier  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  Fowler) 9ng;^'osted  that 
it  wnB  proper  we  should  leave  the 
matters  dealt  with  by  this  Bill  to 
the  representative  body  of  London;  but  at 
present  tlis  responsibility  of  approving 
of  this  Bill  lies  with  us,  and  we  ought 
tofulfil  our  obligations  aa  intcUigont  men. 
Mr.  T.  H.  Boll„n 


1  Ijolieve  1  represent  the  feeling  of  a  lai^e 
numljcr  of  the  people  of  London — 1  cur- 
tainly  represent  the  feeling  of  a  good 
many  members  of  the  Connty 
Council— [Sir  J.  Lubbock  :  [No,  no.J 
— when  1  say  they  are  not  at  all  dis- 
posed to  S{)end  money  in  the  erection 
of  a  new  Council  Chamber  and  of  new 
offices.  This  point  was  only  carried  in 
the  Council  after  discussion  and  division, 
and  many  of  the  best  men  on  the  Council 
are  of  opinion  that  the  proposed  outlay  is 
unnecossary.  Therefore,  while  1  do  not 
desire  to  assume  any  hostile  attitude 
towards  the  County  Council,  I  beg  to 
8upp>rt  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Camljerwell. 

•(12.18.)  Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London 
University):  I  quite  appreciate  the 
friendly  spirit  in  which  both  my  hon. 
Friends  have  addressed  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  entirely  recognise  that 
in  the  Motion  they  have  no  hostility 
to  the  County  Council.  With  them 
I  indulge  the  hope  that  our  rela- 
tions with  the  City  may  at  no  distant 
period  be  different  to  what  they  are  at 
present ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  those 
who  most  wish  that  a  change  should  be 
effected  will  hardly  advise  ns  to  wait 
until  then,  and  it  must  bo  remembered 
tliut  the  Guildhall  and  the  other  offices 
belonging  to  the  City  will  always  be 
required  for  City  purposes.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Camberwell 
(.Mr.  Kelly)  laid  great  stress  on  the 
proraion  of  a  Council  Chamber.  That 
is  not  what  we  are  anxious  about. 
We  have  a  Council  Chamber,  which 
I  quite  admit  is  suitable  for  the  purpose  : 
if  it  is  not  beautiful,  it  is  very  con- 
venient, and  we  do  not  wish  for  any 
change  on  that  score.  But  at  the  present 
time  our  staff  is  scattered  over  a  number 
of  separate  buildings  at  some  distance 
from  one  another.  My  hon.  Friend  behind 
me  (Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton)  says  that  tho  dif- 
ferent Departments  of  the  Government 
are  in  different  buildings.  lam  sure  tiie 
Government  have  always  felt  it  is  most 
desirable  and  almost  necessary  for  the 
economical  conduct  of  business  that  each 
Department  should  have  one  building  for 
itself.  Nobody  who  has  a  large  business 
of  his  own  to  tran:$act  can  possibly  do  it 
effectively  or  economically  if  his  clerks 
are  di.^tribuled  up  and  down  several 
buildings.     At   the  present  moment,  the 
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Couuty  Councils  liave  clerks  in  the 
attics  of  honses  built  aa  dwelling  bouses. 
In  the  interest  of  the  ratepayers,  it  is 
desirable  we  should  have  a  S|jace  of 
grouadoQ  which  we  can  buiM  offices  for 
the  aecoramodritiou  of  all  our  officerti. 
Now,  if  I  have  occasion  to  consult  the 
Comptroller,  I  have  to  send  across  the 
street  to  another  housL*  askin^^  him  to 
come  and  see  me,  or  I  have  to  go  across 
to  him.  That  is  not  a  way  in  which 
business  can  be  satisfactorily  conducted. 
We  believe  the  proposal  wo  make  in 
this  Bill  is  one  that  will  conduce 
to  economy,  and,  therefore,  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  assent  to  it. 
Suruly  in  such  a  matter  aa  this 
we  must  regard  the  County  Coun- 
cil aa  the  governing  body  of  London, 
responsible  to  the  ratepayers  for  the 
manner  in  which  it  discharges  its  duty. 
It  is  most  difficult  to  go  on  with 
the  work  of  the  County  Council  with 
our  offices  scattered  in  several  honsea. 
There  is  nothing  more  wasteful  than  the 
distribution  of  clerks  in  small  buildiugs, 
and  it  is  clearly  to  the  interests  of 
economy  to  concentrate  the  work  as 
much  as  possible.  1  would  also  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  nothing  can  be 
done  without  the  special  assent  of  the 
Treiisury.  I  think  the  Committee  might 
trust  the  Treasury  not  to  sanction  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  extravagrant  ex- 
penditure. 

(12.26.)  Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  only  rise  to  make 
a  suggestion  to  my  hoii.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Camberwell  (Mr.  J.  Kelly), 
namely,  that  he  should  be  coutent  with 
the  omission  of  the  words  "  Council 
Chamber,"  so  as  to  let  us  get  our  clerks 
together.  I  think  the  vast  majority  of 
the  Council  are  satisfied  with  the  present 
Chamber,  but  it.will  he  generally  felt  we 
are  under  great  disadvantage  with  regard 
to  our  staff. 

Mr.  TATTON  EGEaTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford)  :  If  the  present  County 
Council  had  only  attended  to  the 
business  carried  on  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  they  would  not  have 
required  their  present  exorbitant  staff. 
There  is  really  no  work  done  by  the 
County  Council,  except  that  of  the 
Asylums  B  'ard,  which  was  not  carried 
on  by  the  MetropolitAn  Board  of  Works. 
The  ofi&ces  of  the  County  Cooncil  are  at 


present  perfectly  suffieitnt  for  the  work 
the  Council  has  to  do,  and  I  think  this  is 
not  the  time  to  ask  thi;  House  to  grant 
powers  for  the  e-tpenditure  of  more  of 
the  ratojiayers'  money. 

•(12.26.)  Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark, 
W.)  :  I  hope  we  shall  hear  a  few  words 
from  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  On  these  County  Council 
matters  I  like  to  hear  his  voice,  and  I 
like  to  see  him  support  by  his  vote  the 
views  he  expresses  at  the  Table.  With 
regartl  t-t  this  particular  Amendment,  I 
shall  vote  against  it.  J  am  in  favour 
of  giving  the  Council  power  to  spend  the 
money  they  think  necessary.  I  do  not 
say  I  am  in  favour  of  their  spending  the 
money,  but  I  have  confidence  in  the 
Representatives  of  the  people  of  London. 
Members  opposite  seek  to  thwart  the 
action  of  the  County  Couucil  in  every 
pissible  way.  There  was  considerable  dis- 
appointment felt  by  hon.  Oentlemenoppo- 
site  at  the  result  of  the  last  election,  and 
they  now  think  that  if  they  hold  the  Coun- 
cil up  to  ridicule  and  decline  to  give  them 
nect'SHary  powers,  they  will  succeed  in 
making  them  unpopular.  I  hope  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
will  have  the  courage  to  say  whether 
he  thinks  it  right  or  wrong  that  the 
Council  should  have  the  powers  asked  for, 
and  that  ho  will  support  his  opinion  in 
the  Lobby.  We  have  had  many  instinct's 
lately  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
making  a  brave  speech  at  that  box,  and 
then  either  walking  out  of  the  House  or 
voting  against  the  County  Council.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  justly  attains  con- 
siderable credit  for  forming  the  County 
Council,  and  I  think  it  is  very  hard  on 
hira  to  be  placed  in  the  position  in  which 
he  has  more  than  once  been  placed  by 
his  colleagues  in  this  House  with  refer- 
ence to  the  pro)>OBals  of  the  London 
County  Council. 

•(13.29.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks, 
N.) :  I  am  quite  sure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  just  now  (Mr.  Tatton 
Egerton)  could  not  have  intended  U 
mislead  the  Committee  when  he  stated 
that  the  County  Council  did  no  mor» 
work  than  was  done  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.  The  London  Coanoil 
not  only  does  a  deal  of  work  in  conneo 
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tion  witli  the  Asylums,  hut  its  Fire 
Brigado  work  has  something  like  doubled 
since  the  extiaction  of  the  Mutropolitan 
Board  of  Works.  Then  there  ia  the 
licensiag  question  to  deiil  with,  and  the 
inspection  of  buildings,  while  the  area 
of  the  parka  is  about  doubled  since  the 
Council  came  into  existence.  I  would 
point  out  that  even  if  we  do  take  over  the 
offices  of  the  City  at  some  future  time, 
we  shall  have  to  provide  more  buildings. 
The  work  of  the  County  Council  is  very 
much  greater  than  anything  the  Board 
of  Works  had  to  do;  and  buildings  that 
are  ample  for  the  City,  and  that  would 
have  been  sufficient  for  the  Metrojjolitan 
Board  of  Works,  are  entirely  inadequate 
for  the  County  Council.  If  in  years  to 
oome  it  is  necessary  to  buy  a  site,  the 
ratepayers  will  look  back  to  the  present 
time  and  ask  why  we  did  not  acquire 
one  when  the  price  was  comparatively 
low  compared  with  what  it  may  be  then. 
If  the  site  were  not  required  it  could 
always  be  sold,  and  in  the  meantime  it 
would  be  coutinually  increasing  in  value. 

•(12.33.)  Me.  CAUSTON:  1  would 
really  aak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  give  us  his  views  on  the 
Bubject. 

Mb.  GONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
Ijorne)  :  Two  appeals  have  beon  made  by 
Metropolitan  Members  to  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  I  think 
ho  might,  at  all  events,  have  respectfully 
and  courteously  declined  to  roply.  There 
is  another  official  directly  interested  in 
this  matter,  and  that  ia  the  right  hon. 
Qentieman  who  represents  the  Treasuiy. 
I  think  we  ought  to  know  what  the 
Treasury  think  about  this  clause,  and  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Jacksnn),  upon  whose  courtesy  we 
can  always  rely,  to  give  us  his  views  on 
the  subject. 

(12.3-t.)  M».  JACKSON:  1  think  the 
hon.  Member  must  forget  that  this  Bill 
has  been  approved  by  the  Treasury,  and 
is  introduced  by  the  Treasury. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,    Mid):  As 
an     humble    Lrish     Member    who    has 
Captain  Ter^iey 
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listened  to  the  Debate,  I  think  it  would 
be  wise,  judicious,  and  advisable  on  the 
part  of  the  responsible  and  paid  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown  to  get  up  and  remon- 
strate with  their  supporters  for  the 
obstruction  they  have  been  practising. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Other  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Clause  11. 

(12.37.)  Mr.  DIXON  HARTLAND 
(Middlesex,  Uxbridge)  :  I  beg  to  move 
the  omission  of  this  clause,  which 
proposes  to  lend  money  to  the 
London  School  Board  ;  and  I  do  it  on  the 
ground  of  the  carelessness  of  the  London 
School  Board  in  the  matter  of  passing 
unsatisfactory  school  buildings.  I  bold 
that  the  carelessness  of  the  Baard  itsel  f 
is  not  less  than  that  of  its  architects  and 
surveyors,  and  the  case  1  am  about  tu 
pres'.'nt  to  the  Committee  I  have  made 
out  from  the  Reports  of  the  School  Board 
itself. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  :  As  a 
point  of  order,  I  would  ask  whether  it  i  8 
competent  fur  the  hon.  Member  to  dis- 
cuss the  conduct  of  the  London  School 
Board? 

(12.38.)  The  CHAIRMAN  :  The 
hon.  Member  appc-ars  to  be  out  of  order, 
but  I  should  have  liked  to  hear  him  a 
little  further  before  giving  a  definite 
ruling. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  :  I  wished 
to  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that 
many  of  tlie  schools  under  the  London 
School  Board  are  badly  built,  and  that  a 
charge  of  |d.  in  the  £1  will  be  levied  on 
the  ratepayers  by  the  Board,  all  of  which 
money  will  be  advanced  by  the  London 
County  Council  under  this  clause. 

(12.39.)  The  CHAIRMAN:  The 
hon.  Member's  obsurvations  are  no 
relevant  to  this  clause. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND:  Part  of 
this  money  is  to  be  used  for  the  re- 
pair of  existing  schools,  but  I  will  not 
(jeraist  in  the  miitter  against  the  ruling 
of  the  Chiir. 
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•(12  40.)       SiE  J.  LUf 

don    Unireraity) ;     xj-'^CK 

is     uuder     the     inj   ^°°-    M^™^"" 

He   carried   his    ^--'ssion      that      if 

prevent  the  Scho'""^™**'^*   ^®   would 

naoney,  but  t^''  Board  from  spending 

clanse  d^rtat  is   not   so.     What  the 

GonpOea     is    to     give     the     Loudon 

thfy  Council  power  to  lend   money  to 

jfSchoiil  Board.     If  it  were   not  for 

,<ins  throue;h  the  County   Council,    the 

3oard  WDuld  have  to  pay   a  higher  rate 

of   interest,  and   the   ratepayers    would 

'suffer. 

(12.40.)  Mb.  DIXON-HARTLAND  : 
My  idea  was,  that  if  I  brought  forward 
certain  facts,  the  ratepayers  might 
recover  money  of  which  they  have  been 
defrauded  from  certain  contractors. 

Clause  1 1  agreed  to. 

Clauses  14. 

Amendments  proposed,  in  page  1 1,  line 
24,  leave  out  from  "  Acts,"  to  end  of  line 
27;  lino  29,  at  end,  insert — 

"  Shall  ba  charged  to  the  gpecial  count; 
account  to  which  the  expenditure  for  the 
purposea  of  th^  said  Acta  ia  chargeable." — [Mr. 
Jutkion.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

First  Schedule  : — 

(12.43.)  Mb.  BALMANN  (Camher- 
well,  Peckham) :  I  see  here  that  the 
London  County  Council  makes  loans 
to  Vestries  and  District  Boards,  but 
this  Bill  is  introduced  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  for  the  express 
purpose  of  giving  Parliament  a  control 
over  these  borrowing  powers.  The 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  used  to 
circulate  with  Money  Bills  the  state- 
ments of  accounts  of  Vestries  and  District 
Biiards,  and  it  is  obvious  that  if  the  House 
is  to  exercise  control,  somesuch  statemontB 
of  accounts  ought  to  be  presented.  The 
County  Council  does  not  give  U8  these 
statements. 

•(12.45.)  Sib  J.  LUBBOCK:  I  would 
point  out  to  the  hon,  Memlier  that  this 
Bill  ia  not  introduced   by    the   London 
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County  Council,  but  by  the  Government 
and  it  must  be  assumed  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  satisfied  with  the  information 
contained  in  it.  The  Bill  does  not 
give  to  Local  Authorities  any  spending 
powers  they  do  not  possess  at  present. 
It  gives  the  London  County  Council 
power  to  borrow,  and  enables  the  County 
Ciiunoil  to  lend  to  the  Local  Authorities 
at  a  low  rate  of  interest. 

(12.46.)  Mb.  LAWSON  :  In  the  first 
table  that  accompanies  the  Bill  there  is 
a  minute  statement  of  the  loans 
advanced. 

(12.46.)  Mb.  BAUMANN:  These 
jiartioulars  were  given  in  the  last  Money 
Bill  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 

•(12.47.)  Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON:  Some 
of  these  loans  are  borrowed  with  the 
sanction  of  the  London  County  Council, 
but  others  are  not.  In  the  case  of  money 
borrowed  by  Boards  of  Guardians  the 
public  are  protected,  as  there  is  an  inves. 
tigation  by  the  Local  Government  Board  ; 
and  I  would  put  it  to  the  Government 
whether  similar  precautions  should  not 
be  trfken  in  the  case  of  all  these  loans. 
There  was  no  proper  investigation  under 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  but 
there  ought  now  to  bo  one  under  the 
London  County  Council.  [Criei  of 
"AgrtedT'J 

•(12.49.)  Sib  JOHX  LUBBOCK^ 
Though  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
may  have  correctly  explained  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  Metn:)p)litan  Bjard  of 
Works,  he  has  not  been  so  accurate  as 
regards  the  proceedings  of  the  London 
County  Council.  The  applications  for 
loans  are  carefully  looked  into  by  our 
Finance  Committee,  which  is  presided 
over  by  Lord  Lingen,  who  is  justly  re- 
garded in  this  House  as  a  great  authority. 
Loans  are  not  granted  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  any  particular  member,  but 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Financo 
Committee  as  a  whole. 

(12.51.)  Mr.  WEBSTER:  It  is  not 
correct  to  8:iy  that  no  inquiry  took  place 
under  the  Metro[iolitan  Board  of  Works 
in  reference   to  loans.     I  remember  on 
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more  than  one  oocasion  loans  being 
refused  to  Vestries.  On  one  oooaaion  a 
Vestrj  wislied  to  build  a  kind  of  music 
hall,  and  then  application  for  a  loan  was 
refnsed. 

Schedules  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered to-morrow. 


TRAMWAYS,  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL  (IRE- 
•    LAND)   (80UTH    CLARE    RAILWAYS) 
BILL.-<No.  301.) 

COMMITTEB. 

,  Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(12.54.)  Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to 
move,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  yon  do  report 
Progress. 

Ur.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  impossible 
for  the  Government  to  proceed  with  this 
Bill  if  it  ia  opposed. 

Dr.  tanner  :  My  object  in  moving 
to  report  Progress  was  to  obtain  an 
explanation  from  the  Minister  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  as  to  its  provisions.  I  would 
adrise  the  Chief  Secretary  to  shake  off 
his  nonchalance,  and  to  give  us  some 
explanation  as  to  what  this  Bill  is  in- 
tended to  do.  In  the  absence  of  some 
bf  my  friends  who  represent  the  County 
of  Clare,  I  object  to  the  Bill.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
Would  be  advised  in  time  he  would  take 
k  lesson  in  Ministerial  manners.  [Cries 
of  "Order!"]  I  speak  advisedly.  I 
desire  to  have  some  explanation  of 
this  matter,  believing  that  I  am 
isntitled  to  it.  I  do  not  wish  to  be 
continually  throwing  away  my  time  in 
lecturing  the  Chief  Secretary. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  moved  to  report  Progress,  and  he 
mast  confine  himself  to  that. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Certainly,  Sir.  I  think 

the  Chief  Secretary  should  have  offered 

some  explanation  of  the  Bill  ;   and  if  he 

had  done  that,  I  should  have  offered  no 

Mr.  Web$ter 
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opposition,  jft    "  eatisfied 

with  the  Bill  i.  coUeagues  ate  sai 

(12.35.)    MK.4lBay^---       ^^^ 
I  think  it  would   KTO»  •  *■  ^^^  a  ^e 
had  had  some  explan^tr-^^         '^^.    I 
notice  that  the  hon.  MemC«..,_^      g  gf 
the  Divisions    of  Dublin,   wh?S^  ^tJ. 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  has  withw^^^^ 
that  Amendment ;  and  as  that  hon.  ^nr^a,. 
ber  is  thoroughly  conversant  with  th:Cj 
subject,  I  have  a  right  to  assume 
his  withdrawal  implies  approval 
Bill.     Furthermore,   I    understand  that 
my  hon.   Friend  the  Member  for  Clare 
is  in  favour  of  the   Bill,  and,  under  the 
circumstances,  I  trust  that  the  measure 
will  not  meet  with  further   opposition 
from  these  Benches. 

(12.56.)  De.  TANNER  :  I  shall  cer- 
tainly offer  do  further  opposition,  but  I 
must  say  I  think  the  Chief  Secretary 
should  have  explained  the  Bill. 


—  ^uu.- 

tb  th^ 
ne  thalfc 
of  the\ 


Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Bill  reported,  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered to-morrow. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REGISTRATION  EX- 
PENSES (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  401.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  (No.  2)  BILL 
[LORDS.] 

Bill  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Saturday,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  405.] 

SETfLED   LAND  BILL  [LORDS]. 
Bill  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time   upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
ba  printed.     [Bill  406.] 

It  being  after  One  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  1st  Auyuit,  1890. 
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tion,  stated  that  he  has  on  some  occasions 
used  strong  langnage  in  repard  to  these 
gites.  Now,  this  cumpensation  question 
has  been  referred  to  the  nsual  tribunal 
both  in  tiiis  House  and  in  the  Cnmrnons 
House.  It  lias  been  argued  before  two 
Committees,  composed,  as  the  noble  and 
learned  Loni  (Ijonl  Uerschtill)  observed 
to  your  rxjrdsliijjs  tlie  other  day,  of  Mera- 
bei's  who  were  not  for  the  roost  part 
liadicals,  the  majority  of  them  being 
good  sjuiid  Conservatives;  and  both 
those  Cijmmittees  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion one  lifter  the  otlier  that  no  com- 
pensation ought  to  be  granted.  The 
matter  has  been  argued  before  those 
Committees  by  counsel  learned  in  the 
law  to  whom  the  usual  honorarium  haa 
been  given,  a  point  to  which  the  noble 
Marquess  seems  to  attach  great  import- 
ance. Yet  now  we  are  asked  on 
this  Third  Rending  to  reverse  the  deci- 
sion of  those  two  Committees  ujion  tha 
authority  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Bnimwell),  to  whom  no  honorarium 
baa  been  given,  and  who  has  not  iii)par- 
ently  listened  to  the  evidence  that  haa 
been  given  before  the  Committees,  and  I 
should  like  to  mention  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  that  that  evidence  appears 
to  me  to  establish  beyond  doubt  four 
propositions,  which  are  these :  first,  that 
the  Act  authorising  the  erection  of  these 
gates  was  passed  at  a  time  when  there 
were  various  Paving  Trusts  in  existence, 
and  that  the  reason  why,  and  the  only- 
reason  why  those  gates  were  authorised 
to  be  erected  was  owing  to  difficulties  iu 
the  matter  b(  repairing  such  roads.  It 
was  thought  to  be  grossly  unfair  that 
persons  should  bo  allowed,  to  make  a 
thoroughfare  of  those  roads  if  they  did 
not  contribute  t(J  the  maintenance  of 
them.  Those  were  the  grounds  on 
whicli  the  Act  of  Parliament  was 
passed,  and  I  think  it  is  perfectly 
clear  on  reading  the  Act  that  on 
no  other  grounds  was  it  passed.  When 
the  Vestry  took  over  the  roads  in  the 
year  1 855,  they  made  themselves  respon- 
sible for  their  repair,  and  that  being  the 
case,  the  only  object  for  whicli  the  Act  of 
Parliament  had  permitted  the  erection  of 
these  giites,  which  were  put  up  under  it, 
was  accomplished  and  was  at  an  end. 
The  third  point  is  this,  that  the  Duke  of 
Btdford  for  the  time  being  might  at  any 
time,  at  his  own  will  and  pleasure,  do 
away  with  these  gates,  without  giving 
3  H 
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^B         DIRECTORS  LIABILITT  BILL. 

^m  (No.  165.) 

^P  Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  Ac,  with 
amendments  :  The  Report  thereof  re- 
ceived; Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next ; 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
242.) 

FOREIGN  JURI.SDICTION  (CONSOLIDA- 
TION) UILL.— (No.  109.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to. 

1       REMOVAL    TERMS    (SCOTLAND)    ACT, 
I  1886,  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  20fi.) 

'  Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 

amendments  agreed  to. 

^M      STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL. 
^M  (No.  203.) 

^F  Returned  from  the  Commons  with 
'  the  amcndmends  to  which  the  Lords 
have  disagreed  not  insisted  on  ;  and 
with  the  amendments  made  by  the  Lords 
to  the  amendments  made  by  the  Com- 
.  mons  aud  the  Lords  consetjuential 
nendments  to  the  Bill  agreed  to. 

LONDON    STREETS  (REMOVAL    OF 
GATES)  BILL. 
THIRD   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

•IjOrd  MONKSWELL  ;  In  asking  your 
Lordships  to  give  a  Third  Heading  to  this 
Bill,  I  am  desired  on  behalf  of  the 
London  County  Council  to  say  a  few 
words  in  support  of  it.  This  Bill,  ns 
your  Lonlships  are  aware,  is  a  Bill  to 
remove  various  gates  which  cause  a  very 
great  obstruction  to  the  traffic  through 
the  streets  of  a  portion  of  1  he  Meti-opohs. 
In  fact,  there  is  no  doubt  as  a  matter  of 
public  convenience  the  removal  of  these 
gates  has  become  necessary  ;  tliere  ijj  no 
doubt  that  they  ought  to  be  removed, 
and  the  only  question  is  on  wliat  terms 
they  should  be  removed.  The  noble 
Marquess  (the  Prime  Minister)  himself, 
it  ^vill  be  within  vour  Lordships  recollec- 

VOL,  CCCXLVII.     [third  series.] 
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one  penny   of  compensation  to  the  in- 
habitiints  of    the  district.      The  funrth 
point  is  this,  that  in  no  other  case  what- 
ever has  compensation  been  grant;'d  fi<r 
turning  a  cul  de  sac  into  a  thoroughfare 
for  traflSc.     Now,  if  the   fncts  be   so,  I 
would  ask  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
•who     moves     tho      rejection     of     this 
Bill,    on    what    grounds    he    asks    for 
compensation  ?      I    quite     agree     with 
him    that    while   these   Paving    Trusts 
were      in     existence,    supposing     these 
gates  had  been  taken  down,  the  Legis- 
lature   must    have     made     some     sort 
of       provision      for       tho       ref)air     of 
these    roads.     But,  I  submit,  after  the 
Act    of  I8.o5   wjw   passed,  whereby  the 
Vestry  undertook  to  re()air  the  roads,  no 
inhabitant   had   the   slightest    right    to 
suppose    he    would    in     perpetuity    be 
allowed  to   keep  his  privacy  any   more 
than  the  other  inhabitants  of  liondon  if 
these  obstructions  to  the  traffic  had  to  be 
done  away  with.     1  venture  to  say  that 
the  case  of  Hamilton  Place  was  a  good 
deal  stronger   than   this  case,  and  yet  I 
never  heard  of  anybody  getting  compen- 
sation there  for  a  eul  de  sac  beinjr  turned 
into   a  thoroughfare    for  traffic,   because 
the  inhabitants  of  Hnniiltoii  Placy  could 
only    have  had   thuir  privacy  interfered 
with   by  the  action   of  the   Legislature, 
Avhereas  in  this  case  the  persons  living  in 
tho  district  comprised  within  these  laira 
could  have  had  their  privacy  invaded  by 
the   action    of   a   single  individual — the 
Duke  (if  B.'dford.     It  docs  appear  to  me 
that  what  the  Act  which  allowed  these 
gates  to  hi  put  up  did  was  that  it  gave 
the   inhabitants  inside    those   gates    tho 
right  to  say,  ''You  shall  not  take  away 
these  gates   unless    you   do    something 
reasonable   towards    the   repair    of    the 
roads   which  you   make  subject  to  traffic 
from   other  ]Hirts  of   London."      But  it 
seems  to  mo  that  is  tlie  only  right  which 
is  given,  and  the   only   right  which  was 
intended  to  be  given  by  that  Act  of  1800. 
Of  course,  if,  under  the  Act  of  1800,  it 
was  proposed  at  any  time  to  take  away 
these  gates,  something  would  have   been 
done  by  the  Legislature   with  regard  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  road.s.     But  1  say 
that  no  further  right  was  given,  or  was 
intended  to  bo  given  ;  that  is  to  say,  that 
these  inhabitants  who  live  inside  these 
gates  are  now  just  in  precisely  the   same 
position  as  the  inhabitants  in   nil   other 
parts  of  London  are,  namely,  that  they 
Lard  Moukswell 


nro  liable  to  have  their  privacy  destroyed 
whenever  the  Legislature  considers  it  to 
be  fur  the  interest  of  the  general  public 
that  the  public  traffic  shou'd  bo  allowed 
Ui  go  through  their  streets.  In  these 
eircumstjinces,  my  Lords,  I  move  the 
Third  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3'," 
—{The  Lord  A/unksiiell.) 

•Lord  BRAMVVELL:  I  move,  your 
Lordships,  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time  this  day  three  months,  nnd  I  dare- 
say many  of  your  Lordships  nruiy  think 
I  have  a  difficult  task  before  me,  con- 
sidering the  Rojwrt  of  yonr  Lordships' 
Committee,  a  Committee  with  which  it 
is  impossible  not  to  be  perfectly  satisfied 
both  of  their  competence  and  of  their 
entire  fairness.  One  h'js  the  satisfaction 
at  least  of  knowing  that  if  these  waj'sare 
laid  open  to  the  public,  it  will  not  be  for 
any  consideration  like  this  — 

"Here  is  one  man  boiler  off  than  another  ; 
lot  us  equalise  their  positions  by  taking  away 
tho  benefit  wtiich  ihe  one  man  has." 

That  has  not  baen  at  the  bott<im  of  their 
decision.  I  cannot  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  that  the  Committee  were  content 
with  the  condition  of  things ;  on  the 
contrary,  they  have  done  their  best  to 
mitigate  tho  mischief  which  will  be  done 
to  these  people,  nnd  I  am  pretty  sure 
they  would  have  been  glad  if  they  could 
to  havo  awarded  them  some  compensa- 
tion, but  they  icould  not  see  their  way 
to  do  it.  I  ask  your  Lordships,  there- 
fore, either  to  do  that,  or  if  no  compensa- 
tion can  bo  given,  to  reject  this  Bill 
as  an  nnwarrantalile  infringement 
on  tho  rights  of  these  people  who  are 
affected  by  this  measure.  My  noble 
Friend  has  said  he  has  read  the  evidence. 
Well,  so  havo  I,  and  I  cerUiinly  do  not 
agree  with  his  version  of  it.  I  must  ask 
your  Lordships  to  permit  me  to  state 
what  I  am  afraid  1  said  before  of  the 
Second  Reading,  what  tho  truth  of  the 
matter  is  in  this  case.  The  freeholder — 
I  will  call  him  by  that  name  for  a  rea- 
son which,  I  trust,  your  Ixirdships  will 
appreciate — or  the  freeholder's  prcde- 
ce.ssor  in  the  year  1800,  did  nut  stand  in 
need  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  to  do  that 
which  was  then  done,  and  which  has 
been  perpetuated  since  with  the  sanction 
of  two  subsequent  Acts  of  Parliament. 
He  did  it  as  owner  of  the  soil.  The 
estate  was  laid  out  in  a  particular  way. 
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and  to  ensure  the  privacy  of  the  people 
who  would  build  upon  it  and  live,  these  ' 
gates  were  placed  by  the  authority  of 
the  freeholder  as  such  freeholder.  It  ia 
true  that  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  no  doubt  out  of  greater 
caution,  said  that  the  gates  might  be 
there,  and  that  there  should  be  no  inter- 
ference with  the  gates  ;  but  the  gates 
were  put  there  by  right  of  the  freeholder 
as  owner  of  the  soil.  And  there  is 
anotlier  matter  to  which  1  should  like  to 
call  your  Lnrd.ships'  attention,  which  is 
this :  this  Bill  talks  of  the  removal  of 
certain  restrictions  upon  traffic  through 
the  streets  of  London,  and  talks  of  cer- 
tain bars  and  gates  as  being  restrictions 
upon  the  traffic.  What  the  Bill  really 
does  in  substance  is  this.  There  is  some 
strange  notion,  I  cannot  tell  how  it 
could  have  got  into  anybody's  head — it 
could  have  got  into  no  lawyer's  head, 
certainly — that  the  right  of  the  free- 
holder is  to  the  bars  apparently,  and  to 
the  ground  on  which  they  stivnd.  The 
truth  is  the  right  is  to  the  entire  soil  of 
these  roads  in  full  property,  subject  to 
auoh  privileges  as  he  may  have  granted 
to  the  public.  Now,  the  only  privileges 
which  he  has  granted  to  the  public,  as 
far  as  I  can  see,  is  a  right  of  footway.  I 
do  think  he  has  granted  that,  because 
the  footway  has  bsen  used  by  the  public 
for  all  thesa  years  without  interference. 
I  should  think,  therefore,  there  is  the 
most  cogent  evidence  of  dedication  to 
the  public  of  a  right  of  footway.  But. 
there  has  boiiu  no  dedication  to  the  public 
of  a  right  of  carriage  way  or  horse  way, 
or  anything  beyond  the  footway  ;  and  the 
gates  and  bars  which  are  in  particular 
positions  at  this  moment  might,  if  it 
suited  the  freeholder,  be  put  in  any  other 
positions  for  the  purpose  of  preserving 
the  privacy  of  that  district.  What  would 
in  effect  be  done  is  this  :  practically  the 
ownership  in  the  soil  would  be  taken 
from  him.  He  could  at  this  moment 
build  a  house  upon  any  portion  of  the 
district  whicli  is  affected  by  this  Bill 
where  there  is  no  public  right  of  way, 
and  that  power  will  be  taken  from 
him.  Practically,  therefore,  his  pro- 
perty will  be  tiken  from  him.  It 
waa  supposed — and  let  me  particularly 
remind  j'onr  liord.shipB  of  this — m  my 
noble  Friend  says  tliat  these  gates  were 
put  here  for  soma  str.vnge  purpiso,  which 
I  confess  I  cannot  understand.  They  were 


put  u  p  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
publicgaininganghtof  way  as  they  would 
have  done  if  the  gates  had  not  been 
there,  and  for  no  other  purpose.  That 
was  their  object  and  intention,  and  when 
your  Lordships  are  told — I  am  surprised 
it  should  be  so— that  it  was  on  account  of 
there  being  Paving  Commissioners  for 
this  particular  district  that  this  was  done, 
I  say  it  is  an  entire  mistake,  because 
when  these  Paving  Commissioners  were 
put  an  end  to  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
it  was  thought  bettor  that  the  pariah 
shoald  take  over  and  repair  all  the  roads, 
whether  public  or  private  in  the  parish, 
of  course  it  made  no  difference  ia 
the  rates.  The  people  liad  been 
rated  before',  and  they  were  rated  after- 
wards when  it  was  thought  that  the 
parish  should  become  responsible  for 
rejMviring  the  roads.  The  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment piss'-'d  in  the  year  1855  expressly 
reserved  to  the  freeholder  the  right  to 
the  s  jil  of  these  streets,  and  the  power 
of  having  gates  there.  But  there  ia 
another  thing  which  show.s  the  correct- 
ness of  what  I  am  now  stating  to  your 
Lordships.  There  is  a  recital  in  this 
Bill  about  the  gates  and  bars  being  a 
restraint  upon  the  tniffic,  and  1  should 
like  to  read  this  to  the  House— 

"  And  wherean  the  continunnco  of  such  gates 
sod  baraand  tbe  restriction  of  the  traiSc  through 
the  said  streets  tead  to  ilie  public  iocon- 
venience." 

Well,  I  daresay  they  do  ;  that  is  to  say, 
I  daresay  it  would  be  very  convenient 
to  the  public  if  these  streets  were 
opened.  I  daresivy  that  is  so.  Therej  ia 
not  one  word  said  as  to  the  convenience 
of  those  whose  privacy  is  protected  by 
these  gates  and  bars.  But  the  sectiou 
goes  on  to  saj' — 

'*  It  is  expedient  that  proviaion  should  be 
innde  for  their  removal ;  and  whoreaB  the  object 
uforeaiiid  cannot  be  altaiaed  without  the 
authority  of  Pariament  ;  " 

that  is  to  say,  the  County  Council  cannot, 
and  nobody  can,  without  the  authority  of 
Parliament,  interfere  with  the  ownership 
and  the  rights  of  ownership,  which  the 
freeholder  possesses  and  exercises  in 
the  waj-  which  has  lx?en  mentioned. 
Remember  that,  my  Lords.  I  beg  your 
Lordships  to  remember  that  it  is  recited 
here,  and  most  truly  recited,  that  with- 
out the  authority  of  Parliament,  what  is 
sought  to  be  done  cannot  be  done. 
Now,  I  venture  to  say  that  if 
3  H  2 
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tho  Lands  Claases  Consolidation  Act 
had  beea  incorporated  in  this  Bill,  the 
freeholder  wonld  have  had  a  right  to 
maintain  a  claim  for  compensation,  not 
merely  for  the  bare  removal  of  the  gates 
and  bars,  the  value  of  the  gates  and 
bars,  and  the  soil  on  which  they  stand, 
but  he  would  have  had  a  right  to  main- 
tain a  claim  for  compensation  for  that 
property,  the  loss  of  which  I  have 
described  to  your  Lordships.  He  would 
have  been  entitled  to  maintain  that 
claim  according  to  a  recent  case  of 
"  Cowper  Essex  r.  The  Local  Board  of 
Acton."  fl4  Appeal  cases,  page  153. J 
I  6])eak  in  the  presence  of  two  noble  and 
learned  Lords,  who  were  parties  to  tlmt 
Judgment — for  such  depreciation  of  the 
value  of  his  property,  on  part  of  which 
these  gates  and  bars  stand.  He  would 
have  baen  entitled  to  maintain  a  claim 
on  those  two  heads.  However,  they  did 
nottliink  fit  to  pnt  in  a  reference  to  the 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act.  Now, 
one  word  with  regard  to  the  inhabitants. 
T  see  some  of  the  witnesses,  gentlemen 
whose  opinion  is  of  groat  value,  stated 
that  in  their  judgment  the  tenants  of 
the  freeholder's  projierty,  that  is,  of  the 
houses,  wonld  have  been  entitled  to 
maintain  an  action  against  him — tho 
freeholder — if  heliad  removed  these  gates. 
I  do  not  like  to  put  my  judtjmL'nt  against 
that  of  others,  but  in  addressing  your 
Lordships,  I  must  tell  you  what  my 
opininn  is,  I  do  not  think  so.  I  do  not 
think  if  it  liad  pleased  the  freeholder  of 
his  own  accord  to  take  down  these  gates, 
tliat  any  of  the  tenants  could  have  main- 
tained an  action  against  him  for  having 
done  so.  The  case  is  not  quite  clear, 
for  there  are  coses  in  some  of  which 
it  has  been  held  that  the  tenants 
have  the  beni;fit  of  a  stipulation  made  by 
their  landlord,  and  in  others  it  has  been 
held,  and  I  think  it  would  be  held  in 
this  case,  that  the  landlord's  right  is  one 
which  he  has  exercised  by  p'acing  the 
gates  there  for  his  own  advantage,  and 
tlmt  whenever  he  thinks  it  exiwdiont  to 
remove  those  bars  and  gates,  he  is  at 
liberty  to  do  so  without  any  action  being 
brought  against  him.  That  is  my  judg- 
ment upon  the  matter,  and  I  cannot  say 
otherwise.  There  is  not  the  slightest 
doubt  in  the  world  that  these  people  are 
damaged.  There  is  no  doubt  whatever 
about  that.  The  Committee  were  of  that 
opinion  evidently,  because  they  did  all 
Lord  Branuotll 


they  could,  and  I  firmly  believe  would 
have  done  more  if  they  had  seen  their 
way  to  do  it.  The  evidence  is  of  the 
most  convincing  character.  The  first 
surveyors  in  London  have  been  called  to 
prove  this  damage,  and  they  positively 
proved  that  at  the  north  and  west  sides 
of  one  of  these  places,  say  Russell  Square, 
the  privacy  of  which  is  protected  by 
the.se  gates,  rents  are  much  higher  than 
on  the  east  and  south  sides,  which  are 
unprotected.  It  has  been  said,  and  I  am 
really  surprised  at  it  that  it  should  have 
been,  I  am  not  surprised  that  it  should 
have  been  said  in  the  first  instance, 
stupid  as  it  is,  I  cannot  help  saying 
so ;  but  I  am  surprised  that  after  the 
fallacy  has  been  exposed  it  should  have 
been  repeated — it  has  been  said,  "Wliy 
the  law  never  gives  compensation  for  an 
increase  of  traffic."  There  is  a  line  of 
noisy  omnibuses  passing  on  the  west  side 
of  Grosvenor  Square  (it  is  lather  remark- 
able, I  think,  that  they  should  have  fur- 
nished such  evidence  of  what  mischief 
they  propose  to  do  to  these  people  in 
Russell  Square),  and  it  has  been  said  that 
the  people  in  Grosvenor  Square  have 
no  right  to  compensation.  Do  yonr 
Lordships  know  why  ?  Because  they 
had  no  right  to  stop  those  omnibuses, 
and  there  wius  a  public  right  to  go  along 
there.  There  is  no  jmblio  right  to  go 
along  where  these  bars  are  placed. 
What  the  County  Council  say  upon  tliat 
point  here  is,  that  there  is  an  impos- 
sibility of  settling  any  Compensation 
Clause  on  »  fair  basis  ;  and  what  also 
influenced  the  Council  was  the  compara- 
tively few  persons  who  are  resident  in 
this  district,  and  so  forth.  Therefore,  it 
ajipears  that  the  Council  were  influenced 
by  the  difficulty  of  settling  the  compen- 
sation on  any  fair  basis.  Wliat  would 
your  Lordships  think  of  anybody  who 
would  s  ly,  "  I  met  a  man  coming  along 
with  a  very  nice-looking  watch,  and 
I  wanted  it:  well,  there  was  nn  im- 
possibility of  settling  the  compensation 
with  him  upon  a  fair  Uisis,  so  I 
took  it  for  nothing."  That  is  what 
they  are  doing  hero ;  that  is  their 
argument,  and  that  is  their  justifiaition. 
Just  consider  for  a  moment  the  damago 
that  would  be  done  to  these  people.  It 
cannot  be  estimated  by  thousand.*,  nor 
even,  1  believe,  by  tens  of  thousands  of 
)Kinnds.  It  would  be  an  enormon.s 
damage   tliat   would  be    done  to  them. 
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I  speak  ia  the  presence  of  the  Members 
of  the  Committee.  Did  anyone  under- 
take to  say  ill  the  evidence  that  the 
benefit  to  the  public  would  be  anything 
equal  in  value  to  the  damage  done  to  the 
tenants  on  this  property  ?  But  if  not, 
there  is  no  justification  for  doing  it.  If 
jou  ore  to  do  more  harm  than  good, 
valued  in  money,  it  ought  not  Ui  bo  done. 
Well,  it  is  said  that  these  are  restictions 
and  obstructions.  I  admit  it ;  but  I  can- 
not helpsnyiujr  there  is  something  rather 
curious  in  the  sort  of  argument  which  is 
hrought  forward,  because  if  tliero  lind 
been  no  road  there,  and  if  the  jjlaee  had 
been  in  the  condition  in  which  it  was  90 
years  ago,  that  is  to  say,  fields  with  no 
roads  across  them,  there  would  have 
been  uothing  to  obstruct,  there  would 
have  been  no  necessity  for  any  restriction 
there,  because  there  would  liave  been  no 
way  or  track.  Well,  then,  what  is  thu 
complaint  ?  But  before  I  go  on  with 
that  head  of  my  remarks  let  me  say  this  : 
.1  have  told  your  Lord.ships  I  do  not 
think  the  iulmbitants  would  have  any 
«aase  of  action  against  the  freeholder  if 
he  had  removed  these  gates.  No  ;  but 
they  are  as  safe  as  if  they  would  have 
had  a  right  of  action,  because  the  .same 
reason  that  induced  him  originally  to 
put  these  streets  there  with  these  bars 
would  induce  him  to  continue  them 
there  ;  that  is  say,  for  the  purjjose  of 
keeping  up  the  value  of  the  property.  I 
forget  to  mention  that.  Now,  let  me  go 
on  with  what  I  was  saying  to  your  Lord- 
ships, that  if  there  was  no  street  there 
would  be  no  obstruction,  and  the 
complaint,  therefore,  oomes  to  this : 
"  You  have  made  a  road  for  your 
own  benefit,  which  you  need  not 
have  made  ;  bad  you  not  made  it 
we  should  have  had  no  right  or 
power  to  go  there  ;  you  have  pat  up 
gates,  and  therefore  we  have  gut  a  cause 
of  complaint  against  you."  Are  your 
Lordships  prepared  to  say  that?  Are 
your  Lordships  piepared  to  say  that  if 
a  man  should  make  a  way  from  a  public 
road  to  a  mine,  or  a  farm,  or  an  hotel,  or 
a  private  house,  and  should  make  another 
way  from  the  mine,  farm,  or  what  nof, 
to  another  public  road,  and  put  up  gates 
in  order  that  the  business  of  his  mine, 
or  farm,  or  the  privacy  of  his  liouso 
should  not  be  interfered  with,  there 
would  be  a  right  in  that  case  ?  Are  your 
Lordships   prejiarcd   to   lay   down   as  a 


great  principle  that  in  that  case  the 
public  have  a  right  to  complain,  if  they 
are  not  let  through  by  a  short  cut,  to  the 
interference  and  annoyance  and  lose  of 
the  person  who  has  put  up  those  gates  ? 
If  that  lie  so,  let  there  bo  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament passed  at  once  which  will  save 
the  trouble  of  referring  such  matters  to 
Committees,  and  the  eipense  attending 
such  references  and  the  honoraria  which 
my  noble  Friend  spoke  of,  and  lay 
down,  as  a  general  rule,  that  whenever 
anybody  likes,  no  matter  what 
damage  it  may  do  to  the  owner, 
wherever  anybody  is  entitled  to  say, 
"  Here  is  a  short  cut  made  not  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public,  but  for  the  benefit 
of  the  man  who  made  it,  and  who  protected 
it  by  gates  and  bars.  That  is  a  thmg 
which  the  public  must  have  the  enjoy- 
ment of,  and  the  benefit  of,  at  once."  I 
do  not  think  your  Lordships  will  be 
prepared  to  say  that.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess gave  some  sort  of  evidence  against 
the  tenants  by  saying  that  he  had  some- 
times been  obstructed  in  going  to  the 
Great  Northern  Railway  Station,  and  I 
think  he  said  that  when  that  happened 
to  him  he  would  hnve  used  an  execration. 
The  prime  Wl^fISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY ov  STA'ra  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Sausbcky)  : 
An  iutLTual  execration. 

•LOHD  BRAMWELL  :  Yes  ;  expressed 
internally.  Well,  if  your  Lordships  re- 
ject this  Bill,  and  if  the  noble  Marquess 
18  obstructed  again,  I  hope  he  will 
neither  internally  nor  aloud  include  me 
in  the  objects  of  his  execration,  for  I  am 
sure  I  would  most  willingly  remove  all 
obstruction  from  him.  I  know  he  suffers 
very  considerably  from  it,  and  I  would 
remove  it,  not  only  by  throwing  ojxjn 
these  bars,  but  by  closure  if  I  could — very 
much  I  trust  to  his  benefit,  if  it  were  in 
my  jiower  to  do  it.  Now,  my  Lords, 
really  the  casj  comes  to  this  :  I  do  not 
want  to  say  over  and  over  again  the  same 
thing.  That  a  deal  of  damage  will  be 
done  t )  a  number  of  people  is  beyond 
all  doubt;  it  is  proved  by  the  best 
experts  in  the  world.  That  some  incon- 
venience is  sustained  at  present  by  the 
public  at  large — I  protest  against  it 
being  called  an  inconvenience — that  a 
convenience  might  bo  given  to  them  to 
which  they  are  not  entitled,  I  confess 
at  once  ;  whether  that  convenience  will 
be  bought  at  a  fair  price  to  the  iuhabi- 
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tantfi  I  know  not.  I  am  strongly  inclined 
to  think  there  will  be  more  loss  than 
gain  in  it,  but,  after  all,  whichever  way  it 
may  be,  it  comes  to  this  :  that  your  Lord- 
ships are  called  upon  to  bike  away  from 
the  freeholder  the  right  which  ho  possesses 
to  the  consequent  damage  of  the  tenants 
for  no  other  reason  than  because  it  is 
handy  and  because  it  is  convenient  to  do 
it.  As  I  said  before,  if  your  Lordships 
are  prepared  tn  say  no  matter  what  the 
right  of  the  freeholder  is,  and  it  is  a  right 
as  freeholder  mind,  no  matter  what  the 
amount  of  damage  that  is  done  to  othere, 
if  the  public  desire  it  ihat  road  which  is 
a  private  roiui,  and  that  property  which 
is  private  property,  shall  become  public, 
all  protest  would  be  unavailing.  I  move 
that  the  Bill  should  be  read  the  third 
time  this  day  three  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  nut 
("  now,")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("  this  day  tliree  months.") — {The 
Lord  Braimcell.) 

The  Bishop  of  ROCHESTER :  I  would 
ask  your  Lordships  to  hear  a  few  words 
fi'om  me  ou  the  ground  that  any 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House  who 
hapjicus  to  possess  local  knowledge  or 
local  information  on  the  subject  under 
discu.s8ion  is  bound  to  give  it  for  the 
benefit  of  the  House.  I  think  I  may 
claim  this  advantage  which  perhaps  few 
or  none  of  your  Lordships  pfjssess  ;  that  I 
have  lived  within  the  district  comprised 
inside  these  gates  for  10  years,  and  that 
it  was  all  within  the  limits  of  my  own 
parish.  I  nuiy,  therefore,  be  supposed  to 
have  some  practical  and  considerable 
knowledge  on  the  subject,  both  as  to  the 
inconvenience  or  otherwise  of  the  gates, 
and  also  as  to  the  feelings  of  the  inhabi- 
tants in  regard  to  their  existence.  No 
doubt  there  is  a  certain  inconvenience 
from  these  gates,  especially  at  one  of 
them.  I  must  not  impute  to  your 
Ijordships  too  intimate  knowledge  of 
the  geography  of  that  part  of  London ; 
but  there  is  inconvenience,  especially  at 
the  Upper  Woburn  Place  Gates,  which  are 
closed  to  trafiic  in  hired  carriages,  and 
where  anybody  arriving  in  a  hansom 
would  bo  very  reasonably  surprised  at 
being  told  he  could  not  pass,  but  must  go 
round  by  another  way.  None  of  the  other 
gates  are  closed  to  light  traffic,  but  only  to 
traffic  of  a  heavy  character.  Attendants 
are  seated  outside  the  gates  ready 
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when  they  see  carruigcs  or  cabs  comings 
to  throw  them  open,  and  I  have  seldom, 
in  my  own  experience,  found  myself  de- 
Inyed  by  them.  I  simply  desire  to  infer 
from  this  fact,  not  that  there  is  no  incon- 
venience tu-ising  from  the  gates,  but  that 
the  inconvenience  said  to  arise  from  their 
position  is  somewhat  exaggerated.  I£ 
the  great  Railway  Companies  and  the 
public  require  these  gates  and  bars  to  be- 
removed,  no  doubt  it  must  be  done,  and 
Parliament  must  be  nskcd  for  power  to 
do  it.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 
Bttt  the  fact  which  I  desire  Ui  put  to  your 
Lordships  with  great  earnestness  is  this  : 
that  it  is  a  very  high-handed  course  to 
remove  thes?  gates  and  bars  without 
some  sort  of  compensation  being  made  to 
the  householders  and  leaseholders  in  the 
neighbourhood,  who  indisputably  either 
bought  or  took  their  pro[)erty  on  the 
undertaking  that  they  would  not  be 
interfered  with  by  the  freeholder  in  the 
enjoyment  of  these  valuable  rights. 
Conceive  what  will  happen  to  them  if 
heavy  traffic  comes  down  through  Upper 
Woburn  Place  or  Tavistock  Street.  It 
will  be  impossible  to  use  the  bedrooms  in 
front  of  the  houses.  Not  only  will 
the  personal  comfort  of  the  inhabitants  be- 
interfered  with,  but  they  will  not  really 
bo  able  to  sleep.  I  have  read  the  evi- 
dence given  before  your  Lordships* 
Committee,  and  I  am  perfectly  certain 
that  the  property  in  those  houses  will  be- 
very  seriously  diminished  in  value  in 
that  neighbourhood,  where  property  is 
already  not  likely  to  increase  in  value.  I 
should  like  toatld  that  the  neighbourhood 
is  certainly  not  a  fashionable  one  ;  it  IB- 
inhabited  by  struggling  professional  men 
with  limited  incomes,  who  are  not, 
perhaps,  as  well  able  to  protect  them- 
selves as  persons  living  in  other  parts  of 
London  might  do,  and  on  whose  behalf 
there  I  appeal  to  your  Ijovdships  for  pro- 
tection. I  do  not  live  there  now,  and  I 
have  no  property  there,  but  I  have  some 
valued  friends  in  the  neighbourhood  for 
whom  I  have  a  great  regard,  and  I  think,, 
therefore,  that  your  Lordships  will 
pardon  me  for  protesting  against  wlmt  I 
do  feel  to  be  an  arbitrary  invasion  of  the 
rights  of  private  property.  1  do  ask 
your  Lordships  to  jwuse  before  passing  a 
Bill  which  will  inflict  very  serious  injury 
and  personal  damage  on  those  who  have 
no  right  whatever  to  be  treated  in  such 
a  way  as  ia  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
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Lord  HERSCH ELL:  I  should  desire 
to  call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
position  of  this  Bill,  and  to  the  effect  of 
the  proposal  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
admits  that,  if  it  is  for  the  public  interest 
that  this  cliange  should  Ix;  mnde,  private 
interests  or  even  private  rights  must 
necessarily  give  way. 

•Lord  BRAIIWELl  :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  siirt. 

LoRi.  HERSCHELL:  I  thought  my 
noblo  and  learned  Friend  so  stated  on 
the  last  occasion  in  the  most  distinct 
terms.  I  am  sorry  I  have  not  his  assent 
to  that ;  but  we  have  the  admission 
made  that  the  public  can  interfere  with 
private  rights,  ouly  they  mu.-t  do  so  upon 
terms  of  making  proper  compensation. 
•Lord  BRAMWELL:  Yes. 

Loiu>  HERSCHELL  :  I  had  only  half 
finished  the  stnteraeiit  nf  itiy  proposition. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  assumed 
that  I  was  not  going  to  say  more  than  I 
had  said  at  that  moment.  My  noble  nnd 
learned  Friend  admits  that  in  tlie  con- 
test between  public  and  private  interest, 
the  private  iuterest  must  give  way. 
What  is  the  course  which  he  and 
those  whom  he  represents  have  taken 
with  reference  to  this  Bill?  The  Bill 
was  discussed  in  the  other  House.  It 
was  sent  to  a  Committee  of  that  House  ; 
it  was  argued  for  a  fonaiderable  time 
before  that  Committee  ;  the  Committee 
reported  in  favour  of  the  Bill  ;  the  other 
House  then  passed  it,  and  it  came  n[i  to 
your  Lonlships'  House.  One  would  have 
thought  that  by  that  time,  at  least  those 
who  have  lieen  represented  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  would  have  come  to 
see  tliat  the  Billia  one  to  the  principle  of 
•which,  tbo  Pruamhle  of  which,  they 
should  offer  no  objection.  They  might, 
of  course,  insist  that  they  ha<l  a  right  to 
compensation,  which  claim  to  compensa- 
tion might  have  been  then  considered. 
"When  the  matter  came  to  this  House, 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  and  then,  when  it 
went  before  the  Comraittco,  what  posi- 
tion did  the  petitioners  assume  ?  Did 
they  say  :  "  We  admit,  of  course,  that 
our  interests  must  give  way  in  this 
matter  of  public  concern,  but  we  propose 
to  insert  a  clause  and  ask  that  yon 
should  insert  it  in  protectum  of  oiy 
interests."  Notliing  of  the  kind.  Tliey 
did  attempt  to  get  the  Commitbue  to  Cud 


the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  not  proved, 
and  to  get  the  Bill  rejected  by  the 
Committee.  The  proposition  was 
put  in  a  most  subsidiary  manner. 
The  first  witness  called  had  given 
a  great  part  of  his  evidence — in  fact, 
nlmi  St  the  whole  of  his  evidence—  Ijefore 
he  came  to  the  question  of  compen.sation 
at  all.  1  do  not  say  in  the  slightest  that 
they  abandoned  or  did  not  say  if  the 
Bill  passes  we  ought  to  have  compen.sa- 
tion.  But  they  cannot  say  that  the  Bill 
W)is  not  opposed.  Then  the  Bill  comes 
before  your  Lordships  for  Third  Read- 
ing. It  has  been  well  discussed  and 
considered ;  all  the  arguments  of  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  other 
side  have  beenfullycanvassed  by  the  Com- 
initte?,  and  considered  and  weighed 
by  them,  and  that  Committee  hius  found 
what  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  docs 
not  dispute  is  a  conclusion  arrived  lit  by 
them  ]  orfectly  honestly,  and  to  tlie  best 
of  their  judgment.  But  now  ray  noble 
and  learned  Friend  comes  at  this,  the 
lust  st'-ge,  after  the  Bill  has  passed 
through  those  various  stages,  and  asks 
3'our  Lordships  to  reject  this  Bill  on  the 
Third  Reading.  And  why,  my  Lords? 
Because,  as  he  says,  their  claims  to  com- 
pensation have  not  been  entertained  by 
the  Committee.  In  the  first  place,  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  asks  your 
Lord.ships  to  rt^ject  this  Bill,  though  as 
to  ono  of  the  gates  proposed  to  be  re- 
moved by  it  there  was  no  opposition. 
No  objection  whatever  was  made  with 
regard  to  that,  and  yet  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  asks  that  the  Bill  should 
he  rejected  which  will  provide  for  that 
being  done,  to  which  nobody  objected. 
That  is  the  sort  of  wholesale  way  in 
which  this  Bill  is  treated,  and  after  it 
has  gone  thningh  all  these  stages,  and 
after  it  has  como  to  its  present  stage  in 
your  Lonlships'  House.  These  jxiintf, 
which  have  been  referred  to  by  my  noblo 
and  learned  Friend,  and  upon  which  ho 
has  argued  in  the  interests  of  those  whom 
he  represents,  were  perfectly  reasonable 
matters  to  be  considered.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  it  wns  otherwise.  The  whole  sub- 
ject of  claim  to  compensation  was  con- 
sidered by  this  Committee  most  anxiously 
and  mo.st  carefully,  and,  having  con- 
sidered it,  they  came  to  the  concbision 
that  the  proper  course  to  take  was  to 
pro\-ide  means  of  securing,  by  the  silent 
paving  of  the  streets,  as  for  as   possible 
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againstthe  inconvenience  to  theinliabitAnts 
of  these  streets  being  thrown  open  to  pub- 
lic traffic  ;  but  tliat  it  would  not  bo  right 
to  make  a  provision  for  u  compensation. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  has  spoken 
as  though  this  cltiim  to  compensation  on 
behalf  of  the  occupiers  of  these  houses 
waa  a  claim  similar  to  those  which  have 
been  hitherto  recognised  hy  the  law. 
On  the  contrary,  no  such  claim  to  com- 
pensate has,  as  far  as  I  know,  ever  been 
recognised  ;  and  if  this  claim  be  recog- 
nised, I  maintain  that  it  will  run  counter 
to  every  principle  which  has  regulated 
the  law  of  compensitioii  in  similar  cases. 
It  has  not  been  the  case,  as  my  nuhlj 
and  learned  Friend  has  assumed,  that 
■wherjver  Parliament  has  interfered  it  has 
done  80  on  the  basi.s  of  compi-mating 
every  person  who  would  sufiEer  incon- 
venience, or  even  pecuniary  loss,  by 
reason  cf  the  interference  nf  the  Legis- 
lature. I  could  give  your  Lordships 
abundance  of  illusti-ations  of  that.  For 
example  :  you  have  bought  a  residence  ; 
a  railway  comes  near  tlu  residenc:-.  The 
railway  does  not  take  any  of  your  Litid, 
bnt  it  interferes  with  your  privacy  ;  it  cer- 
tainly diminishoa  the  c<mifort  of  your 
house,  and  would  very  likely  dimiuisli 
its  selling  value,  and  yet,  beyond  ciuos- 
tion,  no  compensation  could  be  claimed 
by  the  person  who  suEEered  that 
direct  pecuniary  loss  by  reason 
of  the  railway  having  come  there. 
Though  he  has  Ixjen  subjected  to  in- 
convenience, loss  of  privacy,  and  even 
diminution  of  the  value'of  the  premises, 
yet  he  has  no  right  to  compjnsation. 
That  is  a  great  deal  more  analogous  to 
the  case  we  are  dealing  with  than  any  of 
the  cas'js  to  which  my  noble  and  Utarned 
Friend  has  alluded.  I  give  this  instance 
only,  becan.se  I  maintain  that  compensa- 
tioir  is  never  given  unless  for  inter- 
forenc3  with  8.;)m3  le»al  right.  How- 
ever great  the  inconvenience,  however 
unquestionable  the  pecuniary  loss,  unless 
that  can  be  established,  there  is  no  chiim 
to  compunsatioii,  with  perhaps  this  excep- 
tion to  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Priend  has  alluded.  If  you  take  a  por- 
tion of  a  man's  land,  and  have  to  com- 
pensate him  for  that,  he  may,  in  some 
cases,  get  consequential  damages,  which 
other  persons  whose  hind  had  not  been 
taken  would  not  bo  entitled  to  claim, 
and,  therefore,  I  ought  to  limit  my 
general  proposidon  in  tliat  way,  although 
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it  is  not  really  relevant  to  the  point  we 
are  discnssing.  In  that  way,  it  seems  to 
me,  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  aban- 
doned the  whole  casa  when  he  admitted 
that  these  occupiers  and  lessees  had  no 
legal  right  to  eufore  the  continuance  of 
the  gatjs  and  bars  in  the  position  in 
which  they  are.  The  whole  case  was 
gone,  us  it  seemed  to  me,  when  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  made  that  adn-ission. 
I  do  not  allude  to  his  argument  as 
regards  the  freeholder,  because  the  free- 
holder did  not  petition  against  this  Bill, 
and  he  has  not  asked  for  any  compensa- 
tion clause  to  be  inserted.  He  is  the 
only  person  whoso  legal  rights  will  be  in 
any  wiiy  interfered  with  by  this  Bill,  and, 
he  certainly,  not  having  asked  for  com- 
pensation, it  would  be  out  of  all  reason 
to  reject  this  Bill  because  there  is  no 
provision  made  for  comjKjnsation  in  his 
case.  We  have,  therefore,  only  to  deal 
with  the  ca.se  of  lessees  and  occupiers, 
1  am  nut  going  for  a  moment  to  dispute 
that  there  are  many  people  whose  con- 
venience and  comfort  would  be 
diminished  by  thesn  streets  becoming 
subject  to  more  traffic  than  had  hitherto 
passed  through  them,  although  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  reality  would 
turn  out  to  be  as  bud  as  the  anticipation, 
and  that  people  will  not  find  that  the 
traffic,  divided  as  it  will  be  among 
several  streets,  will  ho  anything  like  so 
burdensome  as  they  imagine.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  has  alluded  to  his  personal 
experience  of  this  neighbourhood.  I 
may  claim  to  have  even  greater  experi- 
ence in  these  matters,  because  I  lived  a 
great  deal  nearer  to  a  railway  station 
than  proliably  anyone  who  objects  to  this 
Bill.  I  di>  not  mean  to  siy  that  there  is 
not  a  great  deal  of  traffic  occasioned  by 
the  neiglilxiurhood  of  a  railway  station, 
and  perhaps  some  prefer  tliat  there 
should  be  less  ;  but  when  the  change  is 
made,  people  will  not,  perhaps,  find  it  so  bed 
as  they  sup[iose  at  the  present  time.  Still, 
nuiking  all  allowances,  no  doubt  they 
would  prefer  that  there  should  be  less 
KithtT  than  more  traffic  through  their 
streets.  But,  my  Lords,  that  difference 
b^'  the  ndmis.sion  of  traffic  through  streets 
which  have  hitherto  buen  protected  from 
it.  has  never  been  regarded  as  a  subject  of 
compensation,  and,  if  it  were  to  be  so 
regarded,  it  would  land  you  with  an 
endless  vista  of  compensation  claims. 
In  the  present  case    the  petitioners  are 
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not  persons  residing  in  the  streets  where 
these  gates  are  ;  they  are  people  residing 
at  a  considerable  distance.  They  say  if 
you  render  this  particular  street  an  open 
thoroughfare,  then  more  tnitSo  will 
come  into  the  street  which  leads  to  that 
atreet,  and  more  traffic  will  come  into 
other  streets  which  lead  to  the  street 
which  leads  into  the  first  street,  and  all 
these  people  will  suggest  that  they  are 
entitled  to  eomjiensation.  My  Lords, 
it  is  a  claim  which  has  never  been  ad- 
mitted. We  have  had  numberless 
improvements  in  London  which  have 
produced  that  result.  Take,  for  example, 
the  opening  of  Hiimilton  Place.  All  the 
persons  residing  along  Park  Lane  could, 
if  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  makes 
out  this  case,  have  said  when  you  have 
opened  Hamilton  Place  (which  was  done 
under  statutory  authority)  you  have 
induced  more  tratlic  to  puss  down  along 
the  thoroughfare  than  when  there  was 
only  the  narrow  outlet  at  Park  Lane. 
No  doubt  there  has  been  an  increase  of 
traffic  there,  and  yet  no  suggestion  of 
this  kind  wua  ever  made  in  that  case. 
As  far  as  1  know  it  has  never  been  made 
before. 

•Loud  BRAMWELL:  Was  there  any 
right  to  stop  it  ? 

Loud  HERSCHELL:  There  was  no 
right  to  stop  it,  n(ir  is  there  here  any 
right  to  stop  it  in  the  case  of  the  persona 
whose  interest  my  noblii  and  learned 
Friend  has  been  advocating.  That  was 
the  point  to  which  I  was  referring.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  admits  that 
there  is  no  right  in  any  of  these  occupiers 
who  avL'  petitioning  to  insist  that  these 
bars  should  be  kept  there.  Well,  then, 
it  conies  exactly  to  this :  it  is  a 
parallel  case.  They  were  just  in  the  same 
jwsition  as  the  people  in  Park  Lane  and 
Hamilton  Place,  wlien  there  was  a  house, 
I  believe,  at  the  end  of  Hamilton  Place  ; 
the  pt'ople  there  might  have  quite  relied 
that  uubody  would  voluntarily  remove 
the  house  for  the  purpose  of  making  it  a 
thoroughfare.  I  do  not  know  whether 
there  reidly  was  a  house  there,  but,  at  all 
events,  the  way  was  closed,  and  they  had 
to  obtain  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  enable 
Hamilton  Place  to  be  opmied.  Just  in 
the  same  way  as  the  people  here  might 
have  relied  upon  these  gates  remaining 
to  prevent  traffic,  the  people  in  Hamil- 
ton Place  might  have  relied  upnu  the 
obstinictiou   remaining  there  as  it  was. 


and  yet  no  compansation  was  paid.  My 
proposition  is  shortly  this :  that  no  com- 
pensation is  ever  paid  where  all  you  do 
is  to  interfere  with  an  expectation  which 
people  might  reasonably  have  enter- 
tained, but  where  is  no  interference 
with  any  legal  rights  which  they  possess. 
If  you  interfere  with  legal  rights,  of 
eoursf,  they  have  a  right  to  compensa- 
tion, but  not  otherwise.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  suems  to  have  left  out  of 
sight  one  view  of  this  ease  which  im- 
presses me  strongly.  He  says  these  ore 
not  public  streets  but  private  streets, 
and  1  see  that  was  very  strongly  put  for- 
ward in  evidence  by  one  of  the  wit- 
nesses. All  I  can  say  is  that  it  is  a  most 
astounding  thing,  if  they  are  private 
streets,  to  think  that  ever  since  1855 
those  private  streets  have  been  repaired 
entirely  at  the  public  expense.  I  can 
understand  the  case  of  private  streets 
which  the  people  themselves  keep  up 
and  bear  the  expense  of,  but  private 
streets  which  they  insist  the  public  have 
no  right  to  use,  but  which  nevertheless 
the  public  have  repaired  just  as  much  as 
they  have  repaired  all  the  other  streets 
in  the  Metropolis,  appears  to  me  a  very 
strange  anomaly,  and  I  was  astonished  to 
find,  when  I  read  the  evidence,  that  from 
one  of  those  streets  there  is  actually 
excladed  all  traffic  except  gentlemen's 
carriages,  a  street  which  has  for  35  years 
been  repaired  just  as  all  the  other  streets 
in  London  have  been  at  the  public  ex- 
pense. What  does  that  come  to?  That 
the  inhabitants  of  other  parts  of  London 
have  to  bear  the  inconvenience  arising 
from  the  noise  of  traffic  through  their 
streets,  and  as  to  those  streets  they  have 
to  share  the  expense  with  people  who  do 
not  live  in  them.  The  streets  are  re- 
paired for  the  benefit  of  people  living  in 
them  without  the  public  having  the  full 
rights  which  they  have  over  other 
streets  in  the  Metropolis.  What  strikes 
me  is  this  :  that  if  for  35  years  this 
state  of  things  has  gone  on  there  is  a 
large  debit  in  favour  of  the  people  due 
from  whoever  is  interested  jn  thjae 
private  streets,  whichj^rMf  were  set  off 
against  the  claim  foji^forapensation, would, 
1  thinlc,  hugol/  outweigh  them.  It  is, 
I  think,  very  difficult  to  say  that  they 
are  private  streets.  No  doubt,  passage 
through  them  was  limited,  but  to  say  that 
beyond  those  gates  these  were  not  public 
streets  is  a  proposition  which,  I  think,  it 
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wonU  be  rather  difficnlt  to  establish, ! 
ooDsideriog  the  waj  in  which  they  have  < 
hma  dealt  with  daring  all  these  rears. ' 
I  miut  demar  to  one  obserration  which  I 
faa.<i  been  made  bj  mv  noble  and  learned  \ 
Friend,  because  I  do  not  think  it  is  acca- 1 
rate.     Ue  sajs  these  gates  were  pnt  np  ; 
for  the  protection   of  the  priracj  of  the  I 
inhabitants.     I  have  looked  throngh  the 
Acts  of  Parliament,  and  I  cannot  come  to 
that   conclasion.     I   b^ilieve   they  were 
pnt  np,  in  the  first  instance,  without  anj 
thooght  of    the   kind,    but    simply    to 
secure   that   the  roads  on  the  Bedford 
estate  should  not  be  unduly  used    by 
yonr  neighbouring  estates  not  then  laid 
out   for   building,    so    that    when  they 
rested  entirely,  as  they  then  did,  upon 
the  people  on  the   Bedford  estate,  these 
streets  should  not  bs  used  by  people  who 
did   not  contribute  to  them,   and  who 
wanted  to  develop   their  rival  estates. 
The  effect  of  their  securing  privncy  has 
been  an  accidental  effect  which  has  sub- 
sequently resulted     People,  I.  do  not 
dispute,  may  have  gone  to  live  in  some 
of  these  streets  relying  on  the  fact  that 
these  bars  existed,   and  were  likely  to 
continue  to  exist,  but   that  in  itself  can- 
not give  any  claim  to  compensation  on 
any   principle  which  has  been  hitherto 
recognised  by  the  law,  and  it  would  be, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  a  very  dangerous  pre- 
cedent if  yon  were  to  introduce  any  new 
principle  which  would  psrmit  new  heads 
of    compensation    to    arise.      It    would 
render  very  difficult  many  public  works 
which   would   be   of    advantage  to  the 
community.     The  principle  hitherto  has 
been  that  persons  must  take  their  chance 
of    any  changes    which    may    happan, 
owing   to   improvements   in   the  public 
streets,  and  that   those  changes  and  im- 
provements may  be  made   without  com- 
pensation of  this   kind  being  p\id.     No 
doubt,  if  you  could   work  out  completj 
justice,  wliat  you  might  like  to  do  would 
be  to   saj    this   traffic    which    will    go 
through  these   streets   when    they    are 
opened  goes  somewhere  el.se  now,   and 
therefore  the  streets  where  it  now  passes 
will  be  rendered  quieter  to    the   extent 
that  the   others  will   be  rendered  more 
noisy ;  and   if  you    could   devise    some 
means     of    making   the    people    whose 
streets     thus    become     quiter    provide 
means   for   paying   compensation  to  the 
people  whose  streets  become  noisier,  that 
might  bo  a  very  equitable  arrangement, 
Lord  Uerschell 


and  I.  personally,  shonld  see  no  objection 
to  it,  though  I  do  not  mean  to  suggest 
that  it  would  be  a  rery  practicable  one. 
But  in  this  case,  just  as  in  the  case  of  a 
railway  passing  near  your  honse,  or,  in 
many  other  cases,  the  only  way  of  deal- 
ing with  these  matters  is  to  stand  by  the 
principle  that  unless  yon  can  establish 
that  a  IegJ>l  right  has  b^en  interfered 
with,  yon  cannot  establish  a  like  right  to 
compensation. 

The    LORD    CHA>XELLOR:     My 
Lords,  I  confess  I  am  a  little  astonished 
at  the  principles  which  have  been  enun- 
ciated by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
has  just  sat  down,  because  it  strikes  me 
he  has  entirely  forgotten  to  notice  the  iack 
that  the  freeholder  and  the  tenantsare  the 
persons  who  alone  could  regulate  between 
themselves  the  relations  nnder  which  the 
bars  and  gates  exist,  and  that  an  Act  of 
Parliament  is  required  to  deal  with  the 
interest  of  the  freeholder  and  leaseholder, 
because  the  freeholder  and  leaseholders 
if  left  to  themselves  would  keep  matters 
in  the  position  in  which  they  are  now, 
and  would  keep  their  property  as  it  is. 
For  the  sake  of  public  convenience  yon 
are   to   force   the  freeholder  and  lease- 
holders to  place  their  property  in  a  differ- 
ent condition  to  that  in  which  it  is  at 
present,  and  in  which  they  desire  to  have 
it  remain.     I  do  not  desire  to  discuss  the 
questions  which  have  been  raised  between 
the  two  noble  and  learned  Lords,  but  this 
I  think  will  not  be  disputed  by  anyone  : 
a  great  many  people  have  thought  that 
the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act  has 
been  very  harshly  construed  in  respect 
of  some  rights  ;    bnt  whether  it  is  so  or 
not,  the  principle  on  which  that  Act  rests 
is  that  you  should  not  take  for  public  pur- 
poses that  which  we  do  not  pay  for,  and 
that  if  you  take  away  something  which 
I  will  not   say  a  person  has  a  right  to  ; 
but  if  he  has  it,  and  if  he  is  in  such  rela- 
tions with  his  landU^rd  that  he  is  likely 
to   retain   it,  and  if  a  third  person   for 
public  purj.oses  elux^ses  to  take  it  away, 
that  you  must  jwy  for  it.       I  desire  to 
say  that  I  am  afmid  in  that  respect  I 
mivy  bs  found  a  little  in  conflict  with  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government ;  but  I  do  not  think  the 
inconvenience  which  is  caused  by  these 
gates  is  so  great  as  has  boi'u  represented. 
Like    the    right    rev.    Prelate,    I    can 
speak  from  personal  knowledge,  having 
lived  within  the  ambit  of  these  gates.     I 
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have  not  taken  the  trouble  to  go  again  to 
look  at  the  place  ;  but  as  far  as  my  know- 
ledge of  it  goes,  the  inconvenience  is  that 
you  most  go  round  by  Tottenham  Court 
Ktrad  ou  the  west,  or  by  Burton  Crescent 
on  the  east.  That  is  the  whole  incon- 
venience ;  and  if  you  measure  it,  it  is  not 
a  question  of  miles  or  half  miles,  but 
merely  of  yards.  That  is  the  sapptjsed 
inconvenience.  The  traffic  which  comes 
up  from  the  east  can  very  readily  go  up 
by  the  Bagnigge  Wells  Rood ;  and 
the  traffic  from  the  west  by  the 
Tottenham  Court  Road ;  but  because 
tliere  is  this  httle  "short  cut,"  which 
might  bo  made  available,  it  is  supposed 
that  there  is  great  inconvenience  to  the 
pubhc  in  the  existence  of  these  gates.  I 
remember  hearing  in  the  coursu  of  my 
professional  experience  of  a  very  curious 
case  of  an  effort  which  was  made  to 
establish  a  right  of  way  between  two  of 
the  dooi-s  of  a  public  house  which  stood 
between  two  roads.  There  was  a 
passage  through  from  one  road  to  the 
other,  and  there  was  no  doubt  that  the 
public  had  been  accustomed  to  go 
through  the  two  flap  doors  as  a  short  cut. 
We  know  that  a  short  cut  is  a  most 
fascinating  thing,  and  accordingly  an 
effort  was  made  to  establish  that  a  public 
right  of  way  had  been  acquired  between 
those  two  flap  doors  of  the  public  house. 
I  am  happy  to  say  the  effort  failed, 
but  that  is  a  singular  instance  of  this 
kind  of  claim.  If  a  third  person  is  to 
come  forward  and  set  aside  the  rights  of 
the  freeholder  and  the  leaseholders, 
where  is  the  interference  to  stop  1  My 
Doble  and  learned  Friend  has  said  he  docs 
not  recognise  the  claim  to  compensation, 
except  where  a  legal  right  is  invaded. 
But  the  legal  right  of  the  leaseholder 
here  is  certainly  invaded. 

LoHD  HERSCHELL  :  The  leaseholder 
asked  for  no  compensation. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  1  think 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  was  not  i|uitt.' 
accui-ate.  The  freeholder  did  not  opjiosu 
in  the  other  House — so  I  am  told,  and  I 
believe  accunitely.  That  he  does  nt)t 
think  it  worth  while  to  oppose  the 
Bill  may  be  very  well  understood, 
after  the  decision  in  the  other 
House  and  in  the  Committees ;  but  he 
opposed  the  Bill  in  the  other  House, 
and,  therefore,  that  shows  that  he 
does  not  assent  to  it,  though  he  has  not 
thought  it  worth  his  while  to  continue 


his  opposition  in  this  House.  You  have, 
therefore,  the  legal  right  of  the  free- 
holder interfered  with  and  invaded.  Is 
it  not  a  reasonable  thing  for  the  teuanta, 
the  leaseholders,  and  otliers,  all  cf  whom 
desire  to  miiintain  the  privacy  of  this 
district,  to  say,  "  You  are  taking  away 
the  legal  right  of  the  freeholder,  on  which 
we  were  perfectly  justified  in  relying ; 
and  we  knew  we  could  rely  ujiou  it,  for 
he  would  not  changed  the  position  in 
which  the  property  now  stands ;  yon 
have  taken  away  from  us  the  protection 
we  have  now;  you  have  taken  awuy  theso 
restrictions ;  it  rests  entirely  upon  the 
state  of  good  feeling  between  tenants 
and  lessees  and  their  landlord;  and  if  yon 
are  going  to  take  this  course,  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  has  designated  as 
a  high-handed  measure,  you  must  pro- 
vide some  kind  of  compensatiou  for 
those  who  are  injured  1 "  I  do  not  under- 
stand the  argument  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  used  with  reference  to 
the  remoteness  of  the  compensation 
which  might  be  claimed — that  persons  in 
one  street  would  claim  because  their 
street  let  into  another  street  which  was 
affected  by  this  throwing  open  to  public 
traffic.  This  claim  could  only  be  made 
by  iiersons  within  the  protected  di.strict. 
Persons  who  are  not  within  the  district 
have  not  paid  extra  prices  for  their 
leases  or  houses,  and  they  are  not 
entitled,  in  point  of  justice,  to  compensa- 
tion. Tliey  have  taken  their  houses  like 
others  in  the  Metropolis.  But  there  i.* 
hero  a  real  case  for  compensation. 
People  have  gone  to  this  place  for 
privacy,  and  have  paid  for  it,  and  the 
peraons  letting  the  houses  have  let  them 
on  such  terms  as  represent  that  price. 
They  would  now  have  to  pay  the  same 
rates  as  before,  in  addition  to  the  sums 
which  they  had  so  paid. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  Would  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  allow  me  to  ask  him  to 
define  what  he  means  by  "protected  dia- 
trict  1 " 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  The 
district  protected  by  these  gates.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  does  not  seem 
to  bo  aware  that  there  are  gates  on  four 
sides.  For  instance,  the  gate  at  Gower 
Street  shuts  out  the  traffic  from  St. 
Pancras,  and  practically  it  comes  to  this  : 
that  there  is  an  area  which  is  completely 
protL'ctt'd  against  heavy  traffic  lasang 
through  it. 
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Lord  UERSCHKLL  :  I  believe  there 
is  nothing  ou  tlie  south  of  llussuli 
Square. 

TuE  LORD  CHANCELLOR  :  There  is 
nothing  on  the  south  of  Russell  S<|uure, 
I  a<,'ree  ;  but  persons  going  through  and 
looking  at  the  physiavl  condition  of  the 
neighbourhood  can  see  that  it  is  a  pro- 
tecied  district,  heavy  traffic  being  pre 
vented  passing  through  it  to  the 
London  and  North-Western  and  St.  Pun- 
eras  Stations.  I  am  quite  aware  that  the 
london  and  North-Western  Raihviiy  was 
not  in  existence  at  the  time  these  gutcs 
were  put  up;  but  I  say  it  is  an  extraordi- 
nary thing  to  claim  that  these  gatts 
should  be  thrown  down  beiaiise  the 
London  and  North-Westcm  Railway  is 
there  now,  and  has  established  a  largo 
station  for  the  reception  of  trallie. 
That;  I  should  think,  is  one  of  the 
tilings  which  tlie  persons  clamouring 
to  keep  this  district  private  ■would 
insist  upon  us  showing  the  equity  of 
this  claim.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  said  that  he  has  lived  in  a  place 
near  a  railway  station.  So  have  I.  In 
fact,  I  lived  within  the  protected  district, 
in  Bedford  Place,  at  one  time,  and  sul> 
sequently  outside  it,  in  the  neighlx>ur- 
hood  of  the  Great  Western  Railway, 
whero  there  was  no  jirotection.  In  tlie 
former  place  there  was  perfect  quiet,  but 
in  the  latter  I  found  that  it  was  iin- 
fwssible  after  4  o'clock  in  the  morning 
to  get  anything  like  sleep  on  account  of 
the  noise  made  by  vans  and  carts.  Tbat 
seems  to  me  to  constitute  a  sciious 
grievance,  and  not  at  all  a  fanciful  one. 
I  cannot  help  surmising  that  my  noble 
and  learnsd  Friend's  reference  to  the 
gentleman's  carriage  being  allowed  to 
pass  the  gates  is  ex[ilained  by  the  fact 
that  it  was  not  by  r..'ason  of  social  con- 
siderations, but  because  it  was  nut  a 
heavy  vehicle. 

JjOkd  HERSCHELL  :  I  beg  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  pardon  ;  hut  eveu  in 
that  case  some  were  turned  bock,  and 
when  the  explanation  was  given  it  was 
found  that  they  were  thought  to  be 
hired  flys. 

The 'lord  CHANCELLOR:  The 
ari^inent  founded  ujjon  this  is,  that  for 
35  years  these  streets  have  been  paved 
and  repaired  at  the  public  exiiense. 
When  tluise  who  made  that  arrangement 
made  it,  thoy  agreed  tj  pay,  and  did 
pay,  with  the  gates  there.     If  that  was 


an  improvident  bargain  to  make,  as  it  is 
now  thought  aj)parantly  according  to  this 
Bill,  looking  to  its  terms,  it  was  uu  im- 
provident bargain  iiiade  3o  years  ago, 
and  since  kept.  It  seems  to  me  that  is 
i-ather  an  additional  objection  to  this  sort 
of  legislation  than  anything  else,  and 
that  you  have  here  a  birgain  made  which 
has  receivedthesanctionof tlie  Legislature 
itself;  but  now,  without  compensation, 
you  are  asked  to  take  away  that  advantage 
which  the  Legislature  secured  at  first. 
My  Lords,  I  confess  I  regard,  with  great 
jealousy,  attempts  of  this  sort  to  interfere 
with  the  comfort  and  convenience  of 
jeraons  who  have  been  guilty  of  no 
wrong,  who  have  paid  their  money  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  that  protection 
which  they  have  received,  and  which  yon 
now  proiKjse  to  take  away  simply  because 
it  is  said  the  public  suffer  some  addi- 
tional inconvenience  by  being  obliged  to 
go  round,  really  a  distance  of  a  few  yards 
by  Tottenham  Court  Road,  or  Judd 
Street,  or  Burton  Crescent.  I  should 
have  been  much  lietter  plea-sed,  I  confess, 
if  the  Committee  could  have  seen  their 
way  to  do  that  which  would  have  pre- 
vented all  questicm  by  recognising  the 
right  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  district  to 
compensation.  I  think  it  mitrht  very 
well  have  recorded  an  opinion  in  favour 
of  the  claims  to  compensation  which  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  put  for- 
ward ;  but  as  the  Committee  have  re- 
fused to  take  any  snch  course,  I  shall  vote 
with  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  in 
moving  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

TtiE  Mahql'ess  ov  SALISBURY:  As 
my  luible  and  learned  Friend  has  rather 
challciigfd  me  in  regard  to  the  inconve- 
nience, which  I  have  myself  experienced 
from  the  exist jnce  of  these  giites,  I 
wish  merely  to  say  that  the  inconveni- 
ence seems  to  me  to  be  not  merely  that 
the  public  have  to  go  round,  but  that  the 
traffic  through  the  streets  remaining  open 
is  so  congested  in  consequence  of  so 
many  streets  being  witlidrawn  from 
traffic,  that  a  very  serious  innK>diment 
to  the  traffic  of  London  has  resulted.  I 
merely  wish  to  make  that  little  correc- 
tiini,  because  I  confess  to  lie  in  some 
little  difficulty  as  to  the  vote  I  shall  give, 
because  the  issue  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  put  forward  is  not 
the  issue  on  which  I  should  have  liked 
to  vote.  If  he  had  produced  a  compensa- 
tion clause,  I  should  have  been  very  glad 
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to  consider  it,  and  it  is  very  poRsible  we 
miglit  have  seen  our  way  to  siiiction  the 
introduction  of  samothing  of  the  kind 
into  tlie  Bill  which  would  Imve  satisfied 
us  ;  but  he  hivs  not  done  so,  and  hn  pro- 
poses that  after  the  Bill  has  been  con- 
sidered in  two  Houses,  after  the  Bill  liaa 
been  submitted  to  the  proper  tribunal, 
and  the  proper  tribunal  has  determined 
that  there  shall  be  no  compensa- 
tion, and  that  the  Bill  shall  p.iss, 
we  shall  reject  the  Bill  alto- 
gether on  account  of  that  decision. 
I  think  that  is  leaning  rather  heavily 
against  the  public  in  this  matter,  and 
that,  on  the  whole,  as  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  not  given  us  the 
opportunity  of  voting  upon  the  question 
of  this  compensation,  I  think  we  are 
bound  to  pass  the  Third  Reading  of  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  the  cause  of 
continuing  this  Debate,  but  I  should  have 
been  glad  to  hear  from  some  Member  of 
the  Committee  the  reason  for  the  views 
which  they  took  in  deciding  that  no 
compensation  was  justly  to  be  paid. 
With  regard  to  the  argument  of  the 
noble  Lord  op[)Osite,  Lord  Herechell,  the 
point  on  which  he  seemed  to  rely  was 
that  of  estoppal  against  the  freeholder, 
because  ho  did  not  appear  in  thii  House, 
but  I  can  quite  understand  his  objection. 
He  is  a  great  Lnjndon  landowner,  and  he 
might  very  well  think  that  it  would  put 
him  in  an  invidious  position  to  ren<3w 
here  the  opjwsition  which  he  ofTjred  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  I  do  not 
think  that  could  be  made  a  ground  of 
estoppal  again.st  the  freeholder  for 
refusing  him  his  just  right.  I  should 
have  been  glad  to  have  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  voting  upon  a  compensation 
clause  ;  but  when  the  qusstion  is  put 
to  me  whether  I  shall  vote  fur  the 
Third  Reading,  or  throw  out  the  Bill,  I 
see  no  alternative  but  to  support  the 
Bill,  and  I  am  consoled  by  the  reflection 
that  if  we  granted  compensation  after  al', 
it  would  have  to  be  decided  by  a  jury, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  a  jury  is  a 
superior  institution  to  the  five  Members 
of  this  Ilijuse  and  four  Gentlemen  of 
the  other  who  have  decided  against  com- 
|)on.sation. 

Loau  HERSCHELL  :  I  should  like  to 
be  permitted  to  add  one  word  by  way  of 
explanation.  I  certainly  did  not  intend 
to  be  understood  as  arguing  that  the 
noble  Duke  by  not  opiwsing   the    Bill 


here  would  lose  his  claim  to  compensa- 
tion. What  I  said  was,  that  when  he 
petitioned  in  the  other  House  he  did  not 
petition  on  the  ground  tliat  he  was 
aggrieved,  hut  entirely  on  the  ground 
that  he  appeared  in  the  interests  of  liis 
lessees  and  tenants. 

Loud  HOUGHTON :  My  Lords,  as  I 
had  the  honour  of  acting  as  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  which  considered  this 
Bill,  and  reported  upon  it  to  the  House 
in  its  present  shape,  I  think  it  will  be 
most  convenient  to  the  noble  Marquess 
if  I  rise  at  once  to  state  what  our  reasons 
were  in  coming  to  the  decision  at  which 
we  arrived.  In  speaking  of  the  Com- 
mittee, I  should  like  to  state  frankly  at 
once  that  our  decision  was  not  arrived 
at  without  some  discussion,  and  al- 
though, for  reasons  which  your  Lord- 
ships will  quite  appreciate,  none  of  my 
noble  Friends  attempted  to  divide  the 
Committee,  yet  their  opinion  was  not 
entirely  unanimous.  I  only  say  that, 
so  that  when  I  speak  of  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  1  may  be  understood  as 
speaking  of  the  decision  at  which  the 
majority  ultimately  arrived.  Something 
fell  from  the  ni»ble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  as  to  the  great  necessity 
for  the  Bill  not  Irnving  been,  in  his 
opinion,  entirely  proved.  I  am  bound  to 
say  the  evidence  given  before  ns  on  that 
jioint  seemed  absolutely  overwhelming. 
Wo  had  the  evidence,  in  the  first  place, 
of  the  officials  of  the  County  Council, 
who  perhaps  the  noble  Lord  wonld  say 
were  not  unbiased,  but  we  also  had  the 
evidence  of  one  of  the  Superintendents 
of  the  North-Western  Railway,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Cab  Proprietcirs'  Associa- 
tion, a  representative  of  the  St.  Pancras 
Vestry,  Inspectors  from  two  divisions  of 
police,  the  Parcels  Delivery  manager, 
and  Messrs.  Shoolbred,  and  other  van 
|uv)prietf)r8  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  1 
believe  that  we  niipht  have  tieen  hearing 
evidence  of  that  kind  still  had  we  not 
concluded  that  wo  did  not  consider  it 
neces.sary  to  be  further  informed  on  the 
.subject.  I  am  told  that  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  that  point  liy  the  noble 
Marquess,  but  I  should  like  to  impress 
upon  your  Lordships  that  owing  to  the 
form  which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  employed  on  this  occasion,  if  he 
succeeds,  the  Bill  will  be  absolutely  lost. 
There  is  no  question  of  its  Amendment ; 
and  the  public  will  still  have  to  suffer 
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yrh&t  I  think  I  may  say  was  unanimously 
regarded  by  the  Committee,  after  a 
hearing  extei\ding  over  some  days,  was 
a  very  great  inconvenience  indeed  to  the 
public.  Therefore,  I  may  say  that  the 
only  point  we  had  to  decide  was  the 
question  of  compensation.  That  ques- 
tion of  compensation  was  rather  pre- 
sented to  us  in  two  different  points  of 
view.  In  the  first  place,  from  what  I 
may  call  the  good-natured  point  of  view, 
it  was  urged  very  strongly  that  those 
people  might  suffer  inconvenience ; 
that  London  is  a  very  rich  town  ;  tliat  it 
is  desirable  to  make  everybody  as  happy 
as  possible  ;  and  that,  therefore,  it  would 
be  much  better  to  give  compensation. 
But,  my  Lords,  we  do  not  live  in  Arcadia, 
where  everybody  may  be  supposed  to  be 
to  be  made  perfectly  happy,  but  we  live 
in  London,  and  in  London,  as  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  behind  me  has  shown, 
people  are  often  put  to  great  inconveni- 
ence in  these  matt.-rs  of  street  improve- 
ments and  ojiening  streets  for  traffic 
without  receiving  any  compensation  at 
all.  However,  I  need  hardly  say  that 
was  not  the  point  of  view  in  which  the 
learned  counsel  who  conducted  to  case 
with  great  ability  pressnted  it,  but  that 
they  pressed  it  from  the  practical  point 
of  view  of  the  question.  We  had 
to  go  back  to  what  we  considered  was  the 
original  intention  with  which  these  gates 
were  erected.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  said  that  if  the  then  Duke  of 
Bedford,  at  the  end  of  last  century,  had 
wished,  he  need  not  have  erected  gates 
at  all,  but  might  have  put  walls  or 
houses  there,  and  he  need  not  have 
made  roads.  I  supposa  there  would 
have  been  nothing  to  prevent  the  then 
Duke  of  Bedford  laying  out  his  estate,  if 
he  had  chosen,  cpu  something  like  the 
principle  of  the  mazii  at  Hampton  Court, 
with  all  the  stri?ets  ruls  tie  sar,  and 
all  the  squares  only  approachable  by 
balloons,  but  it  was  of,  course,  very 
unlikely  that  he  would  do  anything  of 
that  kind,  and  what  he  did  was  to  lay  out 
the  estate  to  the  best  advantage.  The 
contention  of  the  petitioners  was  that  the 
gates  were  plac.-d  there  with  the  object 
of  making  the  estate  a  private  and 
rasidential  estate.  That  point  was  at 
once  taken  issue  uimn,  and  we  decided  it 
WM  not  by  any  means  proved.  Your 
Ljrd^ihips  have  heard  that  the  Paving 
Commission?rs  were  appointed  at  that 
Lord  Iloiiijhlon 


time  in  connection  with  the  building- 
estates,  and  were  entitled  to  rate  the 
inhabitants  for  paving  purposes.  Adjoin- 
ing the  Duke  of  Bedford's  estate  was  an 
estate  of  the  Skinners'  Company  on  the 
east,  and  another  Ixilonging  to  a  Mr. 
Mortimer  on  the  west.  These  estates 
are  specially  mentioned  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament  to  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  alluded,  as  being  the 
estates  to  secure  protection  against 
which,  these  gates  had  been  set  up,  and 
the  inference  seemed  to  him  absolutely 
certain  that  the  intention  with  which 
those  gates  were  then  erected  was  to 
prevent,  when  the  time  came  for  laying 
out  those  adjacent  estates,  the  carte  tilled 
with  heavy  materials  passing  over  thoee 
roads  on  the  Bedford  estate  which  were  to 
be  made  by  the  inhabitants  of  that  estate 
alone.  Not  to  detain  your  Lordships 
too  long  on  this  point,  matters  went  on 
as  they  were,  and  several  other  AfitB 
were  passed  which  left  matters  very 
much  in  the  same  position  until  the 
year  1855,  when  the  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment Act  was  passed.  There  were  then 
over  300  of  tfiese  little  Paving  Trusts 
in  London,  and  the  time  had  then  come 
to  consolidate  the  paving  of  the  whole 
Metropolis,  and,  as  your  Lordships  are 
aware,  it  was  then  handed  over  to  the 
different  vestries.  Then  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  says  if  that  was  the  only 
reason,  why  were  the  gates  not  taken 
down  at  that  time  ?  My  answer,  liko 
that  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  is 
that  they  most  certainly  ought  to  have 
been  taken  down,  but  there  are,  I  think, 
two  reasons  why  they  wore  not ;  one 
was  suggest -d  by  the  learned  Council, 
who  appeared  before  the  Committee, 
and  it  is  to  the  effect  that  this  Metro- 
polis Management  Act  was  rather 
in  the  nature  of  an  exjieriment.  It 
might  not  have  succeeded,  and  it  might 
have  been  found  necessary  to  go  back  to 
the  Paving  Trusts,  and  in  that  ease  the 
loss  of  the  grates  might  have  been  a 
.serious  matter  to  them.  But  I  think  in 
reality  what  weighed  more  with  Parlia- 
ment was  that  at  that  time  the  gates 
were  not  a  serious  nuisance,  that  35 
years  a^;o  there  was  by  no  means  the 
same  amount  of  traffic  as  there  is  now, 
and,  a.s  your  liordships  are  well  aware, 
Parliament  is  very  timid  of  touching 
anything  of  that  kind,  or  of  interfering 
with  legal  rights,  unless  a  strong  case 
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is  made  out  for  doing  so.  On  tliat  piint 
we  arrived  at  this  ctinclnsion,  that,  in  the 
first  place,  the  gates  were  jiut  up  to  save 
the  roads,  and  not  to  keep  them  private, 
and  tliat  the  ixmds  were,  therefore,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  and  ought  to  be 
treated  for  all  intents  and  purposes  as 
public  roads  ;  and  we  also  arrived  at  the 
conclnsion,  -vv-hich  I  niaj  say  was  very 
hotly  contested  by  the  petitioners,  and 
appeared  to  them  to  be  a  very  wtmnE^ 
point,  although  we  did  not  give  it  iis 
much  weight  as  they  desired,  namely, 
that  the  Duke  of  Bedford  was  the 
sole  proprietor  of  these  gates,  that 
he  had  power  either  to  take  them 
away,  or  to  alter  their  present 
position  or  to  remove  them  without 
asking  his  leaseholders.  That  was  hotly 
contested,  but  as  the  noble  and  learnetl 
Lord  has  conceded  the  point  I  do  not 
know  tliat  I  need  say  anything  more 
about  it.  Supposing  my  contention  to 
bo  correct,  that  the  gates  ought  to  be 
taken  away,  then  the  real  fact  is  that 
these  people  have  had  thirty-five  years 
more  of  privacy  than  they  were  really  en- 
titled to.  I  was  told  of  a  case  the'other  day 
of  a  man  who  hiul  kindly  allowed  some 
friends  to  live  for  three  years  in  Iiis 
house,  which  they  did  with  great  appa- 
rent satisfaction,  but  at  the  end  of  that 
time  they  went  to  live  elsewhere,  and 
sent  him  in  a  claim  for  .£2,000  compen- 
sation. It  'seems  that  is  rather  the 
manner  in  which  the  inhabitants  of  these 
squares  are  acting  towards  the  public 
at  this  moment.  Then  we  come  to  the 
point  that  these  hou.ses  were  taken  on 
the  faith  of  the.se  gates  being  there.  All 
I  can  say  is  there  is  nothing  to  show  it. 
I  could  understand  it  if  there  had  licen 
covenants  in  the  leases  to  the  effect  that  if 
these  gates  were  taken  away  the  lessees 
would  have  had  a  claim,  then  the  Duke 
of  Bedford  could  have  come  to  the  Com- 
mittee and  said,  "  You  sae  what  you  are 
doing;  you  are  diminishing  the  value  of 
my  property."  I  think  in  that  case  the 
Duke  could  have  made  out  a  claim  to 
compensation,  bnt  tliere  are  no  such 
covenants  in  the  leases,  and  how  the 
Duke,  except  under  those  circumstances, 
could  have  asked  for  compensation  I  fail 
to  understand.  I  do  not  want  to  lay  too 
much  stress  on  the  fact  that  the  Duke 
of  Bedford  did  not  appear  before  us.  I 
think  the  reason  given  by  the  noble 
Marquess  m.iy  very  likely  be  the  right 


one.  As  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  drew  attention  to  the  fact 
that  he  did  appear  in  the  other  House, 
it  is  oTily  fair  for  me  to  say  that  he  did 
80  only  to  say  what  he  could  for  his 
lessees,  and  1  have  no  doubt  that  being 
on  good  terms  with  I  hem  he  would 
have  liked  to  say  what  he  could 
for  them.  But  what  I  want  your 
Ijordships  to  do  is  to  regard  very 
carefully  the  possibility  of  these  houses 
having  been  taken  on  such  a  distinct 
understanding  as  mentioned.  Take  the 
case  of  Carlton  House  Terrace.  Sup- 
posing one  of  your  Lord.ships  took  a 
house  there.  I  am  not  sure  of  jo'y  facts 
here  ;  but  I  think  there  would  be  nothing 
to  prevent  the  Crown  turning  Carlton 
House  Terrace  into  a  thoroughfare  to- 
morrow if  they  chose,  and  if  they  con- 
sidered Pall  Mall  so  congested  as  to  re- 
quire that  to  be  done.  I  do  not  imagine 
that  in  such  a  ca^ie  the  inhabitants  of 
Carlton  House  Terrace  would  have  a 
claim  tocompen.sntion,  and  yet  their  ex- 
pectation of  continuing  to  enjoy  their 
privacy  is  quite  as  reasonable  as  any 
which  these  people  living  in  Upper 
Woburn  Place  could  have  had  by  the 
maintenance  of  the.se  gates.  Once  you 
concede  that  they  had  not  a  right  to 
maintain  these  gates  themselves,  and 
that  the  Dnke  of  Bedford  could  not  do 
so  either,  I  cannot  see  where  their 
claim  for  compensation  comes  in.  I 
should  like  once  more  to  impress  upon 
j'our  Loi-dship.s  what  liss  been  often  said, 
that  claims  for  eompiaisation  for  annoy- 
ance, as  conceded  by  the  petitioner's  own 
witnesses  in  the  case,  cajinot  be  main- 
tained or  defended.  All  they  claimed 
was  compensation  for  deterioration  of 
property,  and  even  if  they  were  entitled 
to  make  out  their  case  upon  tliat  they 
did  not  make  it  out  on  the  ground  of 
annoyance.  Of  cour.se,  if  wo  could  have 
given  it  them  it  would  have  been  much 
more  agreeable  to  us.  It  is  very  nice 
tf)  sit  on  a  Committee  and  please  every- 
body, if  that  is  not  df>ne  nt  the  public 
expense  ;  Vjut  we  did  not  desire  to  con- 
fiscate anybody's  property.  The  reason 
why  wo  did  not  a.ssent  to  the  claim  for 
compensation  was  simply  because  we  did 
not  ih'nPx  anybody  had  made  out  a  claim 
to  compensation. 

Thk  Eari,  of  SELBORNE  :  My  Lords, 
I  should  like  to  state  in  a  very  few  words 
the  reasons  which  bring  me  to  the  same 
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conclusion  as  the  noble  Jlarquoss  oppo- 
site, a  conclusion  which  I  confess  1  have 
reached  with  very  great  difficulty, 
Ix^cause  now  that  wo  have  heard  from 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  tlie 
reasons  which  induced  the  Committee  to 
pive  no  compensation,  1  am  bound  to  say 
that  so  far  as  the  freeholders  are  con- 
cerned those  reasons  seem  to  me  to  be 
quite  insufhcient  and  quite  unsatisfactory. 
That  is  my  only  reiison  for  voting  in 
favour  of  tlie  Bill.  I  think  the  lease- 
holders have  not,  strictly  speaking,  any 
legal  loain  stnntfi  in  this  matter.  Tlie  rule 
about  compensation  in  Acts  of  Pariiumint 
where  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act  applies  is  that  unless  an  acliun 
could  have  been  brought  in  the  absence 
of  an  uutbority  given  by  the  Act  of 
Parliament  there  is  no  right,  ilaving 
heard  this  debated  fully  it  does  seem  to 
me  psrfectly  clear  that  tlie  occupiers  tif 
these  houses  would  have  no  right  to 
bring  any  action  at  all.  They  have  no 
contract  with  the  freeholder,  and  it  seems 
to  me  tiiat  the  freeholder  could, 
without  giving  them  any  right  of 
action,  have  consented  to  tlie  removal 
of  these  gates,  and  that  if  he  has 
consented  to  it  they  are  entirely  out 
of  Court.  The  reasons  urged  in  connec- 
tion with  the  paving  of  the  streets,  and 
80  on,  seem  to  me,  if  I  may  say  Sf)  with 
respect,  to  be  irrelevant.  I  do  not  think 
they  would  have  the  least  tendency  to 
bar  any  right  to  compensation,  which 
would  otlierwiso  exist.  In  this  stage  of 
the  matter  what  effect  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  action  of  the  freeholder  in  not 
appearing  before  the  Ctimmitteo  to  ask 
for  compensation  ?  Ujjon  the  whole  I 
cannot  but  come  to  this  couclu-siun,  thiit 
it  must  be  interpreted  as  a  virtual 
consent  by  the  freeholder  to  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee. 
The  Committee  have  apparently  acted 
upon  that  principal,  and  upon  that  I 
have  been  unable  from  any  of  the 
reasons  suggested,  except  those  whiclj 
affect  the  freeholder,  to  say  that  com- 
pensation ought  to  have  been  given.  I 
think,  therefore,  the  best  way  of  arriving 
at  a  just  conclusion  is  t^a-ssume  that  the 
freeholder  did  not  wish  to  press  his 
claims. 

Lord   HOUGHTON  :  I  should  desire, 
my  Lords,  to  say  one  word  in  explana- 
tion.    I  carefully  intended  to  guard  my- 
self   against     saying     anything    as     to 
The  Earl  of  Setborne 


whether  tlie  freeholder  waived  his  right 
to  claim  compensation  or  not.  All  1 
said  was  that  he  did  not  ask  for  it,  and 
that  seemed  to  us  on  the  Committee  to 
be  absolutely  conclnsive. 

The  Earl  ov  SELBORNE:  If  the 
freeholder  had  asked  for  compensation  it 
seems  to  me  his  right  to  compensation 
would  have  been  as  clear  as  any  that 
has  ever  been  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  rise  to  add  anything' 
the  discussion  of  a  subject  which,  .1 
think,  has  now  been  pretty  well 
threshed  out.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
from  what  lias  been  said  by  my  noble 
Friends,  Lord  Herschell,  Lord  Houghton, 
Lord  Salisbury,  and  Lord  Selborne,  as  to 
the  vote  which  I  shall  give.  My  reason 
for  rising  is  to  give  a  short  and.  perhaps, 
not  very  unimportant  explanation.  I 
find  that  I  was  re|]0rted  on  the  Second 
Reading  to  give  my  opinion  in  favour  of 
compensation.  Now,  I  gave  no  such 
opinion  at  all,  and  1  was  qnoted  after- 
wards as  having  done  so.  What  I  stated 
was  this :  that  by  general  consent  the 
present  state  of  things  is  an  incon- 
venience to  the  public ;  that  the  re- 
moval of  the  gates  weuld  be  a  con- 
venience to  the  public — everybody  waa 
agreed  upon  that ;  that  with  regard  to 
compensation  there  was  a  difference  of 
opinion,  and  that  if  the  Bill  had  been 
rejected  on  Second  Reading  your  Lord- 
ships would  have  destroyed  the  chance 
of  removing  an  inconvenience  to  the 
public,  and  would  have  left  undecided 
the  question  of  oimpensation,  which 
appeared  to  me  to  be  a  very  fitting  one 
to  go  to  a  Committee.  The  Committee, 
as  ray  noble  Friend  has  very  fairly  des- 
cribed, came  to  the  conclusion  that  com- 
pensation is  undesirable,  but  if  they  had 
proposed  a  clause  of  a  practical 
character  I  should  certainly  not  have 
been  one  to  oppose  their  deci- 
sion. However,  ns  this  Coram^itte© 
has,  after  very  carefully  hearing  evi- 
dence, and  having  discussed  the  whole 
matter,  come  to  the  contrary  opinion,  I 
should  extremely  regret  tliat  this  House 
— I  do  not  wish  to  dwell  on  the  reasons 
why  I  think  ao^should  pass  over  the 
judgments  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  and  the  Seleok 
Committee  of  your  own  body,  that  an 
end  oaght  to  be  put  to  what  is  on  all 
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hands  regarded  as  a  great  inconveuiecce 
to  the  public. 

*LoRD  ZOUCHE:  My  Lords,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  before  which 
tliis  matter  was  brought,  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  a  few  woida.  It  has 
been  stated  with  great  candour  by  my 
noble  Friend  opposite,  Lord  Houghton, 
that,  although  we  did  not  actually  divide 
on  the  question,  yet  that  we  were  by  no 
means  unanimous  as  to  the  questions  in- 
volved, particularly  that  of  comjienga- 
tiun.  We  discussed  this  question  at  very 
great  length,  and  I  can  assure  your 
Lordships  we  gave  every  attention  to  it. 
I  should  lie  tlio  very  Inst  to  make  light 
of  the  decision  of  a  Committee,  or  to 
say  thnt  their  verdict  should  be  lightly 
set  aside.  They  occupy  a  jxisition  of 
very  great  trust ;  they  have  im{K>rtAnfc 
matters  to  deal  with  ;  they  have  a 
high  reputation  in  your  Lordships' 
Uouse,  and  admittedly  do  their  work 
well;  bat  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  under  tio  circumstances  ought 
the  verdict  of  a  Select  Committee,  such 
as  this,  bo  he  passed  in  review  before 
your  Lurdsiiips'  House.  In  fa<!t,  in  this 
case,  there  were  somewhat  unusual  diffi- 
culties presented  to  us.  Although,  when 
lookedat  in  one  sense — perhaps  what  I  may 
call  the  common  sense  view  of  the  matter 
— it  was  extremely  clear,  yet  there  were 
technical  points  raised  which,  although 
we  gave  great  attention  to  them,  were 
far  fitter  to  be  dealt  with  by  a  tribunal 
composed  of  men  possessing  legal  train- 
ing, than  hy  an  entirely  liiy  tribunal,  lia- 
sides  that,  there  was  a  further  difficulty 
which,  I  think,  has  been  admitted  several 
times  in  your  Ixirdships'  Hou.se,  and  that 
was  the  non-appearance  of  the  freeholder, 
the  owner  of  these  gates,  either  as  a 
claimant  for  compensation,  or  us  opposing 
the  Bill  in  any  way.  Of  course,  my 
Jjords,  this  was,  so  to  speak,  the  trump 
card  in  the  hands  of  the  London  County 
Council.  All  reference  to  the  Duke  of 
Bedford,  who  happened  to  be  the  free- 
holder in  this  case,  was  immediately 
stopped,  and  there  was  a  point  connected 
with  that  which  I  ventured  to  raise  in 
tiio  Committee  which  I  considered 
relevant,  and  I  will  leave  your  Lordships 
to  judge  whether  it  was  so  or  not.  I  ven- 
tured to  inquire  whether,  bacause  in  this 
particular  case  an  owner  of  property 
(because  it  was  admitted  there  was  an 
owner  of  property  here)  makes  no  par- 
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ticular  olijectiim  to  having  liii  property 
taken  away  in  one  particular  instance, 
Parliament  should  on  that  account  sanc- 
tion a  Bill  giving  to  a  Alunieiptil  Body 
like  the  London  County  Council,  or  to 
any  MuniciiMil  Body,  power  to  act  in 
such  a  sweeping  manner,  and  to 
take  away  n  man's  property  without 
giving  him  a  shilling  of  compensation 
for  it.  That  is  a  point  which  I  venture 
to  think  is  extremely  relevant  to  the 
issue  which  yon  have  to  determine  to- 
night. It  was  admitted,  after  a  few 
moments  of  the  opening  statement  of 
counsel,  that  these  gates  were  the  pro- 
[lerty  of  the  freeholder,  aud  then  there 
was  this  curious  statement  made  :  Sup- 
posing instead  of  there  being  gates  here 
tliere  had  been  a  house  built  across  the 
street,  then,  of  course,  proper  steps 
would  have  had  to  be  taken  to  purchase. 
But  it  was  said  you  may  take  away  a 
man's  gates,  and  it  is  nonsense  to  say 
yon  do  not  injure  the  property  by  doing 
that ;  but  that  if  it  happens  to  be  a  house, 
you  must  give  him  sometlibig  for  it.  It 
was  contended,  also,  that  tliero  was 
no  claim  for  the  freeholder  because  his 
property  was  not  injured ;  but  it  was 
proved  over  and  over  again — in  fact,  it 
was  sufficiently  obvious  that  if  you  take 
away  the  protection  which  these  gates 
give  to  these  houses,  the  property  would 
suffer.  Then  came  the  other  ease  put 
forward — how  far  the  lessees  and  occu- 
piers were  entitled  to  compensation. 
There  was  a  great  .  deal  of  technical 
reasoning  aVnut  it ;  but  the  main  tvrgu- 
ment  was  that  these  people  had  not  really 
any  vested  interest  in  the  gates.  That 
was  one  of  the  great  arguments  for 
compensation  ;  not  only  were  they  pro- 
tected and  their  property  made  of  greater 
value  by  the  existence  of  these  gates,  but 
these  gates  were  put  there  by  the  free- 
holder under  an  Act  of  Parliament — 
were  kept  up  by  him  under  a  series  of 
Acts  of  Parliament.  But  it  was  con- 
tended on  the  other  sidethtitns these  gates 
were  not  to  be  removed  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  owner,  therefore  the  owner 
could  at  any  time  give  that  consent,  and 
that  in  that  case  these  unfortunate 
people  would  have  no  redri'ss  whatever. 
But  it  was  somewhat  necessary  fc^r  that 
contention  to  ascertain  whether  the  free- 
holder did  in  fact  give  liis  consent  or 
not.  It  was  never  for  one  single  instant 
contended,  although  the  freeholder  had 
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not  chosen  to  appear  for  reasons  of  his 
own  a^inst  the  fiill,  that  he  had  in  any 
sort  of  way  givea  his  consent  to  these 
gates  being  taken  away.  I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  your  Lordships  after 
so  long  a  Debate  as  has  taken 
place,  but  I  think  for  these  and 
many  other  reasons  it  would  be  unwiss 
to  establish  such  a  precedent,  and  thivt 
by  admitting  this  principle  you  would  be 
establishing  a  very  dangerous  precedent. 
I  think  in  this  case  especially  it  is  some- 
what advisable  that  your  Lordships 
should  review  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  would  submit  that  your 
Lordslups  should  now  carefully  consider 
whether  you  will  allow  this  Bill  to 
proceed  or  not. 

•The  Eaei.  op  WEMYSS:  My  Lords. 
I  have  risen  more  tlian  once  to  address 
the  House,  and  I  apologise  for  sjjeaking 
so  late,  but  I  have  only  a  few  words  to 
say.  It  appears  to  me  this  is  not  a  ques- 
tion which  is  at  all  involved  in  any  legnl 
technicalities,  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
it  is  one  of  the  simplest  questions  ever 
submitted  to  your  Lordships'  House. 
To  my  mind  it  is  simply  this  :  will  your 
Lordships  sanction  what  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  haa  called  a  high-handed  and 
arbitrary  proceeding,  namely,  the  over- 
throwing of  existing  recognised  rights 
without  any  compensation  being  made. 
That  is  the  simple  question.  All  other 
questions  as  to  whether  the  proprietor, 
the  Duke  in  this  case,  has  done  this  or 
that  sink  into  nothingness  compared 
with  that  simple  proposition.  It  turns, 
therefore,  upon  this  :  are  there  existing 
rights  ;  are  they  recognised  ;  have  they 
baen  acknowledged  1  Having  read  the 
statements  made  by  the  promoters  and 
by  the  opponents  of  this  Bill  respectively, 
and  having  read  the  evidence,  it  appears 
to  me  that  these  rights  have  been  recog- 
nised over  and  over  again.  They  have 
been  recognised  in  Acts  of  Parliament ; 
they  were  recognised  by  the  Act  of  1855, 
to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the 
ex-Lord  Chancellor  referred,  which  con- 
stituted the  Metropolitan  Board  ;  they 
werj  recognised  by  Lord  Magheramorne 
in  the  House  of  Commons  when  he  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Metropolitan  Board. 
He  was  asked  a  question  on  this  subject 
by  Mr.  Montagu  Guest,  whether  they 
would  bring  in  a  Bill  to  do  away  with  all 
gates  and  obstructions  in  the  Metrojiolis. 
Lord  Majjheraniorne's  answer  was  that 
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it  was  a  question  involving  great  rights 
and  claims  to  compensation.  Sir  William 
Harcourt  was  asked  in  the  House  of 
Commons  at  the  same  time — this  was  in 
the  year  1884 — a  question  on  the  same 
subject  by  Mr.  Montagu  Guest,  and 
what  was  his  answer  ?  I  will  give  it  as 
it  was  given  in  evidence  before  this  very 
Committee,  which  reported  in  favour  of 
this  measure.  Sir  William  Harcourt, 
in  reply  to  the  question  of  Mr.  Montagu 
Guest,  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  said 
he 

"  Did  not  think  the  matter  was  one  which 
the  Goremment  ou^ht  to  undertake ;  that 
owners  of  land  and  residences  were  interested 
in  the  maintenance  of  these  gates,  bant,  and 
posts ;  and  that  it  was  impossible  to  destroy 
those  interests  without  making  compensation." 

I  would  then  refer  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  the  ei-Lord  Chancellor  to  tho 
language  used  by  the  late  Home  Secre- 
tary upon  this  question  of  compensa- 
tion for  the  reply  to  his  argument. 
Therefore,  I  submit  that  it  is  thus 
distinctly  shown  that  the  principle 
of  the  right  to  compensation  has  been 
fully  recognised  and  accepted.  Bat 
more  than  that.  These  statements  which 
I  have  quoted  were  made,  as  I  have 
said,  in  the  year  1884.  What  hap- 
pened in  the  year  1885?  Why,  the 
Metroixilitan  Board  of  Works,  as  it  then 
was,  which  has  now  been  succeeded,  as 
we  know,  by  this  London  County 
Council,  brought  in  a  general  Bill,  and 
in  that  general  Bill  they  had  a  clause 
accepting  the  principle  of  compensation 
and  making  provision  for  it.  ThatBillwas 
for  taking  away  all  such  bars,  gates,  and 
obstructions  and  it  provided  that  tho 
owner  of  any  such  har,  gate,  or  other 
obstruction  was  entitled  to  receive  from 
the  Board  com[>ensivtioii  in  respect  of  the 
taking  down  and  removal  of  such 
bar,  gate,  rails,  or  other  obstruction. 
And  that  was  a  Bill  brought  in  by  the 
London  County  Council  of  the  day  only 
five  years  ago.  Further  than  that,  I 
maintain  that  the  promoters  of  this  Bill 
have  shown  that  they  know  the  principle 
of  oompen.sation  i.s  at  stake,  because  they 
have  declined  to  put  in  this  Bill  the 
Lands  Clauses  Act  Compensation  Clauses, 
because  they  knew,  of  course,  that  if 
they  had  incorporated  and  adopted  that 
clause  they  would  have  had  to  give  com- 
pensation. I  will  go  farther  on  this  ques- 
tion of  compensation,  and  say  that  this  very 
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parts  of  the  town  wliich  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  question,  such  as 
Hiimilton  Place  and  other  districts  which 
had  unt  the  guarantee  of  Acts  of  Par- 
liament. Your  Lordships  have  had  an 
argument  used  to-night  by  the  noble  and 
teamed  Lord  the  ex-Lord  Chancellor, 
which  he  used  ou  a  former  occasion  and 
which  has  also  been  used  by  Lord 
Roseberj-,  which  goes  very  far,  namely, 
that  those  persons  who  claim  to  be 
compensated  may  bo  very  thankful 
that  they  have  had  the  use  and  enjoy- 
ment of  this  privacy  for  so  many  years. 
Why,  my  Lords,  what  is  that  hut  Heni-y 
George's  argument  with  regard  to  land 'I 
It  may  be  applied  in  the  same  way  to 
every  estate  pcsse-ssed  by  any  one  of 
your  Lordships,  as  proposed  by  Mr. 
Hyndman  and  the  Socialists.  But  Mr. 
Hyndruan  and  the  Socialists  go  further  ; 
they  would  strike  against  pensions  and 
property  of  uU  kinds  ;  and  how  will  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  like  it  when 
they  come  and  propose  to  take  away  his 
pension  on  the  ground  that  he  has 
enjoyed  it  for  so  many  years  7  There 
is  no  half  way.  The  true  principle 
is,  that  if  the  public  wants  something 
for  which  they  rerjuire  to  get  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  in  order  to  take 
it  from  the  owner,  or  lessee  or 
whoever  it  is,  compensation  ought  to 
be  given  ;  and  it  is  with  something 
more  than  astonishment — I  may  any  it 
was  with  consternation — that  I  heard  the 
u  ible  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, from  whom  we  might  have 
looked  for  jirotection  in  these  matters, 
declare  that  he  would  vote  for  tliis  Bill. 
I  heard  with  far  greater  pleasure  the 
speech  of  the  Loid  Chancellor,  and  I 
hope  that  the  majority  of  this  House 
will  on  this  occasion  follow  the  Lord 
Chancallor  rather  than  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter into  the  Lobby. 

Thk  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  My  Lords, 
I  will  not  detflin  the  House  more  than 
a  few  moments,  but  I  should  wish  to  add 
my  own  humble  contribution  to  the 
remarks  of  those  who  have  urged  your 
Lordships  to  pause  before  you  reverse  the 
decisions  which  have  been  come  to  by 
the  Committees.of  yoiir  Lordships' House 
and  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  adopt  the  Resolulion  moved  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  behind  me.  I 
do  not  for  a  moment  mean  to  assert  that 
it  is  never  proper  to  review  the  decision 
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Committee,  although  apparently  unani- 
mous in  its  Rvpnrt,  certainly  appears 
from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
has  just  sat  down  not  to  have  been  at  all 
ununiuious  in  the  view  which  it  took  uf 
ihis  question,  because  there  were  state- 
ments made  as  to  what  an  important 
question  this  was  in  dealing  with 
propertj'  and  the  danger  there  was  of 
this  London  County  Council  in  other 
cases  dealing  with  property  without 
making  compensation.  That  is  what  the 
noble  Lord  tells  us.  I  say  that  the  Com- 
mittee has  itself  shown  that  this  case 
admits  of  the  application  of  the  principle 
of  compensation  by  the  suggestion  they 
liave  made  with  regard  to  repaving  these 
streets.  That  slunvs  clearly  that  they 
admit  thi.s  principle  of  compensation,  and 
that  they  recognise  that  this  measure 
will  be  an  injury  to  these  inhabitants. 
The  surveyors  who  gave  evidence  say 
that  it  will  lower  the  value  of  their 
property  25  per  cent.,  and  the  Com- 
mittee accordingly  projwse  this  new  idea 
for  the  first  time  :  they  propose  that  the 
CDUijiensation,  instead  of  being  paid  as  it 
should  be  in  current  coin  of  the  realm,  is 
to  be  paid  in  wooden  blocks,  with,  I 
suppose,  the  image  and  superscription 
of  Lord  Ro8el)ery  on  one  side — whom 
we  may  look  upon  as  the  "  Htu]ji- 
baba"  of  modern  Metropolitan  munici- 
{mlism — and  with  the  figure  of  Lord 
Houghton  as  "  Britannia  "  on  the  other. 
And  what  is  the  reason  given  for 
all  this  1  Public  convenience  !  No- 
body doubts  that  it  may  be  a  conve- 
nience to  have  these  gates  and  bars 
removed,  but  that  is  no  reason  why 
property  should  ho  confiscated ;  and  if 
these  streets  are  to  be  thrown  open,  the 
noble  Marquess,  when  he  is  in  a  hurry  to 
catch  a  train  to  get  to  Hatfield,  may  find 
himself  mora  obstructed  and  impeded  by 
the  carts  and  waggons  passing  along 
them  than  ever  he  has  Ijeen  by  these 
gates.  But  I  quite  admit  that  the 
existence  of  bars  of  this  kind  in  the 
centre  of  a  great  Metrojiolis  is  in  these 
days  an  anomaly,  and  that  they  constitute 
an  obstruction  which  ought  to  be  swept 
iiwa}' ;  but  not  without  compensation.  And 
what  is  the  rea^ion  given  for  it?  We 
have  heard  nothing  from  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  of  the  rights  which,  as  I  have 
pointed  out,  iiave  been  recognised  so 
frequently;  but  we  have  had,  instead,  false 
analogies  drawn  between  this  district  and 
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of    a    Committee    of    yonr    Lordships' 
House  ;  but  the  occasions  wlien  we  do  so 
are   pcnerallj    wheu  it  is   found  either 
that  fi"esli  evidenoo  liiis  been  obtained,  or 
that  evidence  which  has  l)een  offered  has 
not  been  received.     In  this  case  nu  fresh 
evidence  has  been  brought  forward,  and 
no  occasion  of  that  kind  has  arissn.     It 
haa  been  admitted,  I  bcb'eveon  all  hands, 
that  the  inquiry  into  the  Bill  was  con- 
ducted with   great  cure,    patience,  and 
ability  ;  and     I     venture    to    say    that 
the    House  would    incur    no    little    re- 
sponsibility    if    it     now    reversed     the 
decision    of    the     Committee,     arrived 
at     after     hearing     evidence     on     the 
matter   for   no   less    than    three    days. 
I  do  not  wish  for  a  moment  to  traverse 
again   all  the  ground  which   has    been 
gone  over  by  the  noble  Lords  who  have 
already  spoken  ;  but  this  I  would  say, 
that  it  apjxsirs  to   me   at   the   present 
time   an   entirely  false    issue  is  placed 
before  the  House.     It  is  aJmittvd  on  all 
hands  that  the  Bill  which  you  are  now 
asked   to   throw    out   will    be    for   the 
public  convenience.     There  is  no  doubt 
whatever  about   that.     Then,  why  did 
not  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  bring 
forward   a  Motion    which   would  i^rce 
with  the  argument  he  used,  namely,  that 
although  good  was  to  be  obtained  by  the 
Bill,  it  should  be  paid  for?     If  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  liad  brought  forward  a 
clause     proposing     that     compensation 
should  be  given  in  certain  cases  and  in 
certain  ways,  I  think  it  would  have  been 
jHjrfectly  open  to  the  House  to  have  dis- 
cussed  the   matter  ;  but  now,  to  throw 
out  this  Bill  at  its  Third  Reading,  after 
it  has  been  fought  through  Ixjth  Houses 
and  threshed  out  with  the  greatest  care 
in  both  Houses,  is  a  course  which  yonr 
Lordships   ought   not  hastily  to  adopt. 
With  great   humility  I  would  venture 
to  urge  that  the  House   ought  not  to 
take  that  step  without  great  and  careful 
consideration.     The  noble  Lord  who  last 
addressed  the  Huuso  has  spoken  of  the 
recognised  rights  which  are  taken  away 
and  not  compensated  for.     I  really  think 
the  noble  Lord  cannot  have  risen  to  the 
weighty  argument  which  has  been  pre- 
sented by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
Lord  Selborne,  who  said,  and  -with  per- 
fect justice  if  I  may   be  allowed  to  say 
80,  that  the  leaseholders  who  petitioned 
against    this  Bill   liad   really   no   legal 
rights    whatever   on    which   you  could 
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base  compensation.  I  do  not  wish  to 
argue  the  subject  over  again ;  but  I 
thought  it  right  to  say  those  few  words 
in  the  endeavour  to  ir.duce  yonr  liord- 
ships  to  pause,  at  any  rate,  before  yon 
as.seut  to  the  proposition  of  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend. 

Ou  Question  whether  the  word 
("now  ")  shall  stiind  part  of  the  Motion, 
their  Ijordships  divided  : — Contents  38  j 
Xot-Contents  29. 

Resolved  in  the  afBrmative. 

Bill  read  3*  accordingly,  vrith  the- 
amendment. 

The  Earl  oc  WEMYSS  :  I  beg  to 
move  the  postponement  of  the  last  stage 
of  this  Bill  until  Tuesday  next.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  Prime  Minister 
has  not,  I  think,  disputed  the  reason- 
ableness of  compensation  ;  but  on  the 
occasion  of  the  Second  Reading  he 
said  he  thought  the  Second  Reading 
ought  to  be  passed,  and  I  believe  if  the 
noble  Marquess  had  not  intervened  on 
that  occasion  it  would  not  have  passed. 
He  suggested  that  it  ought  to  be  sent  to 
a  Select  Committee,  and  that  in  Select 
Committee  it  could  be  considered 
whether  a  Comjiensation  Clause  ought 
not  to  be  put  in.  He  said  that  if  a 
Compensation  Clause  had  been  put  in  he 
would  have  considered  it.  I  venture, 
therefore,  to  propose  a  postponement  in 
order  to  give  an  opportunity  for  the 
adoption  of  a  clause  of  that  kind.  There 
are  precedents  for  it,  and  there  is  no 
hurry  for  the  last  stage.  A  postpone- 
ment until  Tuesday  would  give  atk 
opportunity  for  following  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  Prime  Minister. 

The  Marqcess  of  SALISBURY  :  As 
my  noble  Friend  has  mentioned  me 
specially  I  will  say  a  word.  I  see  no 
objection  to  the  jiostponement.  I  believe 
that  if  there  is  to  be  a  practical  clause  of 
compensation  brought  furward,  which 
approves  itself  to  the  niajurity  of  the 
House,  I  am  sure  it  would  be  very  satis- 
factory that  it  should  bo  proposed.  After 
having  been  told  that  such  a  clause  ig 
contemplated,  it  would,  I  think,  hardly 
be  just — especially  as  there  is  no  hurry 
in  the  matter — if  we  insist  on  now  passing 
the  Bill. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  But  surely  this 
is  a  very  unusual  practice,  suggesting  in 
this  way  a  cUiuse  at   the  last  moment. 


1 


* 
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Why  did  not  my  noble  Friend  prepare  a 
clause  ready  for  insertion  in  the  Bill  ?  I 
think  we  were  entitled  to  have  had  the 
clause  prepared  at  the  List  stage  of  the 
Bill.  If  my  noble  Friend  thought  that 
course  desirable  why  did  he  not  prepare 
a  clausi?  ? 

Thk  Eael  of  WEilYSS  :  Tiio  proposed 
clause  was  not  prepared  by  mc,  and  it 
inay  not,  perhaps,  be  exactly  the  clause 
that  ought  to  be  put  in.  Whether  it  is 
put  in  to-day  or  on  Tuesdivy  really  can- 
not matter,  as  tlie  noble  Earl  knows 
perfectly  well ;  and  I  think,  with  the  view 
of  justice  being]douo  to  all  parties,  it  had 
better  be  postponed.  Therefore,  I  still 
adhere  to  my  Motion,  that  this  lost 
«tagc  of  the  Bill  be  postponed. 

Bill  to  bo  further  proceeded  with  on 
Tuesday  next. 


ALLOTMENTS  aCT(1887)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No  151.) 

rntUD    UKADIN'li. 

Older  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  order.) 

Clause  5. 
•The  paymaster  GENERAL  (The 
Earl  of  Jersey)  :    I    beg   to   move   the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  3,  line  37, 
after  ("  meeting  ")  insert — 

"Notbiog  ia  this  section  shall  gire  any 
rif^ht  to  hold  a  publi  c  mcuting  in  thu  school- 
room [a)  unless  not  less  chan  six  days  before 
the  meeting  a  notice  of  the  intention  tu  hold 
the  meeting  on  the  day  and  at  the  lime 
specified  in  the  notice,  signed  by  the  persons 
-calling  the  meeting,  being  not  less  than  six  in 
number,  and  being  persons  qualified  to  make  u 
Topresentation  to  the  Local  Authority  under 
the  principal  Act,  has  been  given,  if  the 
school  is  under  a  School  Board,  to  the  clerk  of 
the  Board,  and  in  any  other  case  to  one  of  the 
managers  of  the  school ;  nor  (b)  if  the  use  of 
the  schoolroom  on  the  said  day  and  at  the  same 
time  has  previously  to  i  he  receipt  of  the  notice  of 
the  meeting  been  granted  for  some  other 
purpose  ;  but  in  that  case  the  clerk  or  manager, 
or  someone  on  his  bclialf,  shall  forthwith  after 
the  receipt  of  the  noiice,  inform  in  n-riting  one 
of  the  persons  signing  it  that  the  use  of  the 
school  has  been  so  granted  for  some  other 
purpose,  and  name  some  other  day  on  which 
tlie  achoolrootn  can  be  used  for  the  meeting. — 
{The  Earl  ofjtruy) 

Agreed  to. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  I  have  to  move, 
your  Lordships,  in  Hue  32,  after  the 
words  "  the  Act  or,''  to  ius?rt  the  words 


"with    the  consent  of  the   managers." 
This  clause  was  introduced  at  the  last 
stage  of  the  Bill  in  the  discussion  in  the 
House  of  Commons.     It  was  introduced 
late  at  night   and   with    the   result   of 
raising,  as  I   am   informed,   a  long  and 
rather  animated  discu.ssion.     I   do   not 
think  <hose  who  framed  the  clau.se  or 
who     agreed     to     it     had     taken     tho 
pains     to     work    out    to    its    ultimata 
conclusion  the    clause   which   they   ac- 
cepted,   and    I    am    confirmed   in    that 
opinion    by    the   fact    that    the    noble 
Lord  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill  himself 
proposes  an  Amendment  wliich  materially 
alters  the  operation  of  this  Clause  5  ;  but 
it  will  be  my  object  to  show  your  Lord- 
ship.s   that    no   Amendment   would    be 
satisfactory  which  gives  the  control  of  tho 
.school-rooms    in    others  than  those    in 
whose  cluirge  they  are  at  present  vested 
by  law,  that  is  the    managers.     I   leave 
out  of  consideration  at  present  how  far 
it  is  wiss  to  import  into  the  purposes  for 
which  school-rooms  maybe  used  theirem- 
ployment  for  the  discussion  of  dobateable 
questions,  such  as   the  adoption   of  the 
Allotments   Act.     I    will   assume    that 
is  all   quite  right    and    proper,   though 
something  might  be  said  on   the  other 
side.     But  I  piss  tliat  by,  because  I  am 
Anxious  that  your  Lordships  should  not 
throw  any  difficulty  in  the   way  in  the 
working  of  the  Allotments  Act,  and  that 
you  should  uSiird  full  facilities  for  giving 
effect  to  it.     Your  Lordships  must  know 
tliat  as  regards  schools  built  entirely  with 
public  money,  as   in  the  case  of   schooU 
erected    under  the  School  Boards   Act, 
they  are  under   the  management    of   a 
Board,    though    I    think   there,   again. 
Parliament    has  a  right   to  control  the 
arrangements  of  the  School  Boards,  and 
to   dictate  the   terms  under  which   use 
shall  be  made  of  the  schools.     Bat  as  it 
stands,  this  clause  is  in  a    very  crude 
and  imperfect   state,  because  whatever 
arrangements  may  have   been  made  by 
those  who  have  the  charge  of  the  schools 
at  the  presMit  moment, whetlierthcy have 
let  them  for  any  parochial  purposes,  or 
for  parochial  meetings,  as  is   often   the 
case,  those  arrangemonts  will  be  likely  to 
be  disturbed  by  the  machinery  provided 
in  Clause  o.     I  think    your    Lonlships 
will    see    that    when  there    liavo  been 
arrangements  made  for  the  regular  and 
orderly  use  of  a  school,  it  should  not  bo 
open  to  any  body  of   unauthorised  and 
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irresjionsible  peisons   t«   come    forward 
and  claim  the  use    of   that   room,   and 
to  upset  and  thwart    and  multiply  the 
arrangements   which    have    been    mnde 
for  its  use.     Therefore,  it  is  that  1  pro- 
uposo  the  words  "  with  the  consent  of  the 
'inanagera  "  should  be  introduced.     Even 
in  the  case  of  Board  Schools  the  incon- 
venience would  be  very  great,    but    it 
ma.6t  be  intensified  in  the  case  of  volun- 
tary schools,  under  the  control  of  volun- 
tary managers.     The    noblo    Earl   pro- 
jwsoB,  as  an  Amendment,  a  proviso  at  the 
end  of   the  clause   which  is  wholly  in- 
adequate to  cure  the  evil  which  it  re- 
csognises  ;  he  proposes  that  notice  shall 
be   given   to   the    clerk   of    the   School 
^Board  (that  is  all  right,  no  doubt),  and 
I  also  to  one  of  the  managers.     That  may 
J  be  a  very  convenient  arrangement,  but  it 
linay  turn  out  to  be  a  very  inconvenient 
ftnd  unworkable    arrangement,   because 
you   must   assume,   for   the   purpose  of 
argument,  that  tlie  use  of  the  school  is 
not  one  wliich  is  generally  viewed  with 
fevour    by    the    managers,   because,   of 
course,  if    everybody   is  agreed  there  i.s 
no  need  of  any  compulsory  arrangement. 
This  clause  would  only  come  int)  opera- 
tion when  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion. 
Your  Lordships   will   see   how,  by  this 
clause,  the  power  is  put  into  operation  : 
that  notice  should  be  given  to  one  of  the 
managers.     Some  managers  do  not  even 
reside    in    the    parish.      I    am    myBelf 
manager  of   a  school  in  Dorsetshire,  18 
miles  from  where  I  reside,  and  it  might 
BO  happen  that  notice  might  be  8  3ut  to  me. 
I  might  be  away,  and  the  necessary  notice 
■would  have  bet-n  given  behind  the  back  of 
the  ordinary  manager  of  the  school,  ■who 
would  be  ousted  from  all   voice   in   the 
matter.     That  is  not  all :  because  as  the 
clause   stands   in   all  its    nakedness    it 
would  compel  a   manager  whose   school 
may  be  his  own  property  to  give  up  the 
■Qse      of      the      school-room      for     the 
purpose    of    carrying     out     the    Allot- 
ments   Act   without   giving     him     any 
control,     or    chance    of    appeal,     or  t>t" 
making   any   arrangements    at    all.      I 
am  quite  aware  tiiat  the  noble  Earl  who 
has  charge  of  the  Bill  is  going  to  jiropose 
that  there  shall  be  an  ajiiK-al,  and  when 
that  is  proposed  1  think  I  can  show  your 
Lordships   how  badly  it  will  work  ;  but 
I  -would  point  out  that  if  there  is   to  be 
harmonious  co-oparatinn    there   must  be 
some  determining  nuthorily.     When  two 
Earl  JieattfcJiaiiiji 


people  ride  on  a  horse  one  mast  ride 
behind  the  other.  The  schools,  in  fact, 
are  not  to  be  retained  in  the  control  of 
the  managers,  they  are  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  control  of  irresponsible  per- 
sons. I  put  it  to  your  Lordships 
whether  it  will  not  contribute  much  more 
to  the  harmony  and  peace  of  the  parish  if 
the  control  of  the  schools  is  left  where  ib 
is  now  with  the  managers,  subject  to  ft 
reasonable  appeal,  which  could  be  easily 
arranged,  to  the  control  of  some  body 
known  to  the  law  and  not  to  one  of  the 
managers.  I  have  mentioned  the  case  of 
one  manager  being  non-resident ;  I  wilV 
now  take  the  case  of  a  notorious  difference 
existing  between  managers,  there  being, 
for  inttonce,  one  person  who  is  not  oa 
good  terms  -with  the  others,  who  may 
have  made  himself  obno.\ious,  and  who 
is,  perhaps,  anxious  to  ptse  as  a  popular 
demagogue,  or  who  may  be  in  known  ho^ 
tility  to  the  other  managers  of  the  schools. 
It  is  to  be  supposed  that  the  peace  and 
harmony  of  the  parish  and  the  proper 
working  of  the  schools  will  be  j>romoted 
if  the  clause  as  it  stands  passes  into  law,' 
even  with  the  modifications  to  be  sub- 
sequently pro[)osed  by  the  noble  Earl 
who  has  charge  of  the  Bill.  There  is 
another  point  to  which  my  attention  ba» 
been  called,  and  that  is  that  there  is  uo 
limitation  with  regard  to  the  point  of 
time.  The  persons  who  may  claim  to 
make  use  of  schools  may  claim  it  on 
Sundays,  or  on  any  other  day  of  the 
week  ;  there  is  no  limitation  at  all.  As 
I  have  observed,  the  whole  object  of 
this  clause  of  the  Bill  is  to  provide  for 
cases  where  dis.sension  exists.  How 
much  more  will  disstinsion  be  promoted 
when  you  leave  it  ojeu  to  those  wha 
claim  the  use  of  scho<jls  to  claim  it  for 
themselves  if  they  like  on  Sundays ; 
and  it  is  quite  jwssible,  as  far  as  I  see, 
if  they  claim  it  that  their  claim  might 
be  enforced.  In  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Earl  it  is  said  that 
six  persons  qualified  to  vote  must  apply  ; 
but  thoss  persons  may  not  necessarily  be 
suhstantiiil  jieople,  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
these  buildings  may  have  been  built, 
mainly  by  the  munificence  of  those  who 
are  anxious  in  the  cause  of  education, 
and  who  have  impressed  these  buililings 
primarily  with  a  Trust  for  education, 
for  in  many  aises  they  have  been  built; 
gratuitous'y,  and  do  not  be'ong  even  to  I 
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a  public  body,  it  ia  desirable,  in  the 
interests  of  the  parish,  aud  in.  the 
interests  of  peace,  iii  the  interests  of  Iiar- 
mony,  in  the  interests  of  the  harmonious 
working  of  the  Allotments  Act,  that 
you  should  not  provide  such  a  means  of 
strife,  and  such  an  opportunity  for 
discord,  as  will  be  provided  if  the  Bill 
as  it  stands  passes  into  law,  even  with 
the  safeguards  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord.  Therefore,  1  hope  your  Lurd- 
sbips  will  maintain  the  managers 
of  the  schools  in  the  position  in  which 
they  are  placed  by  law,  that  there  shall 
not  be  the  consent  of  this  or  that  mana- 
ger required,  but  of  the  managers 
genenvlh",  a  lx)dy  well  known  to  the  law, 
subject,  if  the  Government  pleases,  to  nu 
appeal  which  shall  not  aggravate  the 
offence  complained  of.  I  quite  agree 
that  the  County  Council  is  a  responsible 
body  which  is  not  likely  to  misuse  the 
powers  entrusted  to  it.  As  far  ae  the 
County  Councils  ara  concerned  there  is, 
perhaps,  no  grave  objection  ;  but  1  do  see 
a  very  grave  objection  indeed  to  delegat- 
ing the  power  to  any  one  member  nf 
the  County  Council.  The  Committee  of 
the  Council  charged  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Act  will  take  care  to  make 
the  Act  work  smoothly.  I  do  not  dis- 
trust them,  but  I  do  distrust  one  of  the 
managers  alone  being  picked  out,  in 
the  first  instance,  and  then  that  the 
matter  is  to  be  decided  by  one  memlwr 
of  the  County  Council,  who  may  Imppt'n 
to  be  a  fanatic  on  the  subject,  who  would 
not  bring  to  the  decision  of  the  question 
that  calm  and  balanced  mind  which 
might  be  required.  It  may  be  said  that 
it  will  take  sometime  to  get  the  decision 
of  the  County  Council,  but  1  do  not 
know  that  that  in  itself  is  a  serious 
objection.  The  matter  is  not  one  which 
presses  seriously  for  decision.  Arrange- 
ments as  to  allotments  cannot  be  made 
in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye,  and  if  a  week 
or  a  fortnight,  or  even  a  month,  may 
elapse  liefure  the  , appeal  goes  to  the 
County  Council.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
would  be  a  very  serious  misfortune.  I 
think  it  might  prolmbly  give  time  to 
those  of  opposing  views  to  come  to  an 
arrangement,  or  some  compromise  which 
could  enable  all  pirties  to  work  har- 
moniously together.  As  it  is,  I  feel 
sure  the  Bill,  as  it  stands  in  its  present 
shape,  is  certain  to  be  a  fertile  source  of 
annoyance  and  disturbance  in  parishes, 


and,  therefore,  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  accept  the  Amendment  which  I 
propose.  If  the  consent  of  the  managers 
is  required  for  the  purpose  of  holding 
public  meetings,  the  legitimate  purpose 
of  the  clause  will  be  fully  preserved. 
The  use  of  the  schoolro<imB  can  be 
obtained  with  the  consent  of  the 
managers,  and  if  a  proviso  is  added  at 
the  end  giving  the  right  of  an  afipeal  to 
the  Allotments  Committee  of  the  County 
Council,  I  do  not  know  that  there  will 
be  any  objection  to  that ;  but  I  do 
earnestly  hope  your  Ijordships  will 
maintain  in  the  first  place  the  right  of 
control  which  is  now  held  by  the 
managers  over  the  buildings  for  which 
they  are  re8[ionBible,  and  that  certainly 
you  will  not  adopt  the  clause  in  its 
present  shape.  Therefore,  I  ask  your 
Loitlships  to  consent  to  the  Amendment 
I  projxjse. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  32,  after 
("  or  ")  to  insert  ("  with  the  consent  of 
the  managers.") — (T/ie  Earl  Beauchnvip.') 

Thk  xMarquess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  know  tluit  the  dangers 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  in  view 
strike  me  as  being  dangers  of  any  great 
magnitude  ;  but  in  these  matters  I  (ira 
all  for  peace,  and  I  would  suggest  to  my 
noble  Friend  to  consider  as  an  offer  for 
a  compromise,  as  lie  suggests  the  desira- 
bility of  nn  opfKirtnnity  for  compromise, 
the  adoption  of  the  words  "  with  the 
consent  of  any  two  of  the  managers." 
The  difference  between  my  noble  Friend 
and  the  Government  is  reduced  to  a 
rather  narrow  point.  He  wants  the 
con.sents  of  all  the  managers  bo  be 
obtained,  which  might,  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, be  difficult  and  inconvenient, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  suggested 
that  the  consent  of  one  manager  would 
be  enough.  But  as  it  is  suggested  that 
there  may  be  managers  of  somewhat 
eccentric  minds,  I  would  suggest  that  if 
tlie  Consent  of  two  managers  were 
obtained  ii  might  bo  safer. 

Tub  Earl  Ok-  KIMBERLEY:  Where 
there  arc  two. 

Thk  Makqdess  of  SALISBURY  :  There 
are  always  more  than  one,  I  think. 

The  Eari.  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  may  be 
wrong,  but  I  think  not. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  There  must  be 
i  three  to  sign  the  papers. 
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The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY :  Well 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  matter  of  first- 
rate  importance,  but  I  think  any  two 
m'lna^jers  will  be  aatiicient  for  my  noble 
Friend.  To  require  the  consent  of  all 
the  managers  would  be  very  inconve- 
nient. A  man  may  bo  ill,  or  away,  or  in  a 
lunatic  a.syluni,  and  it  may  be  impossible 
to  Ret  at  him. 

The  Earl  Of  KIMBERLEY:  I  am  aorry 
to  hear  thut  the  cliiuse  is  to  be  intro- 
duced in  liny  form,  because  I  think  the 
result  will  be  exactly  the  contrary  of 
that  which  the  noble  Earl  desires,  namely, 
that  it  will,  in  fact,  introduce  dis.seusion. 
I  do  not  think  there  would  have  baen 
any  differences  occasioned  if  the  schools 
had  bjen  left  to  be  so  used  ;  but  I  am 
afraid  if  tlie  manaj^ers  are  to  be  con- 
sulted and  to  refuse  the  only  result  will 
bo  that  very  great  annijyonci!,  contro- 
versy, ill-feeling,  and  disturbance  will 
take  place  in  the  jiarish  where  it  is 
refused,  and  the  result  will  be  what  we 
should  all  dislike  and  deplore. 

•The  paymaster  GENERAL  (The 
Barl  of  Jersey)  :  I  propose  to  ask 
the  House  to  insert  words  which 
•would  give  the  right  of  apjieal  to  the 
County  Council,  or  to  one  raembar 
chosjn  by  the  County  Council  for  that 
pur[x>se.  The  effect  would  Iw  that  sup- 
posing the  one  or  two  mamigers  refused 
to  give  their  oon.sent  ti»  the  use 
of  ft  school,  the  jijoplo  who  were 
applying  for  the  us_i  of  the  school  could 
then  make  an  appeal  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Council,  or  to  some  member  of  the 
Council  who  would  be  chosen  for  that 
purpose  by  the  County  Council.  Probably 
if  this  Amendment  were  accejited  by  the 
House  it  would  meet  the  objection  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite,  Ix)rd  Kimbarley. 

•Earl  FORTESCUE:  My  L-.rds  I 
must  express  my  regret  at  the  delay  in 
pnssing  a  measure  desirable  in  itself, 
though  far  less  desirable  in  its  present 
sliape,  in  my  opinion,  since  it  Irvs  been 
altered,  I  will  not  say  amended,  in  the 
other  Honse,  than  it  was  as  originally 
introduced  by  the  Government.  I  should 
be  sorry  to  think  that  the  passage  of  this, 
on  the  whole,  desirable  measure  shcinld 
bo  joiipardised  by  our  sending  it  back  to 
the  Commons  with  s  im:;  small  alteration 
or  amendment,  whichever  it  is,  to  arou.se 
further  discussion  in  the  other  House, 
and  which,  seeing  what  indications  there 
are  of  a  readiness  to  delay  the  progress 


of  measures,  might  to  a  certain  degree 
endanger  its  passing.  If  it  had  not  been 
from  a  dread  of  delaying  and  jwssibly  en- 
dangering the  passing  of  this  Bill  I  should 
have  introduced  an  Amendment  which  I 
think  would  have  been  of  some  more  import- 
ance than  this  about  the  managers  of  the 
schools,  bccausa  I  tried  to  persuade  the 
House  to  restore  the  Bill  more  nearly  to 
what  it  was  when  it  was  introduced  into 
the  other  House  by  the  Government.  If 
the  Amendment  is  not  really,  in  your 
Lordships'  view,  an  important  one,  I 
venture  to  hope  the  House  will  not 
encumber  the  Bill  with  it.  I  cannot  say 
it  commends  itself  to  mj-  judgment. 
This  siippiised  Amendment,  I  agree 
witli  my  noble  Friend  who  spoke  L-Jst,  is 
nut  likely  to  smooth  matters  in  the 
parishes  where  there  is  a  difficnlty 
about  allotments  ;  but  even  if  the 
Amendment  wns  desirable  it  seems  to 
mo,  in  the  present  state  of  public  busi- 
ness, it  would  be  a  misfortune  to  send 
down  the  Bill  for  fresh  discussion  in  the 
other  House.  Before  the  measure  finally 
quits  your  Lordships'  hands  I  should 
desire  to  make  a  few  renuirks,  which 
nothing  but  my  imperfect  sight  and 
hearing  prevented  my  making  on  the 
Third  Reading,  before  we  came  to 
clnu.ses. 

•Lord  NORTON  :  It  seems  to  mc  this 
is  not  a  very  small  point  of  principle 
which  is  raised  :  it  is  the  question  of 
enacting  that  private  property  may  be 
used  by  tha  public  or  anybody  else 
without  the  consent  of  the  owners.  In 
manj-  cnses  these  schools  belong  to  the 
managers,  and  are  as  much  private  pro- 
perty as  your  Lordships'  own  houses. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  gives,  as  a  very 
good  reason  for  throwing  them  open  to 
the  public,  that  the  public  will  be  very 
much  disappointed  if  that  is  not  done  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  will  serve 
generally  as  a  reason  for  throwing 
private  property  open  to  the  public  use. 
That  involves  a  v^y  wide  principle 
indeed.  Then,  I  must  say  with  regard  to 
the  propo.sal  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Prime  Minister  ss  a  compromise  that 
two  managers  should  be  able  to  give 
consent  that  is  no  compromise  at  all. 
Two  managers  are  not  competent  to 
act  for  the  managers  who  are  a  body 
corporate,  and  they  cannot  be  repre- 
sented by  one  or  two  of  their  number. 
Either   the    maut^ors   must   give   their 
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consent  or  not ;  nobody  else  can  give  it. 
To  say  that  two  instead  of  one  of  the 
managers  shall  be  able  tit  act  as  the 
managers  is  the  most  inefficient  com- 
promise I  ever  heiird  of.  To  say  that 
one,  two,  three,  or  any  other  number, 
of  them  can  act  as  their  mftjoritj"  is 
illusory.  The  question  is.  Can  the  private 
property  of  school  managers  be  safely 
thrown  open  by  this  Bill  for.  the  use  of  the 
public  without  the  consent  of  those  to 
whom  it  belongs  ?  and  I  think  anybody 
who  knows  how  Buard  Schools  are  used 
throughout  tlie  country  for  all  sorts  of 
purposes  will  see  that  there  is  no  small 
principle  at  stake  here  in  opening  private 
schools  alike. 

E.\KL  BEAUCHAMP  :  Of  course,  the 
consent  of  two  managers  would  be  better 
than  one.  There  seems  to  be  a  miscon- 
ception in  the  mind  of  the  noble 
Marquess  that  the  consent  of  all  the 
managers  would  be  required  if  niy 
Amendment  were  adopted.  That  is  not 
at  all  the  case.  School  managers  act  in 
the  way  in  which  all  managers  act  every- 
where. I  suppose  there  may  be  differ- 
ences of  opinion  between  them,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  appointment  of  the  teachers. 
It  is  not  necessary  that  the  managers 
should  be  unanimous  in  opinion  in 
England  to  the  appointment  of  teachers  ; 
they  act  jointly,  as  all  Public  Bodies  do, 
and,  therefore,  1  do  not  see  why  in  thi.s 
particular  instance  you  are  to  introduce 
a  new  mode  of  consulting  the  managers 
rather  than  leave  them  to  their  ordinary 
Jurisdiction  of  acting  by  a  majority, 
especially  if  you  guard  it  by  an  appeal 
to  the  Allotments  Committee  of  the 
County  Council.  I  hope,  therefore,  on 
oonsideration,  the  noble  Marquess  will 
see  the  object  and  purpose  desired  will 
really  be  more  conveniently  carried  out  by 
the  way  I  propos.'  of  ensuring  thatthe  con- 
sent of  the  managers  shall  be  given  in  the 
ordinary  way,  and  not  by  any  new-fangled 
limitation  to  one,  two,  three,  or  four. 
The  other  objection  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quos.H  will  come  in  later  when  we  come 
to  consider  the  terms  of  the  appeal.  I 
hope  he  will  agree  to  my  words,  because 
it  seems  to  me  you  are  proposing  new 
restrictions  on  the  managers,  which  puts 
the  whole  thing  in  a  new  and  strange 
light,  and  will  not  conduce  to  the  har- 
monious or  efficient  working  of  the 
Act. 


LoBD  HERSCHELL:  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  this  introduces  any  new 
priuciple,  inasmuch  as,  under  Section  5, 
it  is  already  provided  that  the  school- 
rooms may  be  used  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Act  by  the  County  Councils. 

TiiK  Kakl  01-  KLVLBERLKY:  And 
that  is  not  proposed  to  bo  affected  by 
this  ? 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP:  That  is  my 
share  of  the  compromise. 

LoKD  HERSCHELL:  I  understood 
my  noble  Friend  opp<5site  in  his  previous 
TLMiiarka  to  suggest  that  this  clause 
introduced  a  new  and  dangerous  prin- 
ciple, namely,  authorising  the  use  of 
private  property  by  other  persons,  and  I 
was  pointing  out  that  that  had  already 
been  done  liy  a  clause  to  which  no  objec- 
tions had  been  taken. 

On  Question,  "That  those  words  bo 
there  inserted,"  their  Lordships 
divided: — Contents  12;  Not  Contents 
■21. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Thk  Makquess  oif  SALISBURY:  I 
will  now  move  my  Amendment,  but  I  do 
not  know  that  1  am  bound  to  move  it 
exactly  as  1  offered  it,  to  insert  after  the 
word  "or"  in  line  32,  the  words  "with 
the  consent  of  any  two  managers."  May 
T  be  allowed  to  say  that  the  reason  why 
I  move  this  is,  that  I  was  told  by  a  very 
distinguished  authority  that  in  a  place  in 
the  south  of  England  there  was  a  meeting 
held  for  the  purpose,  as  announced,  of 
disfus.sing  ullutments  ;  but  no  sooner  had 
they  got  the  candles  lit  mid  the  doors 
shut  than  tliey  turned  it  into  a  meeting 
for  organising  a  strike  of  bargees,  I 
think  wo  ought  to  have  some  kind  of 
responsible  authority,  I  do  not  core 
what,  to  prevent  action  of  that  kind. 

Moved,  in  line  32,  Clause  5,  to  insert 
after  the  word  ("  or  ")  the  words  ("  with 
the  assent  of  any  twomanagore.") — {The 
Marqumia  of  Salisbury.') 

Agreed  to. 

•The  Eakl  of  JERSEY :  Then,  nt  allot- 
end  of  Clause  5, 1  move  the  Anld  certainly 
which  stands  in  my  name,  ney  did  not  act 
propose  to  add  these   ad' 

"  Tlio  persona  eallini;  '    .  j  i     ii.     /-^   _ 

ing  for  tLt  ptirno,-  ^  returned  to  the  Com- 

hohooiroom  ui\.''to  be  printed,  as  amended. — 
the  Scjtiidin^  -v 
this  Ao6.   *   ■■' 


1519      AlhtmenU  Act  (1SS7) 


{LORDS} 


Amendment  BUt.       1520 


who  may  be  aathorised  by  that  Committee  to 
determine  appeals  under  this  aection,  who  may 
forthwith  decide  snch  appeal  and  make  Bncb 
order  respectiDg  the  ur.e  of  the  room  as  to 
them  seem  jusi." 

Earl  BEADCHAMP  :  I  would  point 
out  that,  in  accordance  witli  the  Amend- 
ment -we  have  just  mide,  tlie  notice 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  two  managers, 
not  to  one,  because  tliere  are,  as  some  of 
your  Lonlshipa  are  aware,  three  man- 
agers— there  must  be  three,  and  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  noble  Eiirl 
must  be  taken  tu  read  on  all  fours  with 
the  Amendment  we  have  just  agreed 
to  with  regard  to  the  two  managers. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  It 
seems  to  me  that  one  manager  may  very 
well  take  a  notice  on  behalf  of  the  whole 
body.  It  cannot  be  necessary  that  the 
two  should  be  there  at  once. 

Earl  BEAUCUAMP:  May  1  again 
be  allowed  to  point  out  that  one  manager 
may  be  non-resident,  and  very  often  is. 
The  notice  ought  to  be  given  to  the  two 
managers  whose  consent  is  asked  ;  other- 
wise wh(  re  are  you  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  I  would 
call  the  noble  Lord's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Amendment  is  now  agreed 
to. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  ;  Quite  so  ;  and, 
therefore,  I  say  that  the  notice  nught  to 
be  given  to  the  two  managers,  and  not 
to  one,  who,  in  fact,  might  not  even  bo 
one  of  the  two  whose  consent  has  been 
asked.  It  is  only  to  make  the  thing 
run  in  common-sense. 

The  Eael  of  KIMUEKLEY:  What 
can  be  the  necessity  of  giving  notice  to 
two  managers  ?  One  manager  cannot 
act  by  himself.  He  would,  of  course, 
have  to  call  in  another  manager  to  de- 
cide the  question  ;  obviously  he  cannot 
act  alone  under  what  has  been  put  in 
by  the  noble  Marquess.  There  must  be 
two  managers  to  act,  and  the  notice 
being  given  to  one,  he  will  have  to 
communicate  with  the  otliers.  I  do  not 
see  the  difficulty.  Besides  which,  there 
i=*y  bo  several  managers,  and  if  you  are 
not  s.itftfi^id  with  one,  you  may  go  to 
another.       n 

The  L0RD>^IVY  SEAL  (Earl  Cado- 
can):  Would  the  words  "the  aforesaid 
managers  ''  do  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op-g^ATE  for  the 
COLONIES  (Lord  KNCTStORtf^:  That  is 
not  necessary,  one  is  quite  enou 
The  Earl  of  Jersey 


The  Earl  oi  KIMBERLEY  :  May  I 
make  a  suggestion  ?  I  think,  on  con- 
sideration, it  will  be  found  thnt  the 
whole  of  this  clause  is  unnecessary.  It 
was  necessary  when  the  managers  bad 
no  option,  and  when  there  was  no  pro- 
vision that  they  should  have  notice  of 
what  was  going  to  be  done,  but,  inasmnoh 
as  no  use  can  be  made  of  the  school  by 
persons  who  wish  to  hold  meetings 
about  allotments,  without  the  consent  of 
the  managers,  the  managers  may  require 
as  much  notice  as  they  please.  It  will 
bo  in  their  own  hands,  liecause  they  will 
have  full  control  over  the  whole  arrange- 
ments. The  part  alx)ut  the  appeal 
stands  separately.  No  doubt  the  observa- 
tion is  true  as  regards  the  County 
Council  holding  an  inquiry,  but  in  the 
other  case  no  further  notice  is  required. 
The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
It  is  to  prevent,  for  instance,  the  County 
Council  coming  down  on  a  particular 
day  with  some  liteniry  representation. 

The  Eari.  ok  KLMBEHLEY  :  What 
I  meant  is  that  they  will  have  it  in  their 
own  hands ;  but  perhaps  it  can  do  no 
harm. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  No, 
it  can  do  no  harm. 

The  Earl  of  FEVERSHAM  :  I  pro- 
pose to  move  the  exclusion  of  the  worda 
"  or  to  any  members  of  the  Council."  It 
is  rather  extraordinary  that  when  any 
dispute  arises  with  regard  to  the  use  of 
the  schools  it  should  go  before  the 
County  Council.  That  does  not  seem  a 
very  dosirablo  thing,  but  to  say  that  it 
should  be  dt'cide<i  by  any  single  member 
of  the  Council  appears  very  unwise.  I 
think  it  might  not  give  satisfaction  to 
those  who  have  the  managment  of  the 
schools  if  there  was  any  dispute  in  the 
matter.  Surely  it  would  be  sufficient  to 
say  that  appeals  should  be  decided  by  the 
whole  Standing  Committee.  To  say 
that  any  one  member  should  decide 
would,  I  think,  be  very  impolitic.  I 
hojie,  therefore,  that  my  noble  Friend 
will  agree  that  those  words  should  be 
left  out. 

•The  Earl  of  JERSEY:  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot  agree  that  those  words  should 
be  oinitt<id.  The  fact  is,  that  the  matter 
would  bo  left  to  the  Committee  of  the 
County  Council  to  decide  if  they  chose, 
or,  if  not,  tliey  would  appoint  some  one, 
and  certainly  they  would  not  appoint 
anybody  who  would  be  likely  to  give  an 
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unfair  decision.  If  there  was  nobody  in 
•whom  they  had  full  confidence,  they 
would  decide  it  thcnisolves,  and  I,  there- 
fore, think  it  is  as  well  to  leave  those 
words  in. 

♦The  EAttL  ov  POWIS :  It  appears  to 
me  if  those  words  are  inserted  the 
County  Council  would  have  to  appoint 
one  man,  who  would  be  a  sort  of  standing 
arbitrator  with  regard  to  the  use  of  these 
schools.  As  the  noble  Earl  suggests,  if 
they  could  not  decide  themselves,  they 
would  depute  one  of  their  number  to  do 
it.  That  at  once  makes  him  the  repre- 
sentative merely  of  the  majority  of  the 
Council,  and  brings  the  spirit  of  Party 
conflict  into  the  Council  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  the  use  of  the.se  schools. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMF  :  1  would  point 
out  that  we  have  alrea<ly  struck  out  the 
words  "  or  to  any  member  of  the 
Council." 

Thk  lord  CHANCELLOR:  Yes, 
those  words  have  been  struck  out. 

On  question  agreed  to. 
•Earl  FORTESCUE  :  My  Lords,  before 
the  Bill  passes  I  would  say  a  few  words, 
which  my  unfortunate  blindness  and 
deafness  prevented  nay  saying  to  yon 
before,  when  the  Bill  was  read  a  third 
time.  I  do  not  wish  tu  detain  you  many 
moments.  J  should  have  much  wished 
to  introduce  an  Amendment  which  would 
have  restored  the  Bill  more  nearly  to  tlie 
much  more  desirable  form  in  wbich  it 
was  presented  to  the  other  House.  It 
had  an  effect  of  giving  an  appeal  to  the 
County  Council  from  the  decision  of  the 
Sanitary  Authority,  and,  in  the  case  of 
very  large  towns,  or  even  of  ]iopulons 
towns,  there  was  an  obvious  unfairness 
and  unreasonableness  in  giving  an  appeal 
from  the  Urban  Authority,  we  will  say 
of  Manchester  to  the  County  Council  of 
Lancashire.  But  tlio  Bill,  as  it  stauds, 
excludes  an  appeal  to  the  County  Council 
from  any  muiiicijmlity  —  that  is  as  I  read 
it.  Now,  I  think  a  number  of  munici- 
palities— I  speak  coming  from  a  county 
which  has  a  multitude  of  very  small 
ones,  are  so  constituted  that  their 
decisions  .should  be  unsusceptible  of  being 
appealed  against,  and  that  being  so, 
tliat  an  appeal  should  be  given  against 
the  decision  of  the  Knral  Sanitary 
Authorities  is,  I  think,  most  unreason- 
able, and  I  am  afraid  will  work  very  un- 
fairly. In  Devonshire  there  are  a  number 
of   small   ancient   municiimlities ;   there 


aro  four  of  them,  the  smallest  with  a 
population  of  only  2,200.  Now,  I  think 
the  Rural  Sanitary  Authority  for  a  great 
number  of  parishes  round  the  Okehamp- 
ton  Union  is  much  more  likely  to  come 
to  a  much  Ixjtter  and  much  more  influen- 
tial decision  than  the  petty  parish  of 
Okehampb'in.  There  are  two  more 
under  3,.500,  South  Molton  and  Torr- 
ington  ;  and  Totnes  is  the  only 
one  of  these  small  places  which  reached 
4,U00 — according  to  the  last  Census  its 
population  was  4,089.  Now,  all  those 
places  are  centres  of  Unions,  and  there 
is  practically  no  appeal  against  them,  aa 
there  was  against  the  Urlaii  Authorities 
upon  the  far  better  principle  adopted  a» 
the  Bill  stixjd  when  introduced  by  the 
Government.  Now,  the  authority  re- 
presenting a  single  small  urban  parish 
cannot  be  appealed  against ;  the 
authority  representing  12  or  20  parishes 
with,  in  Some  instances,  ten  times  the 
population,  can  be  appealed  against.  My 
only  reason  for  not  trying  to  reverse  the 
mischievous  alteration  made  since  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  into  the  otlier 
House — and  I  hold  the  Bill  in  my  hand 
as  it  was  originally  intru<luced — was  the 
fear  of  endangering  or  causing  a  delay 
in  a  measure  which,  even  as  it  stands 
with  all  its  imperfections,  is,  I  think,  a 
very  useful  and  desinible  one,  and  1 
only  wish  the  Government  had  been  able 
to  carry  it  more  nearly  in  the  shape  in 
which  they  introduced  it. 
•Thk  Eakl  of  JERSEY:  In  answer  to 
the  noble  Earl  I  desire  merely  to  say 
that  it  was  the  original  intention  of  the 
Government  that  the  appeal  should  lie 
to  the  County  Council  from  the 
Municipal  Authorities  other  than  the 
County  Boroughs  ;  but  then,  representa- 
tions were  made  in  the  other  House  upon 
the  matter,  and  the  Government  were 
reluctantly  obligLd  to  give  way  upon 
the  i>)int,  and,  therefore,  the  appeal  doe» 
not  lie  at  the  present  time.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  I  would  point  out  to 
him  that  the  authorities  in  these  small 
boroughs  have  very  close  relations  with 
the  people  who  would  ask  for  allot- 
ments, and  to  whcm  they  would  certainly 
be  amenable  snjiposing  they  did  not  act 
propurly. 

Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Com- 
mons  ;  and  to  be  printed,  ss  amended. — 
(No.  243.) 
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HOUSE  OF   LOEOS  OKflCES. 

Second  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee considered  (according  to  order), 
and  agreed  to. 

PHARMACY  ACT  (IRELAND)  (1875) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (^'o-  172.) 
House  in  Committee  (on   Rs-commit- 
meut)  (according  to  order). 

The  Earl  of  ERXE  :  It  appears  to 
be  convenient  that  these  Amendments 
which  stand  in  my  namo  whiL-li,  though 
in  appearance  formidable,  are  really 
only  drafting  Amendments,  should  be 
inserted.  The  Bill  underwent  eousider- 
able  changes  in  Committee,  both  in  fonn 
and  substance,  and  thes.»  Amendments 
are  necessary  in  order  to  make  the  mea- 
sure workable.  I  may  say  they  have 
been  agreed  to  in  connection  with  the 
Amendments  which  were  moved  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Marquess  of  Waterford 
in  Standing  Committee. 

The  Earl  oir  KIMBERLEY ;  As 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Committee, 
I  may  say  that  I  have  looked  through 
tlie  Amendments,  and  that  they  are 
qnite  in  accordance  with  what  has  been 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord,  that  Ls  to  say, 
to  carry  out  what  was  agreed  between 
my  noble  Friend  the  Marquess  of  Water- 
ford  and  those  who  supported  the  Bill, 
I  think,  therefore,  the  Uouss  should 
agree  to  them. 

*Eael  CADOGAN  :  There  are  two 
Amendments  of  wliicli  I  am  sorry 
I  was  unable  to  give  notice  on  behalf 
of  the  Government.  One  is  in  Clause 
7,  page  3,  line  C.  I  wish  simply 
to  amend  the  form  of  the  Amendment 
of  my  noble  Friend.  He  has  used 
tlie  words  ''the  Act  to  regulate 
the  sale  of  poisons  in  Ireland."  Now, 
there  is  no  such  Act,  and  I  projwse  to 
put  in  '•  33  A-  34  Vict.  cap.  26."  It  is 
really  only  a  drafting  Amendment.  There 
is  one  more.  It  is  to  amend  the  words 
of  Schedule  C  in  which  the  form  of 
statement  appeai-s,  "  I  hereby  declare 
that  I  have  completed  the  full  term  of 
apprenticeship  "  to  a  registered  druggist 
"  who  has  been  duly  registered,"  and  so 
on.  I  move  after  tlie  word  "  lieen  "  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  would  have  been 
entitled  to  be." 

Amendment  agreed  to.  | 


Report  of  Amendment  to  be  received 
on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed 
as  amended.     (No.  244.) 

TENANTS'  COMPENSATION  BILL, 

(No.  240.) 
SECOND   RE.tDINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

A  noble  LoKi' :  I  have  not  given  any 
explanation  of  this  Bill,  to  which  I  did 
not  think  there  was  the  smallest  objec- 
tion. It  is  a  Bill  with  a  very  desirable 
object,  and  I  think  it  would  be  as  well 
that  it  should  go  to  Standing  Committee. 

The  MARyiEss  ov  SALISBURY:  I 
think  it  is  a  very  desirable  measure  ;  but 
it  should  be  compared  with  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act,  and  carefully  brought 
into  line  with  it. 

■  Thk  Earl  ov  KIMBERLEY:  Quite 
so.  The  object  will,  I  think,  be  regarded 
as  desirable. 

Lord  HERSCHP:LL:  I  have  looked 
into  the  Bill,  and  I  quite  agree  with  the 
object  of  it.  With  regard  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess,  my  attention 
was  called  to  the  necessity  of  that  being 
done,  and  I  thmk,  thei-efore,  it  is  very 
desirable  that  the  Bill  should  be  sent  to 
a  Committee. 

Lord  HARLECH  :  Then  I  will  move 
that  it  be  sent  to  the  General  Committee. 

Bill  read  2'  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Staniling  Committee 
for  General  Bills. 

CENSUS  (ESGLASD  AND  WALES;  BILL. 

(No.  226.) 
.SECOXD   BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•The  Earl  of  JERSEY  :  My  Lords,  I 
need  only  point  out  that  this  Bill  is  the 
sam;?  as  tlmt  which  was  pissed  ten  years 
ago,  with  thoexception  of  three  new  points. 
A  Committee  was  appointed  to  draw 
up  the  Bill,  and  they  recommended  that 
the  following  additions  should  be  made 
in  it  :  that  in  addition  to  the  informa- 
tion hitherto  obtained  a  column  should 
be  added  to  the  Householders'  Schedule 
which  enables  persons  to  hi  returned 
either  as  employers  or  employed,  or  as 
being  neither  employers  nor  employed  ; 
secondly,  that  persons  living  on  their 
means   should  be  enabled  to  state   the 
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fact  in  tho  Return ;  thirdly,  that  the 
number  of  rooms  occupied  by  a  family, 
where  less  than  five  rooms,  should  be 
stated.  Those  recommeadations  are 
carried  out  in  tho  Bill.  I  should  also 
say  that  no  provision  has  been  roadeassug- 
gested  in  some  quarters  foraQainquennial 
Census,  or  fur  a  permanent  Census 
Office,  not  because  those  might  not  be 
desirable  objects,  but  because  they  would 
cause  incratised  expenditure. 

♦The  Eakl  ok  POWIS  :  I  would  call 
attentinn  to  Clause  14.  It  is  intended 
that  this  census  should  be  on  the  lines 
of  the  Act  of  1880.  Here  it  says,  in  line 
24,  that  the  constables  or  jjeace-officers 
in  every  parish  shall  be  compelled  to 
act  as  enumerators  under  this  Act.  The 
words  used  in  the  Act  of  1880  are — 
"  constables  or  other  peace-officers  for 
such  parishes,"  which  limits  the  employ- 
ment, as  is  quite  proper,  to  the  jjarochial 
constables.  Now,  the  words  used  here 
might  mean  county  or  other  constables 
living  in  a  particular  parish.  I  do 
not  believe  it  was  intended  to  mix 
up  the  County  Constabulary  with  tiie 
census ;  and,  therefore,  I  would  ask 
the  noble  Karl  to  consider  whether  he 
would  not  use  the  same  language  as  is 
adopted  in  the  Act  of  1880,  and  say 
"for  "  every  parish,  instead  of  "  in." 

•The  Eari,  of  JERSKY  :  I  will  inquire 
into  the  matter. 

Bill  read  2"  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  Monday  next 

CENSUS   (SCOTLAND)   BILL.-(No.  227.) 
R«ad    2"   (according    to    order),   and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

MARRIAGES  IN  BRITISH  EMBASSIES. 
&c,  BILL.— (No.  107.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Ro-oommit- 
ment)  (according  to  order). 

Clause  3. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  I 
wish  merely  to  move  the  adoption  of 
this  clause  in  a  somewhat  altered  form. 
It  is  really  the  same  in  mean- 
ing, but  it  has,  in  consequence  of 
difficulties,  been  somewhat  altered, 
in  wording.  There  will  be  one  or  two 
Consequential  Amendments  in  form, 
which  I  shall  liavo  to  move  in  conse- 
quence of  tho  insertion  of  the  words, 


"  High  Commissioner  and  Resident.'* 
There  are  parts  of  the  world  now  coming 
under  Her  Majesty's  dominion,  especi- 
ally in  the  Pacific,  where  High  Commis- 
sionei-s  are  very  important  persons. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  have  no  objeo- 
tion  whatever,  but  I  think  it  may  require 
some  consideration. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  Cer- 
tainly. 

Clause  4. 

The  Marque.>;s  of  SALISBURY:  I 
move  to  insert  after  the  words,  "  before 
a  Governor,"  in  two  places  in  the  clause, 
the  words  "  High  Commissioner  or 
Resident,"  and  the  same  words  will 
i-equire  to  be  afterwards  inserted  in 
Clause  10. 

The  Report  of  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  ilonday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
be  printed  as  amended. — (No.  245.) 

FOREIGN  PAUPER  IMMIGRATION. 
QUESTIONS — OBSERVATIONS. 

TnK  Earl  of  MEATH,  in  rising  to 
ask  Her  iLijesty's  Government  whether 
it  is  true  that  an  edict  has  been  issued  in 
Russia  forbidding  Jews  to  hold  or  farm 
land  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Majegty'a 
Government  will  take  measures  to  pre- 
vent a  wholesale  invasion  of  Great 
Britain  by  Jewish  Russian  paupers, 
said  :  My  Lords,  in  accordance  with  the 
notice  which  I  gave  yesterday,  I  hope 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ■will  be  able 
to  inform  the  House  whether  there  is 
any  truth  in  tho  somewhat  sensational 
statements  which  have  appeared  in  the 
public  Press  in  reference  to  an  Imperial 
edict  whicL  baa  been  promulgated  in 
Rus.sia  against  the  Jews.  If  true, 
1,000,000  of  people  will  be  reduced  to 
the  condition  of  j)aupers  and  will  be 
obliged  to  leave  the  country,  and  I 
should  be  glad  to  know  whether  in  that 
case  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
take  such  steps  as  will  prevent  a  pauper 
invasion  of  this  country,  which  would 
tend  to  tho  serious  detriment  of  our 
working  classes  and  lend  to  an  increase 
of  the  rates.  One  can  hardly  believe 
that  in  Europe  at  the  latter  end  of  the 
19th  Century  it  is  possible  we  should 
hear  of  wholbsale  religions  persecutions. 
It  is  hardly  possible  to  think  that  in 
these  days  we  are  going  to  hear  of 
repetitions  of  the  dreadful  persecutions 
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■which  took  place  in  tho  Middle  Ages  or 
the  drag^onnades  of  Loais  XIV.  It 
18  a  cardinal  axiom  of  British  juria- 
prudenoe  that  every  man  should  be 
considored  innocent  until  he  is  proved 
guilty,  and,  therefore,  we  are  bound  to 
believe, until  othervrise  informed,  that  the 
Government  of  Russia  has  not  issued 
any  such  barbarous  edict  as  that  to 
which  I  refer  ;  but  I  am  perfectly  confi- 
dent that  if  any  such  edict  has  been 
issued.  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
use  their  best  efforts  to  prevent  the 
working  classes  of  this  country  being 
overwhelmed  by  an  influx  of  pauper 
labour,  for  I  think,  however  much  wo 
must  sympathise  with  these  unfortunate 
victims,  of  persecution,  if  this  should 
turn  out  to  lie  true,  it  is  a  bounden  duty 
to  think  first  of  those  at  home.  I  feel 
confident  that,  in  the  first  place.  Her 
Alajesty's  Government  would  find  means 
to  convey  to  the  Russian  Government 
an  intimntion  of  the  feeling  of  indigna- 
tion which  must  spread  through  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  country  if 
these  statements  are  true. 

TnE  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  infor 
mation  whatever  in  confirmation  of  the 
statements  to  which  the  noble  Lord  hna 
referred,  find  we  have  no  ground  fur 
thinking  tliat  the  emigrants  to  whom  the 
noble  Lord  refers  would  come  to  this 
country.  I  will  not  enter  into  the 
economic  question  which  the  noble  Ixird 
has  raisi'd  until  we  have  some  ground  for 
believing  that  it  will  be  so. 

SHREWSBURY  AND  H0LYHE.4D  ROAD 
(ANGLESEY  AND  CARNARVON)  BILL. 
—(No.  210.) 
Read    3*    (according   to   order),    and 

passed. 

ELEMENTARY  EDTJCATION(BLIND  AND 
DEAF)  BILL.— (No.  156.) 
Read  3'  (aco)rding  to  order)  ;  amend- 
ments made;  Bill  passed, and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


The  Earl  of  MeaUi. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS. 
Frvlay,  1st  Awjuat,  1890. 


REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(18S0)     AMENDMF;NT     DILL.-(No.    342.) 
(3.10.)      Lords    Amendments    to    be 
considered   forthwith ;    considered,   and 
agreed  to. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL 
[LORDS].— (No.  201.) 
Lords  Reason  for  disagreeing  with 
certain  of  the  Amendments  made  by  the 
Commons,  and  the  Lords  Amendments 
to  the  Commons  Amendments,  and  tho 
Consequential  Amendments  to  the  Bill 
to  be  considered  forthwith. 

Lords  Rea.son  and  Amendments  and 
Consequential  Amendments   considered. 

.Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  not  insist  on  the 
Amendments  to  which  the  Lords  have 
disagreed  ;  and  doth  agree  to  the  Lords 
Amendments  to  the  Commons  Amend- 
ments, and  to  the  Consequential  Amend- 
ments mode  by  the  Lords  to  the  Bill." — 
(Afr.  r.ryee.) 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  As  there 
is  no  notice  on  the  Paper  in  reference 
to  this  Bill,  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  tho  alterations  which  were 
made  were  considerable  or  not  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  The 
Amei\dments  related  simply  to  technical 
matters.  The  Bill  repeals  certain 
obsolete  laws,  and  the  Amendments  by 
the  Committee  of  this  House,  and  to 
which  the  Lords  have  disagreed,  are  very 
few  and  not  of  sufhcient  importance  to 
require  that  we  should  insist  upon  them. 
In  all  matters  of  any  consequence,  the 
Lords  have  agreed  to  the  Amendments 
made  here. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

QUESTIONS. 


INDIAN  RAILWAYS. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  bog  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  it  is  purjiosed 
to  discontinue  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways on  the  metre  gauge  ;  whether  a 
prop  isal  has  been  made  to  change  exist- 
ing metre-gauge  lines  throughout  India 
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into  broad-gauge  lines  ;  whether  the 
Secretary  of  Stiite  has  recently  received 
a  Despatch  on  tlie  subject  from  the 
Government  of  India  ;  whether  he  has 
seen  the  estimat*?  of  General  Trevor, 
C.S.I ,  Chairman  of  the  Southern  Mah- 
ratta  Rtiiln-ay,  that  this  reversal  of  policy 
will  jirobiibly  cost  about  £-20,000,000,  na 
the  chanee  alone  will  cost  £3,500  a 
mile  ;  and  whether  he  will  lay  Papers 
npon  the  Table  relating;  to  that  subject  1 

The  under  SECRCTARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GoRsr, 
Chatham)  :  The  answer  to  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  hon.  Member's  question  is. 
No.  The  answer  to  the  second  jmrngraph 
is,  No.  To  the  third  paragraph  the 
answer  is,  Yes.  The  Secretary  of  St'ite 
has  received  a  Despatch  on  the  question  of 
the  gauges  from  the  Government  of  India. 
The  answer  to  the  fourth  paragraph  is.  No, 
and  to  the  last  paragraph,  Yes,  when  the 
corresjiondence  is  complete. 
•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  that  he  is  not 
aware  that  the  reversal  of  policy  will 
entail  an  enormous  loss,  amounting  to 
many  millions  sterling? 

Sin  J.  GORST:  The  hon.  Member 
refers  to  the  fourth  paragraph  of  the 
question.  My  answer  was.  No.  That 
means  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
not  seen  the  estimates  of  General 
Trevor. 

THE  LUNACY  ACT. 

Mk.  TALBOT  (Oxfor,l  University)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  under 
Section  9,  Sub-section  ("J),  of  "The 
Lunacy  Act,  1890,"  there  appears  to  be 
no  provision  for  payment  of  the  expenses 
incurred  in  the  exerci-so  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion therein  conferred  on  the  judicial 
authority ;  and,  if  so,  upon  whom  the 
order  for  such  jiiivracnt  should  lie  made  ? 
•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOMK  DKPARTiMENTCMr.  MArrHEWs, 
IJirmingham,  E.)  :  There  appears  to  be 
nothtnfr  on  the  subject  of  expenses  in  the 
section  referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
except  the  words  which  give  to  the 
judicial  authority  the  same  powers  ins  if 
he  were  acting  in  the  exercise  of  his 
ordinarj-  jurisdiction,  and  which  provides 
for  the  remuneration  of  his  oflicers.  I 
have  no  authority  to  give  a  legal  npiniou, 
but  I  apprehend  that  any  expenses  not 
covered  by  those  words  must  fall  upon 
the  person  presenting  the  petition. 


THE  XAVAL   MANCEUVUES. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  (Suuderbnd):  Ilieg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  steam  colliers  are  to  accompany 
any  of  the  divisions  of  the  Manasnvring 
Squadrons  for  the  purpose  of  testing  and 
a,scertaining  the  possibility  of  coaling 
shijis  at  sea,  or  is  it  intended  that  both 
the  supposed  hostile  and  defending  forces 
are  to  bo  supplied  with  coal  as  though  no 
experimental  Naval  Warexisteil? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thk  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Ha-MILTOS,  Middlesex, 
ICaliug)  :  Steam  colliers  are  assigned  to 
each  of  the  Manoeuvring  Squadrons,  and 
the  arrangements  have  lx;en  de%-i8ed  so 
as  to  represent  the  actual  conditions  of 
war  BS  far  as  peace  manoeuvres  render  it 
po.ssible.  No  special  arrangements  have 
been  made  for  testing  the  coaling  of  ships 
at  sea. 

TRAMWAY  FARE.S. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  has  any  control  over 
the  fares  which  may  be  charged  by  Tram- 
wa}-  Comjianies  having  a  monopoly  of 
running  their  cars  on  the  Queen's  high- 
way ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  no  control 
of  any  kind  over  the  fares  of  stage 
carriages. 

Mr.  cox  :  Can  these  companies  make 
any  chaise  they  like  1 

Mr.  M.\TTHEWS:  They  can  make 
any  charge  they  are  authotnsed  to  make 
by  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  COX  :  How  can  it  be  ascertained 
what  charges  they  are  entitled  to  make  ? 

Mb.    MATTHEWS:  By  referring   to 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  there  is  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Department,  or  in  any  other 
Depirtment  of  the  Executive,  authority 
to  require  proprietors  of  tramcars  and 
omnibuses  to  exhibit  outside  the  vehicles 
in  legible  figures  and  letters  every  fare 
chargeable  ? 

Mr.  MA'ITHEWS  :  No  such  authority 
exists  in  G  it  7  V^ict.,  c.  86,  which  is  the 
controlling  Act. 

THE  ANGLO-GEnMAN    AGREEMENT. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
I   beg  to   ask   the    Under   Secretary   of 
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State  for  Foreign  Affivirs  what  are  the 
portions  of  tlie  German  sphere  of 
influence  in  Africa,  referrtid  to  in 
Article  VIII.  of  the  Anglo-Germnn 
Agreement,  within  which  the  German 
Government  engages  under  that  Article 
to  apply  the  Free  Trade  provisions  of  the 
Berlin  Act  of  ISSS? 

•The  UN DKR  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fkr- 
0US8ON,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  The  whole 
of  the  Garman  sphere  in  East  Africa, 
with  tlie  exception  of  the  strip  of 
territory  on  the  coast,  10  miles  deep, 
now  belonging  to  Zanzibar. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  I  b^'g  t.3  a-sk  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  when  Great  Britain  is  to  assume 
the  Protectorate  over  Zanzibar  under 
the  Anglo-German  Agreement  ;  and 
whether  he  will  promise  that  wlien  that 
Protectorate  is  assumed,  slavery  shall 
cease  to  be  legal  within  the  limits  of  the 
British  Protectiirate  ? 
•Sii!  J.  FERGUSSON:  No  date  is 
fixed  for  the  assumption  of  the  Prutee- 
torate.  As  regards  the  second  |mnigfiiph, 
it  would  be  unjust  and  impolitic  to 
demand  the  confiscation  of  domestic 
slaves  in  a  Mohammedan  country  as 
soon  as  it  is  placed  under  British  protec- 
tion; but  it  will  be  our  duty  to  guard  by 
all  means  in  our  jwwer  against  abuses, 
and  provide  for  the  effectual  working  of 
the  Act  of  Brussels,  which  will  ensure  its 
gradual  extinction. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  what  steps  the  Government 
projKJse  to  take,  in  assuming  the  Pro- 
tectorate of  Ziinzibar,  to  bring  gradually 
to  an  end  the  system  of  domestic 
slavery  prevailing  in  the  country? 

•SiB  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  matter  is 
occupying  the  attentive  consideration  of 
the  Sultan  and  the  Consul  General. 

Mb.  MirNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith.A-c): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  SecreUry  of  State 
for  Foreign  AEEairs  whether  his  attention 
has  been  dnvwn  to  the  fact  that  under 
Article  VIII.  of  the  Anglo-German  Agree- 
ment, the  two  Powers  engaged  to  apply 
the  Berlin  Act  in  all  the  portions  of 
their  respective  spheres  whero  the  first 
five  Articles  are  applicable  "  at  the  date 
of  the  present  Agreement "  ;  whether  it 
was  intended  by  these  words  to  contract 
the  two  Governments,  being  signatories 
Mr.  Buchanan 


of  the  Berlin  Act,  out  of  that  Act  as 
regards  territories  which  might  come 
into  possession  or  under  the  influence  of 
either  Power  after  the  date  of  the 
signing  of  the  Anglo-German  Agreement ; 
and  whether  under  this  arrangement  the 
German  Government  can  allow  German 
goods  to  enter  the  mainland  portion  of 
the  Zanzibar  Sultanato  duty  free  should 
the  coast  line  be  ceded  by  the  Sultan, 
while  maintaining  duties  which  will 
then  be  differential  against  British 
trade  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  That  was 
certainly  not  the  intention.  Great 
Britain  and  Germany  have  neither  the 
wish  nor  the  power  to  contract  them- 
selves out  of  any  of  the  obligations  of 
the  Berlin  Act.  No  such  arrangement 
as  that  referred  to  in  the  last  paragraph 
is  j)racticablo,  as  has  been  fully  ex- 
plained in  other  answers. 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether,  by  Article  VIII.  of  the  Anglo- 
German  Agreement  regarding  freedom  of 
trade  in  East  Africa,  permission  is  given 
to  the  German  Government,  if  and  when 
it  obtains  that  part  of  tho  present 
Zanzibar  Sultanate  which  is  situate  on 
the  mainland,  to  establish  a.  protective 
tariff  there  ;  and  whether  this  permis- 
sion will  in  fact  have  the  effect  of 
evading  and  cancelling  the  provisions  of 
the  Berlin  Act  of  1885,  under  which 
Great  Britain  and  Germany  bound 
themselves,  not  only  to  apply  the  Free 
Tmdo  system  themselves,  but  to  use  their 
best  endeavours  to  have  it  applied  in  the 
dominions  of  Native  Sovereigns  also  ? 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No  such  per- 
mission  is  given  by  the  Article.  Either  the 
Treaty  with  Zanzibar  must  be  main- 
tained, or  the  coast  must  be  brought 
under  the  Free  Trade  ]irovision  of  the  Act 
of  Berlin.  In  either  case  British  trade 
is  fully  protected  against  excessive  or 
differential  treatment.  The  4th  Article 
of  tho  Zanzibar  Treaty,  which  provides 
for  perfect  freedom  of  commereo  and 
navigation  between  the  contniftinc?- 
parties,  contains  this  provision  : — 

"The  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  binds  himstlf  not 
to  allow  or  recognise  the  ratablinhmoDt  of  any 
kind  of  monopoly  or  exclusive  privilege  of 
inkdo  within  his  dominions  to  any  Government, 
Association,  or  individual." 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  Is  it  not  the  case  that 
under  Article  VIII.  of  the  Agreement 
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it  will  be  in  the  power  of  Germany, 
when  she  acquires  a  narrow  strip  uf 
territory  on  the  mainland,  to  establish  a 
protective  tariff  ? 

•Sttt  J.  FERGUSSON":  Only  within 
the  limit  settled  by  the  Zanzil»r  Treaty 
or  the  Act  of  Brussels  —that  is,  5  per 
«ent.  in  the  one  case,  and  10  per  cent,  in 
the  other. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Will  not  that  permis- 
sion liave  the  effect  of  canceUiiig  the 
provisions  of  the  Berlin  Act  of  1885  J 

•Sm  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  hon. 
Member  will,  I  thirik,  perceive  that  that 
is  superseded  by  the  Act  of  Brussels. 

MB.S[JMM:ERS(Hudder8field):  Have 
Turkey  and  Holland  yet  given  in  their 
adhesion  to  the  Brussels  Act  ? 

•Sib  J.  FBRGUSSON:  Turkey  has 
adhered.  Hollaad  has  not  yet  given  her 
adhesion. 

In  answer  to  a  question  from  Mr. 
O'Kelly  (Roscommon)  as  to  the  adhe- 
sion of  the  United  States. 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  said:  If  I 
remember  rightly,  the  United  States  took 
an  exceptional  pusitiou  at  the  Conference. 
Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON:  May  I 
ask  whether,  in  the  event  of  the  mnin- 
iand  portion  of  the  Sultanate  of  ZanzilMir 
being  ceded  to  Germany,  the  statement 
that  "  trade  is  protected  from  any 
differential  treatment  there"  signifies 
that  no  heavier  Customs  Duties  will  he 
levied  upon  British  tlian  upon  German 
goods  1 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  That  is  cer- 
tainly the  interpretation. 

HONORAUY  COLONELCIES. 
CAiT.UV-  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
Honorary  Colonels  of  regiments  are  not 
in  any  degree  responsible  for  the  dis- 
cipline and  efficiency  of  the  regiments 
they  are  by  a  fictinn  supposed  to  com- 
mand, and  whence  they  draw  their  full 
pay,  he  will  tivko  into  consideration  the 
desirability  of  discontinuing  this  illusory 
title,  and  of  granting  these  pensions,  if 
fit  all,  under  some  designation  which 
shall  not  disguise  their  reivl  significance  ? 
•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Hornca.stle) ;  The  hon.  Mombi'r  ought 
to  be  well  aware  that  these  honorary 
appfiiiitments  are  immensely  prized  by 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.     [tuied  sebies.] 


general  officers ;  and  tho  connection  of 
these  officers  with  the  regiments  in  which 
they  have  in  most  cases  served  not  in- 
frequently in  the  field,  is  very  highly 
appreciated  by  the  regiments  themselves. 
The  hon.  Member  is  also  doubtless  aware 
that  the  paid  Honorary  Colonels  are 
an,  expiring  class. 

FEEE  TKADE  IN  AFEtCA. 
SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL(Kirkcaldy, 
ifcc.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
resolutions  of  the  Brussels  Conference, 
modifying  tho  provisions  of  the  Berlin 
Act  regarding  Free  Trade  in  Africa,  lukve 
come  into  force  or  will  come  into  force 
at  once,  in  the  absence  of  an  agreement 
of  all  the  Powers  parties  to  the  Berlin 
Act? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  Act  pro- 
vides that  it  shall  come  into  force  after 
all  the  ratifications  shall  have  been  de- 
posited at  Brussels.  This  must  take 
place  within  a  year  at  the  latest.  It  is, 
consequently,  not  at  present  in  force. 

THE  EX-SCLTAN  OF  PEHAK. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  any 
communic  ition  has  been  received  from 
the  ex-Snltan  Alxlullah  of  Perak,  now 
detained  in  the  Seychelles  Islands,  re- 
questing that  he  may  be  allowed  to 
visit  England ;  and  what  objection  tho 
Colonial  Office  have  to  that  course  being 
adopted  ? 

The  UNDERSECRETARY  or  STATE 
I'OB  THK  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  do 
WoRM.s,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Such 
a  communication  has  been  received,  but 
the  Secretary  of  State  considers  that  no 
advantage  would  bo  gained  by  a  visit 
of  the  ex-Snltan  to  England  ;  and  that  if 
he  were  permitted  to  do  so,  false  hopes 
might  be  given  to  him  as  to  any  re-open- 
ing of  his  case. 

SAVINGS     BANKS— TltADES      UNIONS 
DEPOSITS. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  ho  is  aware  that  in 
some  15  or  16  cases  within  a  recent 
period  Trade  Unions,  most  of  whom  arc 
registered  under  the  Trade  Union  Acts, 
and  all  of  whom  have  sick  benefit,  fuueral 
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allowance,  and  snperannnation  benefit, 
several  of  whom  have  accident  benefit 
and  ont-of-work  benefit,  and  some  of 
whom  have  enjoyed,  for  from  20  to  26 
years,  the  privilege  of  hanking  their 
moneys  in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
or  in  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks,  have 
been  revoked,  cancelled,  withdrawn,  or 
refused  ;  whether  it  is  pnrt  of  the  settled 
policy  of  Her  'Majesty's  Government  to 
revoke ;  or  cancel  a  privilege  existing 
without  challenge  for  over  a  quarter  of  a 
century,  and  confirmed  within  thetenui'e 
of  office  of  the  present  Government ;  and 
whether  he  will  explain  to  the  House 
the  reason  or  reasons  for  this  new  depar- 
ture from  a  practice  which  has  conferred 
and  is  conferring  so  many  benefits  upon 
the  members  of  Trade  Unions  through- 
out the  country  ? 

The  chancellor  ov  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  raises  a  very  im|)ortant 
issue.  Let  me,  in  the  first  instance,  state 
the  law  with  reference  to  deposits  by 
Friendly  Societies.  The  unusual  privilege 
of  depositing  funds  without  limit  of 
amount  has  been  conceded  by  Act  of 
Parliament  to  Friendly  Societies  registered 
under  the  Friendly  Societies  Act,  but  not 
to  Trade  Unions.  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
x'ftl  only  has  the  power  under  the  Savings 
Bank  Act  to  aceejit  funds  from  Provi- 
dent or  Charitable  Societies  not ''  legally 
established  Friendly  Societies "  within 
the  limits  of  j£100  in  one  year,  and 
£300  in  all.  Above  these  limits  the 
consent  of  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners is  required.  Now,  the  question 
arises  whether,  by  the  insertion  of  rules 
which  have  sick  or  superannuation 
benefits.  Trade  Unions  should  be  allowed 
to  secure  the  privilege  of  depositing 
funds  to  an  unlimited  extent  in  the  Go- 
vernment Savings  Banks.  Such  an  in- 
clusion^ is,  '  in  my  judgment,  lx)th 
contrary  to  law  and  to  jiublic  policy ;  to 
law,  because  it  is  only  to  purely  Pi-ovi- 
dent  or  Charitable  Societies  that  the 
privilege  is  extended  ;  t<j  public  policy, 
because  there  is  an  illegitimate  risk  to 
the  Public  Exchequer  in  accepting  as 
deposits  an  unlimited  amount  .of  strike 
money.  •  The  sudden  withdrawal  of  such 
deposfts  might  exjwse  the  State  to  the 
loss  involved  in  selling  stock  at  a  time 
when  the  funds  might  be  peculiarly 
depressed.  Wliile  the  number  of  applica- 
Mr.  II  well  '    : 


tions  were  few,  the  Post  Office  closed  its 
eyes,  and  to  a  certain  extent  so  did  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners.  The 
Post  Office  was  ready  to  accept  deposits 
from  any  Society  not  flagrantly  outside 
the  legal  definition.  Bat  as  those  appli- 
cations multiplied,  the  matter  came 
before  me  for  decision,  and  I  recognised 
the  inexpediency  of  acting  contrary  to 
the  letter  and  the  spirit  of  the  law. 
Hence,  some  applications  have  beer» 
refused.  I  believe  the  privilege  has  not 
been  withdrawn  from  any  branch  of  any 
Trade  Uuiou  Society  which  has  made 
deposits ;  but  the  acceptance  of  new 
deposits  has  been  refused,  and  I  am  glad 
that  the  matter  should  receive  attention. 
I  have  before  now  communicated  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Nottingham 
on  the  subject,  and  I  will  communicate 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  has  put  the 
question  to-day  if  he  wishes  it.  I  am 
quite  ready  to  accept  some  compromise 
by  which  a  reasonable  limit  should  be 
imposed,  either  of  amount  or  by  extend- 
ing the  period  for  notice  of  withdrawal, 
or  by  both.  But  I  am  not  prepared  to 
receive  unlimited  funds  from  the  Trade 
Unions  which  might  put  the  Exchequer 
in  times  of  strike  or  commercial  distress 
to  any  great  disadvantage. 

Mk.  HOWELL:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  special 
branches  to  which  I  have  called  attention 
were  registered  as  Friendly  Societies  in 
18S3,  and  is  he  aware  that  the  Amalga- 
mated Society  of  Painters  and  Decorators 
have  more  than  100  branches,  and 
that  they  pay  sick,  funeral,  accident, 
out  of  work,  and  other  benefits  ? 
Does  he  not  think  that  that  fact 
brings  it  within  the  provisions  of  the 
Friendly  Societies  Act?  May  I  ask 
whether  the  Operative  Bricklayers' 
Society  is  not  also  included  in  the  list  of 
these  Friendly  Societies ;  whether  it  has 
not,  for  more  than  23  years,  dejxjsited 
money  in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  ; 
and  whether  it  has  not  branches  all  over 
the  country  ?  [Cries  of  "  Order  '."] 
•.Mk.  speaker  :  lam  afraid  that  tho 
hon  Meml)er  is  exceeding  tho  limits  of  a 
supplementary  question.  He  had  better 
pnt  the  question  down  on  the  Paper. 

Mu.  HOWELL  :  I  bow  to  yonr  ruling. 
Sir  ;  but  it  is  a  most  important  question, 
and  I  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  will  give  it  his  most  careful  con- 
sideration. 
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Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
[id  Lothian) ;  I  quite  appreciate  the 
r  great  difficulty  iu  whicli  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  ba  placed  in 
being  required,  without  notice,  to  answer 
iu  detail  a  number  of  questions  of  this 
kind,  the  particulars  of  which  it  is  almost 
impossible  he  cau  be  acquainted  with  at 
the  moment.  I  entirely  sympatliise  with 
the  anxiety  of  my  hon.  Friend,  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  the  siiirit  of 
the  answer  of  the  Chanc^jllor  of  tlio  Ex- 
chequer ought  to  encourage  us  to  believe 
that  ho  will  not  grudge  any  amount  of 
trouble  which  the  careful  considenitinn 
of  the  question  will  involve.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  t(3 
say,  either  now  or  at  some  future  time, 
whether  he  hiLS  ascertained  thatthe  actual 
or  probable  amounts  of  the  deposits  from 
Trades  Unions  are  such  as  to  afford  a 
ground  for  the  serious  and  solid  opinion 
that  the  withdrawal  of  those  deposits  at 
the  time  of  a  strike  would  cause  public 
inconvenience  ?  Looking  at  the  v.^st  im- 
portance— and,  happily,  the  vast  import- 
ance—of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Hanks 
I  am  afraid  that  I  am  extremely  sceptical 
08  to  whether  such  inconvenience  would 
actually  arise. 

Mb.'GOSCHEN':  I  do  not  say  that 
any  public  ineonvonionco  lins  arisen, 
although,  no  doubt,  there  has  been  a 
wide  extension  of  the  deposits  in  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  and  the 
Trustees  Savings  Banks,  and  there  has, 
occasionally,  been  a  loss  to  the  Exchequer. 
But  the  question  is  whether,  if  the 
Trades  Unions  funds  were  included, 
more  serious  inconveniences  might  not 
arise.  My  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  rapidity  with  which  the  extension  of 
the  deposits  has  been  made,  but  I  think 
I  have  offered  to  meet  the  difficulty 
fairly  by  undertaking  to  mako  arrange- 
ments with  the  representatives  of  Trades 
Unions  in  regard  to  the  meeting  of  all 
ordinary  claims.  If  such  an  arrangement 
were  made,  we  might  be  able  to  accept 
these  funds,  but  tmly  to  such  a  limited 
extent  as  I  have  suggested. 

Mr.  HOWELL  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
tlmt  upon  the  Vote  for  the  National 
Debt  Office  I  will  call  attention  lo  the 
subject. 

•Mr.  BR.\DLAUGH  :  Is  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  Reports 
of  the  Friendly  Societies  Registrar  show 
that  the    money    utilised   for  purpos.-s 


which  seem  to  meet  with  his  disapproval 
are  in  some  cases  kept  sepamtely  1  I 
refer  to  the  distinguishment  of  Strike 
Fund  from  Benefit  Fund. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  will  inquire  into 
that  point.  The  only  supplement  I  wish 
to  make  to  the  answer  I  have  already 
given  is,  that  there  are  £110,000,000 
lying  at  call,  and,  although  no  insur- 
mountable inconvenience  might  be 
occasioned  by  the  Friendly  Societies 
withdrawing  the  whole  of  their  money 
in  a  time  of  pressure,  there  would,  un- 
doubtedly, ba  a  certain  amount  of  incon- 
venience ;  and  that  is  why  I  suggest  a 
limitation  of  the  amount. 

Mb.  HOWELL:  I  beg  to  ask  tho 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank  Department  has  refused  to  accept 
the  transfer  of  moneys,  deposited  by  the 
Trustees  of  the  Camberwell  Branch  of 
the  Amalgamated  Society  of  Pointers  and 
Decoi-ators  with  tho  Trustees  of  the 
Camberwell  Savings  Bank  to  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  ;  and,  if  so, 
on  wliat  grounds  the  refusal  is  based  r. 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  moneys 
aforesaid,  amounting  to  £118  Is.  3d., 
were  deposited  in  the  Camberwell 
S.iving8  Bank  under  the  Friendly 
Societies*  Clause,  as  a  Friendly  Society, 
and  was  entered  as  G  583  in  the  said 
Bank ;  whether  the  Amalgamated 
Society  of  Painters  and  Decorators  is  a 
Friendly  Society  within  the  moaning  of 
the  Act,  and  has  been  allowed,  as  such, 
to  deposit  its  funds  in  Trustee  or  Post 
Office  Savings  Bunks  for  many  years,  and 
has  now  deposited  funds  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks  of  the  country  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  this  branch  of 
tlie  Amalgamated  Society  of  Painters 
and  Decorators  is  unable,  by  reason  of 
the  closing  of  tho  Camberwell  Savings 
Bank  and  tho  refusal  of  the  Post  Office 
to  accept  the  transfer  of  its  funds,  to 
make  payments  to  its  members  for  sick- 
ness, funeral,  accident,  out  of  work,  and 
other  benefits ;  and  whether  he  will 
cause  sucli  transfer  to  be  accepted  without 
delay,  in  accordance  with  the  existing 
law  and  practice  in  similar  cases  ?  The 
principal  part  of  this  question  has  already 
been  announced,  but  I  wish  to  have 
some  further  information  in  regard  to 
the  acceptance  of  tho  transfer  of  funds. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  This  is  not  a  Society, 
as  the  question  implies,  registered  und^r 
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the  Friendly  Societies  Act,  but  it  is 
registered  uuder  the  Trades  Unions  Act. 
With  regard  to  the  4th  paragraijh  of  thts 
question  I  will  confer  with  the  hon. 
Member  and  see  whether  an  arrange- 
ment cannot  be  made  to  transfer  this 
sum  of  £}  18.  The  hon.  Member  will  see, 
however,  that  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Baaks  Depirtment  is  not  the  only  Dejmrt- 
ment  that  mast  bo  taken  into  considera- 
tion. 

CHATHAM  CONVICT  PRISON. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  the 
Home  Department,  with  regard  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  visitors  of  Her 
Majesty's  Convict  Prison  at  Chatham, 
contained  in  paragraph  149  of  their 
Report,  that  Durbin,  the  compounder  of 
medicines,  should  liave  his  case  re-con- 
sidered when  opportunity  arises,  whether 
Durbin  had  tjeen  degraded  and  removed 
to  another  prison  on  the  Report  of  the 
Medical  Officials  of  Chatham  Prison ; 
and,  if  he  has  been  reinstated  in  his 
former  position,  is  he  now  serving  in 
Chatham  Prison,  and  does  he  compound 
medicines  for  the  treason-felony  prisoners 
confined  there ;  has  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  visitors,  contained  in  para- 
graph 13  of  the  Rsport,  in  resi  ect  of  the 
Scotch  prisoners,  been  carried  out,  and 
have  they  been  advised  that  they  might 
have  letters  in  lieu  of  visits  when  tlioir 
friends  could  not  visit  them,  by  reason 
of  the  long  distance  they  would  be 
obliged  to  travel  ;  and  would  he  apply 
the  suggestion  of  the  visitors  to  other 
prisoners  whose  friends  live  in  Ireland 
or  Americii  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir.  Cora- 
pounder  Durbin  was  reduced  in  rank 
and  removed  to  Portsmouth  Prison,  but 
subsequent  investigations  having  satis- 
fied the  Prison  Directors  that  ho  was 
free  from  blame  he  has  been  re-instaced, 
and  will  lie  employed  as  compounder  at 
Dartmoor  Prison,  his  place  at  Chatham 
being  taken  by  the  officer  now  cmjiloyed 
at  Dartmoor.  The  recommendation  in 
pai-agraph  13  has  been  always  the  prac- 
tice of  the  prison,  and  a  special  lettir,  in 
lieu  of  a  visit,  where  relatives  are 
distant,  is  always  granted  as  a  matter  of 
course  on  application.  The  rule  app'ies 
to  prisoners  whose  relatives  live  in 
Ireland  or  America,  as  well  as  in  Scot- 
land. 

Mr.  Goiclim 


Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Did  not  a  further 
analysis  prove  that  the  original  analysis 
was  correct,  and  did  it  justify  Dnrhin's 
re-iiistatemcnt  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  medicine 
was  compounded  from  a  store  bottle  and 
supplied  to  D.<ily,  and  there  was  no 
Ru.spicion  nt  the  time  that  the  contents 
had  been  improperly  prepai'ed. 

GKOWTH  OF  SUGAR  BEET. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  :isk  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  suitability  of  large 
tracts  of  laud  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land to  the  growth  of  sugar  lieet ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  necessary 
capital  for  promoting  the  establishment 
of  such  an  industry  would  be  imme- 
diately forthcoming  upon  the  ratification 
of  the  Sugar  Convention,  and  the  con- 
sequent abolition  of  bounties ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  existing  agricul- 
tural depression,  and  the  fact  that  few 
crops  would  give  so  large  a  profit  per 
acre  and  open  up  snch  extensive  em- 
ployment to  the  agricultural  population 
as  sugar  beet.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  give  the  matter  their  serious 
consideration  1 

Tin;  PRESIDENT  of  tbe  BOARD  op 
AGllICULTURE  (Mr.  CnxmN,  Lincoln- 
shiro,  Sleaford)  :  1  believe  there  is  no 
doubt  that  there  are  large  tracts  of  land 
suitable  to  the  growth  of  sugar  beet 
ill  England  and  Ireland.  Experiments 
have  te  n  made  from  time  to  time  in 
both  countries,  and  there  is  ground  for 
believing  that  where  the  clima'e  is  suit- 
able, especially  in  the  southern  parts  of 
England  and  Ireland,  it  can  be  grown 
with  success,  provided  the  price  is 
sufficiently  remunerative.  I  apprehend 
that  capital  in  this  country  would  be 
always  forthcoming  to  promote  the 
establishment  of  any  industry  which 
offered  reliable  security  for  a  remunera- 
tive interest.  I  have  no  special  infor- 
mation o.s  to  cipital  being  forthcoming 
in  this  case,  and  whether  such  security 
would  be  offered  by  the  iiitiGcution  of 
the  Sugar  Convention  I  am  really  unable 
to  say.  That  is  a  question,  I  think, 
which  can  only  be  settled  by  experience. 
It  is,  however,  a  subject  of  great  in- 
terest. I  am  ondeavimring  to  make  my- 
self more  fully  informed  than  I  am  at 
present  as  to  the  couditions  required  for 
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in  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and  my  lion. 
Friend  may  be  a-ssured  that  anything 
which  promises  a  successful  opening  for 
British  agriculture  will  at  all  times  com- 
mand my  serious  attention. 

THE  CESSION  OF  TUB  GAMBIA. 
SiK  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale) :  I  beg  to  itsk  the 
tJnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  tliat  when  it  was  under 
consideration  ti.i  cede  "  the  Gambia  to 
France  in  1870,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  B\irei;;n  Affairs  made  specitic  reserva- 
tion tliiit  no  cession  <if  tliat  territory 
could  be  made  without  the  consent  of 
Parliament,  and  subseqnently  alluded  to 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  necessary  for 
that  purpose  ;  and  whether  these  circum- 
stances were  considered  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  when  they  introduced  the 
Bill  for  the  cession  of  Heligoland  ? 

•SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  Yes,  Sir;  the 
answer  to  both  questions  is  in  the  afBr- 
mative. 

DKITISU  GUIANA— THE  LATE  Ma.  I)E 

SOUZA. 
Me.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  b'nder  Secretary 
of  Stata  for  the  Colonies,  with  reference 
to  a  Despatch  from  Lord  Knutsford  to 
Viscount  Gormanstou,  tlien  Governor  of 
British  Guiana,  dated  4th  September, 
1889,  which  contained  the  following 
sttttements — 

"  I  hBve  the  honour  to  acknowledge  the  re- 
ceipt of  your  Uespalcb,  No.  2tj2,  of  ihe  29ih 
July,  encbsiug  a  letltr  from  Sir  D.  Chiilineis 
on  the  subject  of  the  Appeal  cf  the  late  Mr.  Di- 
Soui*  to  tiie  Queon  in  Council.  1  consider  that 
the  pnyment  of  the  iiuo  of  oOU  duU.  impoaed  on 
Mr.  Do  Souzii  ought  unt  to  bo  enfurced  Hgiiiost 
his  estate,  and  that  aoticu  of  the  decieiuo  uol  to 
enforce  it  should  be  given  to  his  executors," 

whether  the  Sir  D.  Chalmers  therein 
referred  to  is  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Colony  who  sentenced  Mr.  De  Souza  to 
fine  and  imprisonment,  and  against  whose 
sentence  the  appeal  above  referred  Xa 
was  pending  ;  whether  the  letter  alleged 
to  have  been  written  hy  the  said  Sir  D. 
Chalmers  on  the  subject  of  the  aiipeal  in 
question  was  written  while  the  appeal 
was  still  before  the  Privy  Council,  and 
while,  therefore,  the  conduct  of  the  said 
Sir  D.  Chalmers  was  under  judicial  in- 
vestigation ;    what   was   the   purport  of 


will  lay  it  upon  tlie  Table  of  the  House  ; 
whether  any  representation  was  made  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Do  Souzi's  executors  to 
have  the  tine  remitted  ;  on  what  ground 
did  the  Government  interfere  with  tho 
action  I  if  the  Privy  Council  on  the  sub- 
ject of  such  app3nl ;  and  whetlier,  in  view 
of  tho  Constitutional  importivncc  of  tho 
questions  involved  in  the  case  as  bearing 
on  tho  liberty  of  the  subject  and  the 
freedom  of  the  press,  and  the  fact  that 
tho  Judges  still  claim  kf)  exercise  a  power 
the  legiility  of  which  is  denied,  he  will 
cause  a  full  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
cond  uct  of  the  Judges  and  the  facta  of 
the  case  ? 

•Bakon  H.  de  WORMS:  Sir  D. 
Chalmers,  the  writer  of  the  letter  quoted, 
is  the  Chief  Justice  who  sentenced  Mr. 
Do  Sonz:i.  His  letter  waa  written  after 
Mr.  De  Sonza's  death,  and  at  a  time  when 
it  was  open  to  his  executors  to  apply  for 
leave  to  proceed  with  his  appeal.  The 
letter  conveyed  a  request  that  if  an  order 
for  revival  of  the  appeal  were  grauted, 
appearance  might  bd  entered  for  the 
Attorney  General,  as  representing  the 
interest  of  tho  Crown  in  tho  appeal,  as 
well  R.S  for  the  Judges,  and  gave  reasons 
for  this  recommendation.  No  applica- 
tion was  made,  so  far  as  the  Secretary  of 
State  is  aware,  by  Mr.  De  Souz  I's  execu- 
tors to  have  the  fine  remitted.  The 
Government  have  not  interfered  with 
tho  action  of  the  Privy  Council  on  the 
subject  of  the  appeal.  The  Secretary  of 
State  i:f  not  prepared  to  make  the  inquiry 
su^ested  by  the  hon.  Member. 

THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 
Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down.  S.) :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
among  the  192  clerks  employed  at  the 
Central  Telegraph  Office  who  nre  sus- 
pended from  all  benefits  under  the  new 
scheme  becau.so  they  were  off  duty  at  i 
l>.m.  on  the  day  when  an  officer  tem- 
ponsrily  employed  at  that  office  was 
hooted  at,  are  clerks  of  20  years'  service 
and  upwards ;  whether  these  clerks 
have  severally  proved  that  they  had 
nothing  to  do  with  tho  matter  referred 
to ;  and  whether,  when  the  inquiry  now 
proceeding  is  Bnished,  ho  will  compensate 
these  clerks  for  tho  withholding  from 
them  of  moneys  earned  under  the  new 
scheme,  and  which  is  now  received  by 
all  their  colleagues  ? 
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The  postmaster  GENERAIj  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University) :  I  have 
not  yet  received  tlie  Report  of  the  re- 
sult of  the  investigation  which  is  being 
made,  and  I  am  not.  therefore,  in  a  posi- 
tion to  announce  what  my  decision  will 
be  when  that  investigation  is  concluded. 
I  need  not  say  that  I  shall  be  glad  if 
the  ofiBcers  to  whom  the  hon.  Member 
refers  are  able  to  prove  that  they  were 
not  implicated  in  tlie  (jccurrence.  I  have 
certainly  no  wish  to  withhold  any  of  the 
benefits  of  the  new  scheme  from  any 
ofljcer  who  was  not  concerned  in  the 
outrage  to  wliich  the  hon.  Member 
refers. 

MALTA. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  :  1 
bee  t<3  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Ecclesiiisti- 
cal  Courts  in  Malta  have  been  suppressed  ; 
and,  if  so,  at  what  date  and  under  what 
circumstances  ? 

Bauos  H.  de  WORMS :  I  do  not  know 
what  Courts  the  lion.  Members  refers  to 
without  further  inquiry  in  the  island. 
That  inquiry  shall  be  made  if  the  hon. 
Member  desires  it,  but  I  really  must  ask 
him  to  give  longer  notice  of  questions  of 
this  nature. 

Mr.  SUMMERS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  whether  he  is  aware 
of  any  case  of  a  mixed  marriage  cele- 
brated in  Malta  under  licences  from  the 
Governor  or  from  the  Bishop  of  (iibr.iltar 
being  declared  invalid  by  tlie  Maltese  or 
English  Courts  on  the  gi-ound  that  it 
was  not  celebrated  according  t<i  the  form 
prescrib^'d  by  the  decrees  of  the  Council 
of  Trent? 

The  attorney-  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Weiister,  Isle  (if  Wight)  :  1  am  not 
awaro  of  any  such  case  ;  but  as  far  back 
as  1 8G5.  and  since,  the  pi-actice  in  case 
of    mixed    marriages   was    to    have    the 

[marriage  .solemnised  either  b}-  the  Roman 
ipatholic  priest  alone  or  by  both  the 
jBoman  Catholic  priest  and  the  Protestant 
minister,  but  tlie  celebration  of  such 
marriages  before  the  Roman  Catholic 
priest  has  always  been  deemed  indispens- 
able to  give  validity  to  such  marriages. 
: 
t 
; 


THE  WATERWAY  OF  THE  THAMES 
Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford.  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  there  is  any  law  to 
restrain  the  occupation  of  the  waterway 


of  the  Thames  by  advertisement  boats, 
such  as  the  one  wliich  is  now  moored 
opposite  the  terrace  of  this  House? 

•The  president  of  the  BOARD 
ov  TRADE  (Sir  M.  HicK3  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.)  :  The  Thames  Con- 
servators are  the  Authority  having 
charge  of  the  river.  1  am  not  aware  of 
any  law  on  the  subject  referred  .to  in 
the  hon.  Member's  question,  but  I  will 
communicate  with  the  Conservators  on 
the  matter. 

WIDTH  OF  POST  LETTERS. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,  N.): 
I  bog  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether,  for  the  accommodation  of  tho 
legal  profession  and  the  public  generally, 
he  will  consider  the  desirability  of 
extending  the  limit  of  width  of  post 
letters  fi-om  9  to  12  inches? 

Mr  RAIKES  :  I  shall  have  no  objection 
to  consider  whether  the  limit  of  width  of 
post  letters  can  properly  bt;  extended  as 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member,  but  I  may 
8i»y,  generally,  that  b\ilky  packets  are 
not  only  inconvenient  to  deal  with,  but 
are  much  more  liable  to  become 
damaged  themselves,  and  to  cause 
damage  to  other  packets  of  moderate 
size,  especially  in  mails,  which  are 
delivered  from  the  trains  by  the  Mail 
Bag  Apparatus. 

CONSTITUTION  HILL. 

Mr.  T.  W.  LEGH  (lian«.»hire,  S.W., 
Newton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  if  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  placing  a  quadriga  or 
classical  group  upon  tho  arch  at  Constitu- 
tion Hill? 

Dr.  TANNER:  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  the  question  will  he 
say  whether  he  is  prepared  to  put  the 
obstruction  now  at  Temple  Bar  upon 
Constitution  Hill? 

The  KIRST  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  I'uixkct,  Dublin 
University):  I  think  it  is  very  desirable 
that  the  arch  at  Constitution  Hill  should 
be  surmounted  by  a  quadriga,  but  any 
artistic  group  wortliy  of  such  a  {losition 
would  Cost  a  great  deal  of  money,  and  I 
am  not  prepared  at  present  to  make  such 
a  demand  upon  the  Treasury. 

'bechuanaland. 

Mk.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  I  licg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
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of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  it  is  the 
fact  tliat,  by  an  Order  in  Council,  the 
Governor  of  Bechnanaland  has  been 
empowered  to  proclaim  the  Queen's  juris- 
diction over  the  territory  lying  to  the 
north  of  Buchuannland,  west  of  the 
Transvajil  and  Matabeleland,  east  of  the 
German  Protectorate,  and  south  of  the 
Zambesi ;  whether  this  means  the 
annexation  of  the  Bechuana  Protectorate  ; 
whether  this  territory  is  in  future  to  be 
administered  as  a  Crown  Colony  ;  and 
whether,  in  this  event,  the  Grown  will 
respect  the  rights  of  tliose  who  have 
obtained  concessions  from  the  Chiefs  1 

Babos  H.  de  worms  :  The  answer  to 
my  hon.  Friend's  question  is  in  the  nega- 
tive. If  he  will  refer  to  the  Foreign 
Jurisdiction  Acts  he  will  see  that  he  has 
misapprehended  the  effect  of  the  Order 
in  Council.  The  Queen  has  certain 
powers  and  jurisdiction  within  the  terri- 
tories named,  and  the  Order  empowers 
the  Governor  of  British  Bechuunaland  to 
give  effect  to  those  powers  and  juris- 
diction by  means  of  legislative  proclama- 
tions. The  primary  object  of  this  pro- 
ceeding is  to  pravido  proper  means  of 
enforcing  discipline  in  the  Police  Force. 

KAVAL  EXI'ERISIENTS. 

Sir.  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  what  stejw  have  been  talcen 
to  give  pr!ictie:il  effect  to  the  information 
gained  by  the  experiments  carried  on 
against  H.M.S.  Jtesistajire ;  and  has 
information  been  obtained  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  relative  to  the 
experiments  carried  on  at  Toulon  on  the 
same  lines  as  the  Resvitance  esperi- 
ments  ? 

Lf)RD  G.  HAMILTON  :  Tlie  Admiralty 
have  given  fall  consideration  to  the 
valuable  results  of  the  experiments 
made  upon  the  Resistance,  and  have 
taken  such  steps  as  appear  desirable, 
more  especially  as  regards  the  defence  of 
gun  crews  and  the  improvement  of 
ammunition.  It  is  not,  however,  desir- 
able in  the  public  interests  that  I  should 
give  particulars, 


^P  Mr.  BUCHANAN  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 

P  Attorney    General   whether    slavery    is 

I  recognised  as  a  legal  status  in  any  British 

I  Protectorate  ? 


» 


Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  Assuming  slavery 
to  be  lawful  according  to  the  law  of  the 
country  over  which  the  Protectorate  la 
assumed,  it  would  be  recognised  as  a 
legal  status.  But  British  .subjects  would, 
of  course,  be  prohibited  from  dealing  or 
trading  in,  purchasing,  selling,  or  trans- 
ferring slaves. 

IRELAND— CASE   OF  Mb.  OWEN  QUIN. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Owen  Quin,  of  Dorsey,  County  Armagh, 
who  applied  for  compensation  to  the 
Castleblaney  Board  of  Guardians,  under 
the  Animals  Cont«gious  Diseases  Act,  for 
the  loss  of  a  cow  which  had  been  shot  by 
the  police  as  infected  with  a  contagious 
disease,  and  whose  application  was 
refused  ;  and  if  the  Authorities  will  con- 
sider the  matter] 

Thk  chief  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfocb,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  am  informed  that  the 
Veterinary  Inspector  for  the  Board  of 
Guardians  pronounced  the  cow  to  be 
affected  with  mbii'S  and  ordered  it 
to  be  slaughtered,  and  that  the  slaughter 
was  carried  out  by  the  owner  in  the 
presence  of  the  constabulary.  There  is 
no  legal  power  to  award  compensation 
for  the  loss  of  animals  affected  with 
rabies. 

USE  OF  GOVERNMENT  BOATS  AT 
EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  Irish 
Executive  is  bound  to  furnish  Govern- 
ment boats,  free  of  charge,  to  the 
Sheriff  when  going  to  carry  out  evic- 
tions on  islands  of  the  Irish  Coast  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir.  The 
object  of  providing  Government  boats 
in  connection  with  the  duty  in  question 
is  the  conveyance  of  the  police  party 
requisitioned  by  the  Sheriff  for  his  pro- 
tection, and  the  conveyance  of  the 
Sheriff  and  his  baiUffa  in  such  boats  is 
only  permitted  in  cases  where  that 
course  is  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
carrying  out  of  the  law.  When  such  a 
course  arises  the  Sheriff  has  to  pay  for 
the  subsistence  of  himself  and  his 
bailiffs. 
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Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  persons 
conveyed  in  Her  Majesty's  gunboats  to 
the  islands  on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland 
have  seized  the  boats  belonging  to  tho 
fishermen,  which  form  their  only  meansof 
obtaining  a  living  ?  I  wish  to  know 
whether  that  is  not  an  illegal  act,  and 
what  means  will  be  taken  to  enable 
these  poor  people  to  pnrsoo  their  ordi- 
nary avocations  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
acquainted  with  any  snch  circumstance. 

Mr.  DILLON:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman snys  that  boats  have  only  been 
supplied  for  the  purptise  of  carrying  a 
necessary  police  escort  for  the  protection 
of  persons  engaged  in  executing  the  law. 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  in  some  cases  they 
have  carried  also  emergency  men,  and 
agents  of  the  landlords  1  I  wish  to  know 
if  this  is  legal,  and  whether  such  persons 
ought  not  to  be  required  to  furnish  their 
own  means  of  transit  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  believe  that 
when  Sheriffs'  officers  and  bailiffs  have 
been  taken  they  have  paid  their  own 
ezpenfies. 

Ma.  SEXTON:  I  think  it  is  impor- 
tant that  the  seizure  of  the  fishermen's 
boats,  if  illegal,  should  not  be  repealed, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  from  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  it  is  not 
provided  by  enactment  that  wearing 
apparel,  bedding,  tools,  and  implements 
of  trade,  if  they  do  not  exceed  w£5  in 
value,  shall  not  be  liable  to  seizure  7 
These  boats  were  the  implements  of  the 
trade  of  the  fishermen,  and  was  it  legal 
to  seize  them  1 

The  ATTOENEr  GENERAL  iok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Mabdes,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  :  I  am  not  acquainted  with  the 
section  of  the  Act  referred  to,  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  put  a  question  on  the 
Paper  I  will  obtain  the  information. 

Mu.  SEXTON:  1  will  repeat  tho 
question  on  Monday. 

THE  LTJRGAN  POST  OFFICE. 
Mk.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  complaints  have 
reached  him  that  a  postal  order  drawn 
in  Edinburgh,  No.  21,191,  payable  to 
Mary  Ann  M'llmurray,  was  intercepted 
in  the  Lurgan  Post  Office,  County 
Armagh,  and  cashed  with  tlie  signature 
of  "  Mary  Ann  M'lmurray  " ;  and  if  the 
liurgan  postmaster  made   payment  not- 


withstanding the  different  spelling  in 
signature,  will  the  Postal  Authorities 
refund  the  amount  to  Mrs.  M'Umnrray  ? 
Mr.  RAIKES  :  A  complaint  reached 
the  General  Post  Office  some  time  ago 
that  a  postal  order,  which  I  have  no 
doubt  is  that  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  had  been  lost  in  the  post,  and, 
although  there  was  no  blame  whatever 
on  the  part  of  the  postmaster  at 
Lurgan  in  respect  of  the  payment 
of  the  order,  there  were  circum- 
stances which  seemed  to  justLfy 
the  repaynjent  of  the  amount  to  Mrs. 
M'llmurray  as  an  act  of  grace,  and  it  was- 
so  repaid  some  weeks  ago. 

ASSAULTING  AN  IRISH  POLICE 
CONSTABLE. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  tho  prosecution  of 
Mr.  James  Mnye  before  Messrs.  Long- 
boume  and  Hodder,  Resident  Magistrates, 
in  Fermoy,  on  a  charge  of  "  having 
assaulted  Constable  Denis  Lane  in  tho 
executionof  hisduty,  on  17th  September, 
1 889  ;  "  and  why  was  this  prosecution 
brouglit  after  such  a  long  time  had 
elapsed  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  proceedings  were  instituted  on 
the  18th  September,  1889,  the  day  after 
the  assault  on  the  constable.  The  de- 
fondant  was  at  the  time  under  sentence 
of  imprisonment  on  another  charge. 
Up."'n  his  release  from  prison  in  April 
last  the  proceedings  were  gone  on  with, 
but  in  consequence  of  the  illness  of  the 
constable,  and  subsequently  of  the  de- 
fendant, the  case  was  not  finally  disposed 
of  until  28th  July. 

BALLTOOBIANMOUE  SCHOOL. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
three  applications  have  been  made  to 
the  Board  of  National  Education  in 
Ireland  for  a  grant  in  favour  of  th© 
school  at  Ballygorianmore,  near  Hill- 
town,  County  Down  ;  and  if  he  will  state 
the  grounds  for  refusing  same  ;  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  resolu- 
tion unanimously  adopted  by  the  com- 
mittee under  the  presidency  of  Rev. 
H.  H.  Moore,  M.A.,  the  Presbyterian 
minister,  on  the  22nd  July,  in  which  it 
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Is  stated  that  the  school  fulfils  all  the 
conditions  required  by  the  rules  of  the 
Board  for  making  such  a  grant ;  and 
■whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  matter, 
with  the  view  of  redressing  the  grievance 
of  which  the  Presbyterians  of  the  dis- 
trict complain  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Com- 
missioners of  Xational  Education  report 
that  this  school  liad  been  in  connection 
with  the  Board  until  the  Slst  December, 
1886,  from  which  date  the  grants  were 
cancelled,  the  average  attendance  having 
fallen  below  the  minimum  required  to 
warrant  their  continuance.  Two  applica- 
tions appear  to  have  been  subsequently 
made  for  restoration  of  the  grant,  but, 
there  being  no  evidence  that  the 
required  attendance  would  bo  secured, 
and  as  it  was  strongly  felt  that  there  was 
no  need  for  the  school,  there  being  within 
cue  mile  of  the  place  a  school  under  a 
Presbyterian  manager  (the  Rev.  Dr. 
Wilson),  with  a  Presbyterian  teacher,  and 
as  the  Commissioners'  Inspector  declined 
to  recommend  the  aid,  the  Commis- 
sioners do  not  feel  warranted  in  making 
a  grant. 

"  SHADOWING." 
Me.  FLTNN  :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  has  seen  the  reports  in 
the  local  papers  that  at  Killeagh  Fair,  on 
28th  July,  several  Nationalist  dealers 
were  shadowed  by  police  constables 
throughout  the  day,  and  also  that  Mr. 
Edward  O'Brien,  P.L.G.,  James  O'Brien, 
and  Charles  O'Brien,  were 
"all  day  persistently  followed  by  policemen, 
trho  pryeu  into  their  ufiUira,  and  rendered  it 
difficult  for  those  men  to  transact  their 
business  ;" 

and,  if  so,  will  instructions  be 
issued  by  the  Constabulary  Authori- 
ties to  policemen  nob  to  carry  the 
practice  of  shadowing  to  the  extent  of 
interfering  with  the  transactions  of  men 
engaged  in  business  at  fairs  and  markets 
in  Ireland  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Constabulary  Autliorities  that  on 
the  occasion  referred  to  three  persons 
were  watched  by  the  police,  but  that  not 
one  of  these  persons  was  a  dealer.  They 
were  James  O'Brien,  Charles  O'Brien, 
and  a  man  named  Lynch,  all  of  whom 
are  known  to  the  police  to  be  employed 
in    attempting    to     boycott     the     sale 


of  cattle.  Mr.  Edward  O'Brien,  who, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  does  not  appear 
to  have  arrived  until  the  fair  was  over, 
was  not  shadowed.  The  police  did  not 
in  any  way  interfere  so  as  to  render 
difficult  the  transaction  of  any  legitimate 
business. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  In  a  recent  case  did  not 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  promise  that 
the  constabulary  should  not  shadow  men 
who  had  business  at  a  fair.  In  this  case 
the  men  shadowed  had  business  which 
was  seriously  interfered  with.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  issue  stringent 
orders  to  that  effect  1 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Tlie  pobce 
will  not  interfere  with  any  men  who 
are  legitimately  carrying  on  lawful 
business. 

Me.  FLYNN  :  Unfortunately  they  do. 

IRISH  FISHERIES. 
Mk.  MCARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  his 
attention  has  been  allied  to  the  last 
Report  of  the  Inspectors  of  Irish 
Fisheries,  where  it  is  shown,  at  page  11, 
that,  of  the  62,952  mease  of  herrings 
captured  along  the  Irish  Coast  during- 
the  year  1889,  there  were  landed  at 
Ardglass,  Annalong,  and  Kilkeel,  on  the 
County  Down  Coast,  29,732,  or  nearly 
one-half  of  the  total  number  captured .: 
whether  ho  is  aware  that  Newcastle  ia 
situated  between  Kilkeel  and  Ai-dglasB, 
and,  though  well  adapted  for  a  good 
fishing  station,  it  has  now  no  harbour 
accommodation ;  whether  ho  has  seen 
the  Report  of  the  Divisional  Officer  of 
Coastguards  (page  41),  in  which  he 
states — 

"At  Xewcastle  there  are  the  rained  remains 
of  a  harbour,  at  present  almost  useless,  which 
might  at  a  moderate  expenditure  be  made 
useful  for  tishermen  and  others  ;  " 

And  wiiether,  considering  the  Report  of 
this  officer,  and  that  Newcastle  ia 
situated  at  the  very  centre  of  the  Irish 
herring  fishery  district,  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  providing  Imrbour 
accommodation,  to  enable  the  fishermen 
of  the  district  to  follow  and  develop  the 
fishing  industry  there  with  some  degree 
of  safety  to  their  lives? 
•The  secretary  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  have  seen 
the  report  referred  to,  but  I  think,  as 
far  as  I  can  judge,  it  indicates  that  the 
liue  which  it  is  proposed  should  be  made 
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to  Ardglaas  will,  perliaps.  tap  the  traffic 
better  tlidn  to  any  nther  ixiiut  ;  but  I  am 
afraid  'I  'caiinot  hold  out  any  hope  as  to 
the  expenditure  of  money  for  the  pro- 
posed Newdistle  line. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  The  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  touch  the 
real  point  at  nil. 

•Mk.  JACKSON  :  The  hon.  Member  is 
aware  that  I  visited  Newcastle,  and 
went  into  the  whole  question  whether  I 
ought  to  recommend  any  expenditure  of 
the  public  money  in  connection  with  the 
harbour.  I  came  to  the  conclusion  tliat 
I  could  not,  and  I  am  afnnd  that  I 
cannot  depart  from  that  decision. 

Mil.  M'CARTAN:  Were  there  any 
local  Rej)resentative8  to  meet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  1 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  think  I  can  depend 
upon  my  own  power  of  seeing  what  was 
Decessary  in  the  case. 

Ml-.  JAMES  WALSH. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Licatennnt  of  Ireland  whether  it  is 
true  that  Mr.  James  Walsh  was  arrested, 
in  Quoen.stowu,  on  the '  20th  June  Lost, 
confined  in  the  police  cells  for  the  greater 
part  of  the  day,  and  then  sent  as  a 
prisoner  to  Cork  ;  whether  it  is  true  the 
prison  officials  refused  to  receive  him 
from  the  police,  who  then  set  him  at 
liberty  ;  who  is  responsible  for  the 
arrest ;  and  whether  an  inquiry  will  be 
made  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  I 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary  Authorities  report  that  the 
luau  was  not  confined  in  the  police  cells 
at  all,  and  was  only  detained  in  the 
barracks  about  10  minutes.  He  was 
then  sent  ti)  Cork,  and  the  prison  officials 
refusing  tn  receive  him  he  was  dis- 
t'harged.  The  ground  of  the  refusal 
appears  to  have  been  that  the  warrant 
outstanding  against  him  iu  respect  of  a 
fine  did  not  contain  an  alternative 
term  of  imprisonment.  The  arrest  was 
made  by  Sergeant  Shea  in  the  belief  that 
the  ^^■arraut,  as  is  usual  in  such  cases, 
contained  that  alternative.  The  man 
absconded  when  the  warnvnt  was  origin- 
ally issued  in  Decemlwr  last. 

Da.  TANNER:  How  long  was  Mr. 
Walsh  under  arrest  t 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
answer  that  question,  but  he  waa 
Mr.  Jackson 
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detained    only    for    a    few 


apparently 
minutes. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  Was  he  not  arrested 
in  the  morning  and  not  taken  before  a 
Magistrate  until  the  afternoon  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  gather  from 
the  information  1  have  received  that  that 
is  not  correct.  He  was  only  detained 
for  10  minutes. 

KILMALLOCK  ROMAN  CATHOLtC 
CHURCH. 

Mb.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  County  Limerick  Grand 
Jury,  at  the  lastAssizes,  rejected  a  present- 
ment for  laying  down  with  feiTumite  a 
foot>vay  to  the  Roman  C.itholic  Church  of 
Kilmallock,  against  the  unanimous  wish 
of  the  ratepayers  of  tlie  barony,  as  ex- 
pi-cssedattwoRoatlScssions;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Grand  Jury 
consists  of  23  men,  mostly  landlords, 
nominated  by  the  High  Sheriff,  who  do 
not  pay  more  than  5  per  cent,  of  the 
county  cess,  the  Government  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  introducing  a 
Bill  to  take  away  from  the  Gnmd  Jury 
the  ])0wer  of  stopping  the  construction  of 
useful  and  necessary  works'/ 

Mit.  A.  J.  BAI.FOUR:  I  have  no 
official  information  on  the  subject  of  this 
que.stion,  which  does  not  come  under  the 
cognizance  of  the  Irish  Government,  but 
the  Secretary  to  the  Grand  Jury  informs 
me  that  the  presentment  referred  to  was 
rejected  by  the  Grand  Jury,  not  because 
it  led  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Chapel  at 
Kilmallock,  but  because  the  cost  of  a 
ferrumite  footpath  would  mean  a  tax  of 
4  id.  in  the  £1  on  Hie  valuation  of 
the  barony  of  Kilmallnck.  It  was  pro- 
posed by  the  cesspayers  at  Road  Sessions 
to  levy  half  the  expense  on  the  county  at 
large,  and  members  of  the  Grand  Jury 
from  other  baronies  objec'ed  to  have  it 
so  levied.  The  Grand  Jury  was  quite 
willing  to  ngree  to  a  flagged  footpatli, 
and  so  intimated  befr)re  rejecting  the 
application  for  ferrumite. 

THE  ROVAL  IRISH  FOSILIERS. 
Mb.  BLANE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether, 
during  the  training  of  the  3rd  battalion 
of  the  E,oyal  Irish  Fusiliers,  at  Holy- 
wood,  two  Catholic  bandbmen  were 
required  every^  Sunday  to  play   in  the 
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regimental  band  to  and .  from  the 
Protestant  Episcopal 'Church,  at  the  very 
time  that,  the  Catholic  '  service  for  the" 
soldiers  was  taking  place,  and  were  thus 
prevented  from  being  present  at  their 
own  place  of .  worship  ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Catholics  in 
the  battalion  outnumber  any  of  the 
other  religious  denominations,  and  largely 
contribute  to  the  profits  of  the  canteen, 
which  bears  most  of  the  expenses  of  the 
regimental  band,  it  can  be  arranged 
that  the  Catholics  of  the  regiment  may 
have  the  band  to  their  church  on  alter- 
nate Sundays  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  unable  to 
answer  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
at  present.  I  must  ask  him  to  put  it 
down  for  another  day. 

Me.  BLANE  :  I  will  repeat  it  on  this 
day  week. 

EX-CONSTABLE  PETER  BRENNAl?. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretjiry/tp'the  Lord.  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  ex-Constable  Peter 
Brennan,  late  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, who  was  convicted'  by  a  Coroner's 
Jury  of  "  wilful '  murder,"  has  been 
allowed  or  encouraged  to  retire  from  the 
police,  and  granted  a  pension  of  £72  per 
annum  ;  and  whether  Brennan,  having 
failed  in  business  as  a  publican  in 
Kinsale,  has  been  recently  employed  as 
a  bailifE  by  the  Sheriff  for  the  County  of 
Cork  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  only  received 
notice  of  this  question  this  morning.'     I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  defer  it 
until  Monday. 
.    Dr.  TANNER:  I  will   repeat  it  to- 


IRISH  MODEL  SCHOOLS. 
Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary'  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land what- w;a8  the  proportion  of  local 
support  tp  tTie  total  expenditure  in  Irish 
model  schools  for  the  year  ending  31st 
March,  1889,;  what  was  the  correspond- 
ing figure  for  all  other  Irish  national 
schools ;  and  can  he  8tat«  what  objection 
the  Government  have  to  local  support 
for  national  schools  in' Ireland  ? 
'Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  report  that, 
for  the. year  ended  March  51,  1889,  their 
total  expenditure  in  respect  to  model 
schools  was  £27,358,  and  the  total  local 


aid  (including  schod  fees  and  rates  in. 
contributory  unions)  in  siipport  of  model 
schools  was  £ff,766.  '  Their  total  e^en-. 
diture  in  respect  to  ordinary  national 
schools  was  £701,220,  and  the  total  local 
aid  in  support  of  ordinary  national! 
schools  was  £188,218.  The  ab^yja; 
figures  do  not '  include  expenditure  b|^ 
Board  of  Public  "VV'o'rks  on  ordinarjl 
national  schools  or  model  schools.  The 
Commissioners^  far  'from  having  an 
objection  to  local  support  for  national 
sfhoots,  have  laid  down'  in  their  rules 
that  applicants  for  a  grant  to  build"  a 
school  must  satisfy  the  Board  that 
they— 

"  Are  prepared  to  raise  by  local  contribution 
at  least  one-third  of  the  whole  sum  which  the 
Commissioners  may  deem  necessary  for  the 
erection  of  the  house,  and  providing  furnitare  ; 
and  that  when  the  whool  cqmes  into  operation, 
adequate  local  aid -will  be  provided  in  augmen- 
tation of  the  teachers'  emoluments  from  the 
Board." 

THE    PORTUGUESE  IN  AFRICA—. 
SEIZURE  OF  THE  JAMES  STEVENSON. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Bochanan, 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said  :  A  report 
was  received  from  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
at  Mozambique  that  an  African  Lakes 
Company's  steamer  had  been  seized,  and 
the  officers  and  crew  sent  under  arrest  to 
Quiliniane.  '  He  immediately  communi- 
cated the  ,  report  to  the  Governor 
General,'  who  assured  him  that  any 
interference  with  British  subjects  north 
of  the  Ruo .  would  be  severely  censured. 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Lisbon  has 
been  instructed  to  make  an  urgent 
representation  to  the  Portuguese 
Government",  who  have  sent  orders  by 
telegraph  to'  Mozambique  to  punish  -yrith 
severity  those  who  have  been  guilty  of 
infraction  of  orders.  The  officer  who  is 
said  to  hav^'  made  the  seizure  had, 
previously  to  these  events,  been  removed 
from  command. 

FINANCIAL  RELATIONS  OF  THE 
THREE  KINGDOMS. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  steps 
he  intends  to  take  for  the  appointment 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  financial 
relations  of  the  three  Kingdoms  ? 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  I  have  taken  stops 
in  the  direction  of  finding  persons  who 
might  have  influence  with  gentlemen 
who  have  put   down    Amendments  to 
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witlidmw  them.iinii  then  the  Committeo 
could  bu  appointed.  But  tho  (lovern- 
ment  cannot  put  off  the  discussion  of 
Supply,  even  for  so  interesting  a  subject. 
Perhaps  the  lion.  Member  can  use  liia 
influence  to  induce  gentlemen  to  with- 
draw their  Amendments. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  have  no  control  over 
hon.  Members. 

Mb.  GCSCHEN  :  Nor  have  I. 

Mr.  SEXTOX:  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  control  over  the  time  of 
the  House. 


GLASGOW  CEMETERIES. 

Keturu  ordered — - 

"Showing  (1) names  and  Bituations  of  Ceme- 
teriea  situutfd  within  the  present  raunicipnl 
boundaries  of  Ciluegow,  or  within  b  distnuce  of 
three  miles  thereof,  c  xcluding  burial  i^ruunds 
closed  permanently  hy  ordor  of  the  Sheriif  in 
llay,  1870;  (2)  distances  from  Ulnsgow  (.'rosd]; 
(3)  the  number  of  dwelling-honHes  within  100 
yards  of  whHs  of  each  Cemetery  ;  (4)  wlirre 
the  drainai^e  of  each  Cemetery  is  led  to  ;  (5,  the 
nature  of  the  subsoil,  whether  clayey,  sHnd, 
loum,  or  otherwise ;  (6)  name  of  owner  or  Com- 
pany drawin(r  revenue;  (7)  extent  of  each 
ground;  (8)  the  date  of  tho  first  iatemient  in 
each  ;  (9)  for  each  of  the  years  1887,  IhSS.aad 
1889,  the  number  of  bodies  buried  in  each  cU^s 
of  grave  known  as  (a)  private  lairs,  (b)  dressed 
ground,  (c)  common  ground,  and  (d)  parochial 
ground:  (10)  the  average  depth  and  surface 
■pace  allowed  for  each  selected  or  private  grave  . 
(U)  the  average  depth  and  surfaco  S|iHce  of 
each  common  grave  and  the  unoccupied  space 
left  between  each  common  grave;  (12)  the 
ftverage  number  of  Vtodies  buried  in  each  com- 
mon grave,  including  bodies  of  oliildren,  slating 
also  the  highent  uud  lowest  individual  case; 
(13)  the  total  charge  made  by  tho  proprietor  of 
the  Cemetery  for  an  interment  in  conjmon 
ground;  and('4)  whether  bodies  are  removed 
after  burial  from  common  to  private  ground 
upon  the  relatives  paying  an  additional  sum.  i( 
so,  how  many  bodies  have  been  so  transferred." 
— (J?r.  Cameron.) 

RATES  (LIVERPOOL  AND  CERTAIN 
OTHER  MUNICIPAL  BOROUGHS). 
Return  ordered — 

"Showing the  rate  in  the  pound  of  all  liate«, 
other  than  Water  and  0»a  Hates,  or  Rates  for 
private  improvement  works,  levied  in  the 
Municipal  Boroui^ha  of  Liverpool,  Birming- 
ham, Manchester,  Leeds,  Sheffield,  hri»t«)l, 
Nottingham,  Bradford,  J^alford,  hingston- 
upon-UuU,  NewcjisHe-upon-Tyne,  West  Ham, 
Portsmouth,  and  Leicester,  in  each  of  Ihevears 
ended  I^adyDay,  le<7o,  1880,  and  1890. "-^(.l/c. 
Lneit  Fry  J) 

TOWN  HOLDINGS. 
Report  from  the  Select    Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  an  Ap- 
Mr.  Goichen 


pendix,  brought  up,  and  read  [Inquiry 
not  completed] ; 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  341.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
CniuiREN's  Life  Insurance  Bill. 
That  tliey  do  communicate  Copy  of 
Re[iort,  A'c,  of  the  .Select  Committee, 
appointed  by  their  Lordships  in  the 
present  .Session  of  Parliament,  on  the 
Children's  Life  Insurance  Bill,  as  desired 
by  this  House. 

MO  TI  ON. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (SATURDAY 

.SPITING). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Sitting  of  the  House  to-morrow 

be    subject  to  the  Rules  in  force  ret'uliiting  the 

Sitting  of  the    Hoiine  on    \Vodue»d;iy." — {^Mr. 

Ilillam  Iftiny  imilh.) 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Skxto.v, 

•(4.25.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said :  If  the 
business  witli  regard  to  Nos.  1  and  2  on 
the  Paper  and  the  Report  of  Supply  are 
concluded  to-night,  tho  substiintial 
business  to-morrow  will  be  tlie  Police 
Bill  and  the  Police  (Scofand)  Bill. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  protest  against 
taking  the  Police  Bill  on  Saturday.  It 
is  a  Bill  which  affects  all  the  consti- 
tuencies, a  Bill  which  neither  the  House 
n<ir  the  country  has  had  an  opj^ortunity 
of  understanding— [CrtV»  of"  Agreed  !"] 
— a  Bill  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  of  such 
a  wide  chamcter,  and  involves  the  in- 
t-'rests  of  so  many  constituencies,  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  taken  at  a  .Saturday 
Sitting. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member  is 
not  in  order  in  discussing  a  measure 
which  is  to  bo  brought  on  ujion  another 
day. 

Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR:  May  I  ask 
whethor  we  cannot  shorten  the  rest  of 
the  Session.  If  tho  Government  will 
only  let  tlio  House  clearly  know  wh.it  is 
the  minimum  with  which  they  will  be 
satisfied,  so  that  Members  may  know 
precisely  wliere  they  are  placed,  the 
business  would  go  on  with  considerable 
alin'rity. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Tho  House  has 
already  been  informed  on  the  subject.  I 
said  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  pass 
the  Local  Taxation  Bill,  the  Police  Bill, 
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the  Irish  Census  Bill  —  ["  No  "J  —  I 
think  Members  from  IreLvnd  generally 
desire  to  see  it  passed,  as  well  as  tlie 
Census  Bills  for  England  and  Scolland — 
the  Public  Works  Loans  Bill,  and  the 
Savings  Banks  Bill,  which,  I  believe, 
there  is  only  one  Membt-r  opposed  to  in 
this  Hiiuse — [Mr.  Stoukv  :  That  is  not 
ao] — I  have  endeavoured  to  ascertain, 
and  I  believe  the  hon.  Member  is  the 
only  op|jonent.  It  may  require  that  we 
should  sit  II  day  or  two  longer,  but  the 
Government  think  it  right  to  persevere 
with  a  measure  which,  as  I  stated 
3'e8tei"day,  is  for  the  protection  of  the 
working  cIasscs.  These  are  the  measures 
which  the  Government  think  it  necessary 
to  proceed  with,  and  having  stated  that 
twice,  three  times,  or  four  times  already, 
I  think  I  am  not  unreasonable  in  asking 
that  we  may  be  allowed  to  proceed  with 
the  business  without  undue  delay. 

Mr.  storey  (.Sunderland)  :  I  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  know 
from  personal  contact  with  Gentlemen 
not  only  on  this,  but  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  that  there  are  very  consider- 
able obiections  to  the  Savings  Banks  Bill. 
["No."]  If  in-stead  of  adding  burdens 
to  the  Savings  Btnks  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  additional  powers 
for  receiving  money,  he  would  have  no 
diflSculty  in  passing  the  Bill.  As  one 
connected  with  Savings  Banks  for  25 
years,  I  can  say  that  the  Bill  in  its  pre- 
sent shape  is  alwolutely  useless. 

•Mil.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  B.): 
I  should  like  to  urge  the  claims  of  the 
Registration  of  Titles  Bill  and  the  Regis- 
tration of  Assurances  Bill,  which  would  be 
of  the  greatest  value  in  connection  with 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Great  discussion  may 
arise  on  the  Registration  of  Titles  Bill, 
and  unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  prepared  to  give  ample  time  for  such 
discussion  it  would  be  better  to  pastpone 
the  Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Mai.dfn,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Although  the  general  prin- 
ciples of  the  Local  Registration  of  Titles 
Bill,  and  the  Bill  dealing  with  the  Regis- 
try of  Deeds,  have  been  accepted  by  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House,  I  fully 
recognise  that  these  measures  raise 
important  questions  of  detail.  It  would 
be  unreasonable  to  expect  that  time 
should   ba   given  for  them   during  the 


present  Session,  but  I  propose  to  intro- 
duce them  at  the  very  earliest  period 
next  Session. 

In  answer toMr.  HuxrEK(Ab3rdeen,S.), 

Tin:  LORD  ADVOCATK  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute) said:  The  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Scotch  Police 
Bill  will  he  circulated  immediately,  but 
not  with  the  documents  which  were  to 
form  appendices.  These  Will  be  circu- 
lated as  siTon  as  possible. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness):  May  I  fksk 
when  Scotch  Supply  will  be  taken.  A 
number  of  Members  have  been  com- 
pelled to  remain  in  town  on  account  of 
it.  If  we  could  only  get  a  pledge  that 
Scotch  Supply  would  not  be  considered 
while  Scotch  Members  are  away  there 
would  not  bo  much  trouble.  The  Irish 
Estimates  have  been  taken  some  time 
ago,  and  Irish  Members  have  not  troubled 
the  House  since. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  question  before 
the  House  is  not  Scotch  Supply,  but  that 
the  sitting  to-morrow  be  subject  to  the 
rules  regulating  the  sitting  of  the  House 
on  Weilnesday. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


RESERVE  FORCES  BILL.- (No.  272.) 
,  SECOND  READING.  [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debat.'  on  Question  [4th  July],  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

'      Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

I  (4.31.)  Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid): 
May  I  ask  for  some  explanation  of  the  2nd 
clause  1  I  do  think  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  charge  of  the  Bill  should  make 
some  explanatory    statement,     however 

I  brief.  It  a[)peurs  to  mo  ridiculous  to 
enlist  men,  and  then  immediately  transfer 
them  to  the  Res'irvo  without  first  giving 
them  some  suitable  training. 

(4.31.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  War 
Office  Authorities  have  considered  the 
legal  effect  of  the  Bill  in  respect  of  the 
men  who,  intending  only  to  be  Volunteers, 
have  enlist«d  in  the  Army,  and  who  are 
liable  to  be  sent  on  foreign  service  or  to 
be  ordered  oat  of  their  owa  districts! 
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■*(4,32.)  Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The 
hbn.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  lias  evidently 
forgotten  that  he  mode  the  same  request 
^)q^/e,  and  that  I  have  explained  the 
otjeot-of  the  Bill  to  him.  It  is  desired 
in  a  case  of  emergency  to  Lave  the  ser- 
vices of  certain  telegraph,  pjstal,  and 
railway  men,  and  it  is  found  to  be  the 
cheapest  way  to  draw  thom  from  the 
Volunteers.  One  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
enable  these  men  to  lie  employed  abroad 
if  necessary  in  caae  of  emergency. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

LOCAL   TAXATION   (CUSTOMS    AND 

EXCISE)  DDTIES  BILL.— (No.  404.) 
•  '  BUI,  as  amended,  considered. 
Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Sub-section  ii. — (J/r.  Chaiicellur  of  the 
Exdiequer.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section 
ii.  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

(4.35.)  •  Mb.  H.  H,  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  I  wish  a  Motion  had 
been  made  tore-commit  the  Bill  in  order 
that  we  wight  briefly  discu.ss  the  entire 
re-construction  of  this  Bill  wliich  is  now 
going  to  take  jiloce  on  the  Motion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  have  no 
wish  to  delay  the  House  by  any  unneces- 
sary remarks,  but  I  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  making  a  final,  if  an  unavailing,  pro- 
test against  what  I  consider  to  be  the 
disastrous  finance  which  this  clause  will 
now  give  effect  to  as  altered  by  the  present 
Amendment.  We  are  no  doubt  dealing 
with  the  laat  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
should  like  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  this  is  the  25th  night  on  whicli  the 
House  has  been  discussing  the  financial 
arrangements  of  the  present  year.  There 
is  no  precedent  for  tliis  in  modern  times 
— at  any  rate,  since  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn  Laws.  The  House  has  been  sitting 
between  110  and  120  days  up  to  this 
evening;  and,  therefore,  one  fourth  of 
the  time  of  the  House  of  Commons  has 
been  consumed  in  discussing  what  now 
turn  out  to  bo  practically  nl)orHve  finan- 
cial pro]i08als.  But  much  more  important 
than  this  is  the  principle  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  now 
asking  the  House   of  Commons  to  put 


its  sjal  of  approval  upon,  and  tliis  is  the 
enormous  additional  subvention  pro- 
posed to  be  given  to  the  Local  Authori- 
ties. I  have  been  looking  into  the  figures 
as  they  now  stand  regarding  this  ques- 
tion. When  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  amended  this  Bill,  there 
will  be  added  for  the  purpose  of  local 
8ubvention£l,300,000;yetthe  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  only  two  years  ago, 
said  that,  so  far  as  the  Government  were 
concerned,  they  had  shown  their  whole 
hand,  and  they  had  no  further  proposals 
to  make.  But  within  two  and  a  half 
years  from  the  time  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  that  statement  he  proposes 
to  take  £1,300,000  from  what  I  may  call 
essentially  Imperial  taxation  in  order  to 
place  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Au- 
thorities. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Hou.se  is  not  now  discussing 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  is  really 
delivering  a  Second  Reading  speech.' 

Mk.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  Of  coarse,  Sir, 
I  at  once  bow  t»)  your  ruling.  I  only 
wish  to  submit  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is,  now  proposing  to  add 
£350,000  to  the  general  subvention  of 
the  Local  Authorities  ;  and  I  object  to 
that,  because  I  consider  that, the  Local 
Authorities  have  already  too  much.  This 
£350,000  will  make  the  total  sum 
granted  this  year  in  aid. .of  local 
taxation  over  £9,000,000.  .  I  have  no 
wish  to  deal  further  with  the  general 
question,  but  I  entertain  a  most  strong 
opinion  that  these  large  local  subven- 
tions are  not  justilied  by  the  state  of  local 
finance :  they  are  premiums  upon  mis- 
management and  extravagance  ;  and  they 
revive  the  old  system  of  subventions  in 
its  worst  form,  becau.sc  they  make  the 
Local  Authorities  practically  reckless  as 
to  how  the  money  is  spent.  In  raising  a 
protest  against  thus  enormous  additional 
subvention,  I  wish  to  say  that  arrange- 
ments of  this  kind  cannot  lie  regarded 
OB  binding,  and  we  shall  claim  for  our- 
selves the  right  to  re-consider  this  ques- 
tion when  the  proper  time  arrives. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
20,  after  the  word  "  shall,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  until  Parliament  otherwise  de- 
termine."— [ilr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chtqiur.)  ' ' 
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QuestioQ  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

(4.40.)  SirW.  HARCOURT  (Derby) : 
I  do  not  know  whether  wo  are  to  expect 
any  answer  from  the  right  hon.  Gen  tie- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
but  I  do  submit  tliat  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deserve  some 
notice.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  refrained  from  answering  the  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  We  had  some 
discussion  on  these  words  when  they 
were  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the 
right  hun.  Gentleman  in  the  clause  ap- 
plicable to  Scotland.  What  is  meant  by 
inserting  these  words  ?  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  must  have  some  special 
objectinintroducingtbem.  What  is  it?  Do 
the  words  apply  to  the  additional  duty  on 
beer,  or  do  they  not  ?  The  other  day  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  the  object 
was  to  impart  a  flavour  of  uncertainty. 
But  the  whole  financial  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  this  year  has  had 
such  a  flavour  of  uncertainty,  that  I  think 
it  is  a  work  of  supererogation  to  introduce 
these  words.  The  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
was  good  enough  to  give  me  credit  for 
having  suflicient  acuteness  to  understand 
the  meaning,  but  I  confess  I  am  not 
entitled  to  that  credit,  for  I  have  unsuc- 
cessfully endeavoured  to  define  the 
meaning  of  introducing  the  words.  In 
his  original  Budget  the  rigiit  hon.  Gentle- 
man held  out  a  curious  liope  to  the 
brewers.  He  said  he  h.id  half  promised 
to  take  off  the  additional  tax  on  bocr, 
and  he' would  fulfil  that  promiss,  but  lie 
intended  to  put  it  on  again,  and  give  them 
the  benefit  of  the  proceeds.  He  did  so, 
but  now  he  has  struck  out  the  clause 
which  was  to  secure  the  benefit  to  the 
brewers.  Now,  I  again  ask,  do  these 
words  apply  to  the  Beer  Duty  or  the  extra 
Spii'it  Duty  ?  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
hear  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer what  is  the  uncertainty  which 
these  words  point  to — in  short,  what  is 
the  intention  of  inserting  them  ? 

(4.45.)  Tbk  chancellor  of  thk 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Go.schen.  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  began  his  observations 
with  a  complaint  that  I  had  not 
answered  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton. I  am  free  to  be  criticised  in 
many  things,  but  I  am  seldom  criticised 


for  not  being  ready  to  take  up  a  challenge 
that  ia  thrown  down.  I  did  not  rise  to 
answer  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  because  I  understood^  I 
could  not  do  so  without  offending  agnirist 
order.  The  whole  of  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  '6e 
directed  against'the  Bill  generally, "ancF  I 
could  not  reply  to  them  without  being 
out  of  order,  otherwise  I  should  have 
longed  to  bo  able  to  comment  on  tho 
astounding  charge  against  the 'Govern- 
ment thiit  this  Bill  lias  been  discussed 
for  25  days.  I  should  have  liked  to 
refer  to  some  of  the  minute  points  which 
were  discussed  for  hours  and  hours  with 
a  most  fearful  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  I  shall  be  called  to  order  by 
the  Speaker  if  I  pursue  that  topic.  In 
reply  to  the  riglit  lion.  Member  for 
Derby  I  have  to  say  that  I  have  twice 
dealt  with  this  matter — once  in  the  case 
of  Scotland,  and  once  in  the  case  of 
Ireland.  In  the  case  of  Scotland  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  misunderstood  me, 
and  in  the  case  of  Ireland  he  did  not 
hear  me  at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asks.  Why  are  the  words  introduced 
here  ?  The  answer  is  that  tho  residue  is 
in  a  different  position  now  from  "what  it 
was,  and  my  anxiety  has  beeii  that 
Parliament  shall  not  give  an  absolutely 
permanent  character  to  the  sum"  which 
has  become  available  through  the  drop- 
ping of  the  licensing  clauses.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  merry  over  the 
phrase  used  by  me,  "  the  flavour  of 
uncertainty ";  what  I  meant  was  that 
tho  Local  Authorities  should  have  notice 
that  there  is,  in  the  language  'of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton, 
a  prospect  of  revision  as  regards  that 
particular  sum.  It  seems  to  me  right 
that  the  question  should  be  left  open 
whether  there  shall  be  any  revision 'of 
the  additional  taxes  imposed 'in 'conse- 
quence of  the  dropping  of  a  portion 'of 
the  scheme.  That  is  the  object  with 
which  the  words  have  been  inserted, 
and  I  think  it  more  candid  to  the  Local 
Authorities  and  to  the  House  generally 
that  such  notice  should  be  given. 

(4.50.)  Mr.  ^A.  ACLAND  (York,' 
W.R,  Rotherham)  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  accept  the  word  "unless" 
instead  of  "  until  "  ?  '     • 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Yes;  I  do'nof 
think  it  much  matters. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to«^  ■ 
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(4.51.)  Mb.  a.  ACLAND;  Iu 
moving  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name,  I  will  endeavour  to  be  as 
brief  as  poissible.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  put  down  an  Amendment 
wliich  meets  the  wishes  of  the  people  of 
Wales,  and  he  has  done  the  same  for 
Ireland.  The  Members  for  Scotknd 
have  to  some  extent  fought  out  their 
caao.  In  the  case  of  England,  if  the  Bill 
passes  in  its  present  form  it  vdW  not 
contain  a  word  about  the  definite  appro- 
priation of  the  money  for  educational 
purposes.  There  is  nothing  beyond  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  intimation  that 
by  and  by  some  now  charges  may  be 
thrown  on  the  County  Conncila  in  con- 
nection with  intermediate  and  technical 
education.  I  wish  to  get  rid  of  some  of 
that  uncertainty.  While  Scotland  and 
Ireland  got  each  a  large  share  of  the 
money  set  free  by  the  dropping  of  the 
licensing  proposals,  England,  if  the  Bill 
stand  as  now,  will  secure  nothing  at  all, 
wheretvs,  supposing  that  England  gets 
the  same  share  as  Scotland,  she  will  have 
nearly  £2,000,000,  if  the  same  share  as 
Ireland  nearly  £1,000,000,  and  if  the 
same  share  as  Wales  will  assuredly  get 
al)out  £750,000.  I  think  we  are 
putting  the  cart  before  the  horse. 
We  ought  to  got  free  education,  but 
first  we  must  have  our  District  Councils  j 
we  ought  to  have  uniform  School  Boards, 
and  we  ought  to  liave  a  well  organised 
elementarj'  .system.  Scotland,  no  doubt, 
baa  gone  the  right  way  to  put  the  horse 
before  the  cart  by  securing  free  educa- 
tion first,  and  when  we  get  our  money 
out  of  the  Exchequer  for  free  education 
for  England,  Scotland  will  put  in  a  claim 
for  another  £250,000.  It  will  bt^  im- 
possible to  withhold  it,  and  then  she  can 
complete  her  system  of  secondary  and 
intermediate  eduoution.  I  think  the 
adoption  of  my  Amendment  will  be  a 
step  in  the  right  direction.  The  local 
Universities  of  England  have  been 
pleading  for  grants  of  money  for  many 
years  ;  the  Clianceilor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  mi"t  them  with  £15,000.  The  agri- 
cultural interest  has  again  and  agiiin 
cried  out  for  assistance  towards  dairy 
schools  and  agricultural  teaching ;  the 
amount  the  Chancellor  of  the  l']ichcquer 
has  been  able  to  give  has  bot-n  £5,000. 
although  Prussia,  the  popnliition  of 
which  is  not  so  great  ns  the  United 
Kingdom,  gives  ten  times  that  amount 


for  agricultural  education  alone.  But 
these  sums  are  perfectly  trifling  as  com- 
pared with  the  amount  which  the  House 
is  compelled  to  deal  with  by  a  kind  of 
side-wind,  and  which  it  is  now  proposed 
shall  disappear  into  the  great  river  of 
rates,  never  perhaps  to  appear  on  the 
surface  again.  I  propose  that  the  money 
shall  be  applied  under  the  Technical 
Instruction  Act  of  last  year,  and  though 
the  machinery  of  that  Act  is  not  the  best 
for  the  purpose,  it  is  better  than  none  at 
all.  Already  some  of  our  large  towns 
have  made  grants  in  aid  of  this  educa- 
tion. Manchester  has  given  £4,000  and 
Bolton  £2,000,  and  nobody  can  doubt 
that  assistance  from  the  Government 
would  bo  greatly  valued.  I  have  added 
to  my  Amendment  that  the  remainder 
of  the  moiety,  which  is  not  applied,  may 
be  an  educational  endowment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act, 
because  I  believe  that  technical  education 
is  no  goofi  unksj  based  upon  a  sound 
gener.il  education,  and  wo  shall  not  get  a 
good  general  secondary  education  in 
England  until  we  set  to  work,  as  we  are 
now  doing  in  Wales,  and  establish  a  net- 
work of  good,  cheap,  secondary  schools 
throughout  the  whole  country.  The 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  20 
years  ago  said  that  even  after  they  had 
dealt  with  the  whole  re-organisation  of 
endowments  the  work  was  only  begun, 
and  that  what  was  necessary  was  a 
systematic  provision  for  secondary  in- 
struction. Since  tlicn,however,  we  have 
never  taken  u  step  towards  reorganising 
our  secimdary  education.  I  may  be  told 
that  under  the  Endowed  Schools  Act 
this  cannot  be  done  at  all,  but  1  bold  that 
our  ex[>epience  in  Wales  shows  that  it 
c.in  K'  done.  Our  Committees  in  Wales 
are  largely  comfiosed  of  members  of 
County  Councils,  and  I  imagine  that  the 
Vice  l-'resident  of  the  Council  and  the 
Chairman  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
mi-ssioners  will  not  deny  that  under  the 
e.xisting  Endowed  Schools  Act  schemes 
could  lie  worked  out  which  would  de- 
vcloji  secondary  education  in  a  very 
excellent  w.-ty  in  England.  I  know  it  is 
said  tliat  the  Charity  Commissioners  arc 
unjiopular,  but  in  my  experience  they 
Imvc  acted  in  a  cordial  spirit  of  co- 
opcr.-ition  with  popular  bodies  like  our 
Committees.  The  reason  they  have 
been  nup<.ipular  is  because  they  have 
interfered      with      local     endowments, 
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but  when  they  ftro  following  popular 
bodies,  and  not  leading,  but  trjini^ 
to  assist  and  help,  there  is  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  occupy  the  position  of 
friendly  advisers.  I  lay  stress  upon  that 
part  of  my  Amendment  which  han 
riiference  to  the  complete  organisation  of 
intermediate  education,  because  1  know 
the  admirable  work  which  has  been  done 
in  Wales.  It  will  be  a  great  misfortune 
if  the  opportunity  that  now  presents 
itself  w  not  taken  atlvantage  of;  for  if 
the  question  is  not  taken  in  hand,  otlier 
business  in  future  Sessions  may  jwstixine 
its  settlement  iudeBnitcly.  Scotland 
and  Wales  and  Ireland  are  far  better  off 
than  England  in  respect  of  secondary 
education,  and  the  consequence  is,  that 
this  country  is  being  invaded  by  clever 
Scotchmen,  Welshmen,  and  Irishmen,  in 
ever-increasing  numbers.  The  lion. 
Member  for  Roxburghshire  the  other 
day  made  an  allusion  to  the  moderate 
invasion  of  English  Members  into  Scot- 
land. Well,  I  imagine  that  if  we  in  this 
country  were  to  raise  a  cry  of  England 
for  the  English,  and  drive  out  all  the 
Scoteiinien  who  hold  important  positions 
of  all  kinds  here,  we  should  return  on 
the  hands  of  the  lion.  Member  and  his 
friends  a  great  many  men  whom  they 
do  not  wish  to  see  liuck  again,  but  who 
are  doing  extremely  valuable  work.  As 
to  the  question  of  shitting  the  burden  of 
the  rates  and  so  forth — as  if  it  were  the 
al[)lia  and  oineg;i  of  the  jirogress  of  the 
working  classes  -no  doubt  a  great 
deal  has  been  done  ;  but  if  all  the  dogmas 
of  the  Radicals  wci-e  realised,  there 
would  still  remain  a  great  deal  to  be  done 
in  the  way  of  elevating  the  working 
classes  after  they  have  received  all  the 
advantages  which  can  be  received  from 
elementary  education.  That  the  great 
dock  strike  last  year  was  conducted  so 
quietly  and  successfully  was  mainly  duo 
to  the  fact  that  the  leaders  were  educated 
men,  t^pable  of  studying  and  under- 
standing economical  and  industrial  ques- 
tions. It  would  be  well  to  have 
thousands  more  Buch  men.  Let 
the  House,  therefore,  make  provi- 
sion for  their  education.  In  Eng- 
land we  are  in  this  jxisition  :  that  the 
wealthy  people,  who  are  largely  repre- 
sonti^d  in  this  House,  and  who  are  able  to 
send  their  sons  to  the  great  public  schools, 
do  not  care  much  about  middle-class 
education.  Then  we  have  the  elemen- 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [third  skeu;s.] 


tary  schools,  which  carry  on  a  useful 
work  ;  but  there  is  a  large  middle  region 
which  we  do  not  hear  muchabout,  which 
is  of  the  ntmost  importance,  untouched, 
and  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  helping  to  fill 
up  that  gap  that  I  move  my  Amendment. 
I  admit  that  the  machinery  I  suggest — • 
namely,  some  scheme  under  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  and  the  Technical  Instruction 
Act — is  not  the  liest  1  could  desire,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  believe  that  by  these 
means  much  goixl  may  be  done  to  the 
working  and  the  middle  clas.s9s. 

Amendment  propo8ed,in  page  1, line  20, 
at  the  end  of  Clause  1,  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  Tha  couDcil  of  any  audi  county  or 
county  boroui<h  may  contribute  any  sum 
rec^ired  by  aueh  council  in  reipect  of  the 
reaiijue  under  thia  gecrion,  nut  exceeding  a 
muiety  df  the  roaiduo  or  any  part  of  that 
moiety,  for  tho  purpoxea  of  technicii!  (includ- 
ing agricultural  and  commercial)  education 
within  the  meaning  of  '  The  Technical  In- 
struction Act,  1889,"  and  may  make  that  con- 
tribution over  and  above  any  sum  that  may  be 
rniiwid  by  rate  under  that  .\ct. 

The  Temaioder  of  the  said  moietv,  which 
xhall  not  he  applied  within  the  meaning  uf 
'  'i'hK  Technical  Instruction  Act,  18H9,'  may  be 
an  educational  endowment  wiihin  the  meaning 
of  the  Endowed  fchooU  Actii,  and  the  County 
Council  nhnll  be  the  governing  boily  of  the  en- 
dowment uithin  the  meaning  of  those  Acts." — 
{ilr.  Arthur  AcUnd.) 

Question  jiroposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(0.17.)  Mk.  GO.SCHEN:  The  hon. 
Member  rested  his  case  upon  two 
grounds,  one  the  desirableness  of  spend- 
ing this  money  on  intermediate 
education,  as  cominred  with  relieving 
the  rates,  and  the  other  a  contrast 
between  the  educational  advantages  of 
this  country  and  those  of  Scotland  and 
Ireland  and  Wales.  Well,  I  would  point 
out  that  if,  in  educational  matters,  Scot- 
land, Wales,  and  Ireland  arc,  in  some 
respects,  better  off  than  England,  this 
country  cerUinty  has  the  advantage  of 
having  greater  endowments.  In  the 
course  of  the  proceedings  on  this  Bill  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  a  somewhat 
similar  Amendment  to  this.  He  was 
anxious  that  a  sum  should  be  absolutely 
set  aside  and  spent  in  all  rases  upon 
technical  education  ;  but  he  proposes 
now  an  Amendment  of  a  much  more 
moderate  nature.  If  the  County  Council.H 
choose  to  employ  a  moiety  of  the  increased 
resources  which  are  placed  at  their  dis- 
posal towards  technical,  including  agri- 
J  L 
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cnltural  and  commercial  edncation, 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Technical 
Instruction  Act  of  1S89.  the  Government 
certainly  -will  not  wish  to  place  any 
.  fetters  whatever  on  their  taking  such 
action,  and  accordingly  we  shall  bo  jjre- 
pared  to  accept  the  fii'st  portion  of  the 
Amendment — namely,  that  the  County 
Councils  or  the  County  Boroughs  may 
contribute  in  respect  of  the  moiety  of 
the  residue  towards  t<!chnical,  agricul- 
tural, or  commercial  education.  The 
Government  are  quite  as  much  aware  as 
hon.  Members  opjiosite  of  the  desire 
which  is  springing  up  in  the  country 
with  regard  both  to  technical  and  agri- 
cultural education.  The  hon.  Memlxir 
speaks  of  the  desirability  of  assisting 
agricultural  schools.  Many  hon.  Friends 
of  my  own  behind  me  have  pleaded  in 
the  same  direction,  and  have  been  anxious 
that  the  sum  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  authorities  for  establishing  agricul- 
tural schools  should  lie  increased.  Then 
the  hon.  MembcT  suggested  that  a  portion 
of  the  money  should  be  devoted  to  inter- 
mediata  education,  and  he  drew  a  con- 
trast between  intermediate  and  technical 
education,  suggesting  that  much  progress 
could  not  be  made  with  technical  educa- 
tion without  intermediate  education, 
The  Technical  Instruction  Act  defines 
technical  instruction  as  including  instruc- 
tion in  the  branches  of  science  and  art, 
in  respect  of  which  grants  are,  for  the 
time  being,  nia<le  by  the  Department  of 
Science  and  Art,  and  any  other  form  of 
instruction,  including  modern  languages 
and  commercial  and  agricultural  subjects, 
which  may,  from  time  to  time,  be 
sanctioned  by  tluvt  Department.  But 
we  have  not  got  schools  organised  for 
the  purpose,  and  that  is  why  J  object  to 
the  other  part  of  the  Amendment.  We 
have  an  Intermediate  Educjvtion  Act  for 
Wales  which,  I  believe,  is  operating  very 
beneficially,  but  wo  have  not  worked  out 
such  an  Act  for  this  country,  nor  is  there 
any  organised  system  of  intermediate 
education  in  England.  How  can  the 
County  Councils,  with  these  optional 
powers,  some  of  them  working  on  one 
principle  and  some  on  another,  bring 
forward  an  organised  system  of  inter- 
mediate education  for  the  country  ?  By 
passing  the  first  part  of  the  Amendment 
we  do  not  preclude  subsequent  coasidera- 
tion  of  a  portion  of  this  money  going  to 
intermediate  education,  and  the  hon. 
J/r.  Goschen 


Gentleman  need  not  fear  that  funds  for 
that  purpose  will  be  found  when  an 
organised  plan  is  established.  I  should 
luive  no  objection,  on  principle,  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Amendment ;  but 
having  carefully  considered  the  way  in 
which  this  money  will  be  employed, 
under  the  terms  of  the  Amendment, 
without  any  general  organised  system,  I 
cannot  undertake  to  accept  that  portion 
of  the  Amendment.  I  would  ask  that 
we  should  treat  the  two  parts  of  the 
Amendment  separately,  unless  the  hon. 
Member,  after  the  readiness  I  have 
shown  to  a^lopt  his  views  as  regards  the 
first  part,  feels  disposed  to  withdraw  the 
second.  The  fij-st  part  runs  on  all  fours 
with  the  Amendment  I  have  myself  put 
on  the  Paper  with  regard  to  Wales,  and 
I  should  be  glad  if  wo  had  a  uniform 
system,  as  far  as  possible,  in  England 
and  Wales  os  regards  technical  educa- 
tion. 

(5.23.)  Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield, 
Brightsido):  We  have  all  heard  with 
satisfaction  of  the  readiness  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  accept  a 
part  of  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Uotherham.  I  regret 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
see  his  way  to  accept  the  whole,  and  I  di> 
not  think  there  are  those  difficulties  with 
respsct  to  organisation  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  seems  to  fore- 
shadow. Why  should  it  not  be  possibla 
for  the  Endowed  School  Commissioners, 
upon  application  from  the  County 
Councils,  to  prepare  a  scheme  for  inter- 
mediate education  as  well  ns  for  any 
other  subject  ?  In  a  former  Debate  on 
the  subject  two  years  ago  the  Leader  of 
the  House  promi.sed  that  what  was  done 
fur  Scotland  in  respect  of  intermedial  & 
education,  andevery  branch  of  education, 
should  lie  done  for  England.  In  Scot- 
land the  ordinary  schools  nro  not  called 
elementary,  but  public,  schools,  and  the 
Government  make  gi-ants  in  all  these 
schools  for  Latin,  Greek,  Mathematics, 
and  other  subjects,  which  are  in  them- 
selves part  of  the  curriculum  of  inter- 
mediate education,  for  which  no  corre- 
sponding grant  is  made  in  England. 
It  is  the  fact  that  large  numbers  of  the 
youth  of  Scotland  go  from  the  parochial 
and  public  schools  direct  to  the  Universi- 
'  ties.  I  am  rejoiced  that  that  is  so.  But 
why  should  England  be  deprived  of 
these   advantages  7     The  whole   of   the 
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higher  B^hools  of  Scotland  are  nndiir  the 
control  of  the  School  Board,  and  they 
receive  grants  from  the  rates  for  what 
they  cill  the  common  fund.  I  do  not 
say  the  intermediate  education  of  Scot- 
land is  all  that  Scotchmen  desire. 
They  are  anxious  to  have  it  improved, 
and  they  are  improving  it  at  an  enormous 
rate,  and,  as  compared  with  England,  they 
are  at  an  enormous  advantage.  I  doubt 
whether,  according  to  its  po[julation, 
England  has  as  many  endowments  as 
Scotland.  The  Universities  of  England 
have  great  endowments,  but  not  for 
intermediate  education.  Under  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission  Act  of 
1883  all  the  endowments  of  Scot- 
land have  undergone  revision,  and 
on  the  governing  bodies  of  the 
endowed  schools  in  Scotland  there  is 
some  public  representation.  We  have 
nothing  corr,.*sponding  to  that  in  Eng- 
land. Why  is  it  that  England  should  bo 
placed  in  this  disadvantageous  pi  isitinn  03 
compared  with  Scotland  1  I  would  ask 
tlie  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  when  will 
he  fulfil  his  promise,  made  more  than 
two  years  ago,  with  reippct  to  inter- 
mediate education.  The  whole  of  the 
intermediate  and  endowed  schools  in 
Scotland  are  examined  by  examiners 
appointed  by  the  Scotch  Educational 
Department,  and  attached  to  every  scliool 
there  are  "leaving  certificates,"  which 
admit  the  scholars  to  a  great  variety  of 
educational  advantages.  Wo  have  no- 
thing corresponding  to  that  in  England. 
We  have  no  public  examinations  at 
the  expense  of  the  State,  as  in  Scotland. 
Now,  supposing  the  first  part  of  the 
Resolution  is  tc)  be  accepted  there  are 
certain  words  which  should  lie  omitted — 
I  mean  the  words  "  not  exceeding  a 
certain  moiety  of  the  residue."  These 
words  must  undoubtedly  come  out,  so 
that  it  would  apply  to  technical,  com- 
mercial, and  agricultural  education. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  or  thk 
COaNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  The  hon.  Member  says  that 
if  not  the  whole  of  the  moiety  then  that 
a  portion  of  it  shall  be  used. 

Mr.  MDNDELLA:  If  you  take  the 
second  propo8al,andstrikeoutthese  words, 
then  you  could  apply  the  whole  of  it  to 
technical,  commercial,  and  agricultural 
schools.  I  waut  to  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  importiince  of  adopt- 
ing the   second  part  of  the  Resolution. 


Nobody  knows  better  than  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  the  great  inequahty 
of  endowments  in  this  country.  He 
knows  that  there  are  some  localities 
which  are  positively  enriched  by  endow- 
ments, and  others  in  which  they  have 
no  endowments  whatever.  But  suppose 
the  County  Council  had  power  to  apply 
part  of  the  residue  to  intermediato 
education,  how  largely  they  might  ex- 
tend it.  In  our  large  towns,  with 
their  rapid  growth,  it  would  be  an 
enormous  boon  if  they  could  have  some 
aid,  some  beginning  of  intermediate 
education.  And  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Rotherham  has  pointed 
out  that  small  State  aid  is  un 
enormous  stimulus  for  the  Local 
Authority.  It  always  evokes  and  de- 
velops a  largo  amount  of  local  effort. 
It  hns  already  done  so  in  Wales  in 
respect  to  technical  education.  With 
respect  to  the  statement  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  that  we  have 
no  organised  intermediate  education  in 
England.  I  must  take  exception  to  that. 
There  is  scarcely  a  town  in  England 
where  the  Charity-  Commissioners  have 
not  framed  schemes  of  intermediate 
education.  Why,  if  there  are  a  thousand 
or  two  a  year  to  be  devoted  to  inter- 
mediate education,  should  not  the  Charity 
Commissioners  enlarge  these  schemes, 
and  place  some  members  of  the  County 
Councils  on  the  governing  bodies,  and  so 
give  increased  utility  and  increased 
representation  at  the  same  time  ?  I  do 
hope  that  the  Government  will  not,  in 
this  respect,  place  us  iu  a  worse  position 
than  Scotland,  Wales,  and  Ireland.  At 
present  we  do  not  get  a  farthing  grant  ; 
but  here  is  the  fii'st  opportunity  the 
Government  have  had  of  rendering 
some  service,  and  helping  forward  the 
work  of  intermediate  education,  the  great 
desideratum  of  the  present  time.  The 
Government  have  accepted  the  first 
part  of  my  hon.  Friend's  pro{)Osal.  I  do 
trust  that  they  will  accept  the  remainder, 
and  that  we  shall  be  able  to  make  a  start 
in  the  way  of  helping  ourselves  with 
intermediate  education. 

•(5.35.)  Sir  W.  HART  DYKE:  I 
would  like  to  sny  one  or  two  words  in 
no  contentious  spirit.  I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  admit  that  in  England  we  are 
somewhat  at  a  disadvantage  with  respect 
to  intermediate  education.  The  greater 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
3  L  2 
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for  Rotherham  was  directed,  and  fairly, 
to  showing  tliat  there  was  such  a  defi- 
ciency, and  it  wbs  e.^sentially  a  speech  , 
in  favour  of  an  IntL>rmediato  Education 
Act  for  England.  I  wisli  to  mention 
one  or  two  reasons  which  ought  to  make 
the  House  B:itisGed  with  the  way  in 
wliich  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  met  this  Amundiuent.  Here 
is  a  sum  of  money  to  be  disposed  of. 
At  first  the  ChancjjUor  of  the  Exche- 
quer said  it  would  be  used  for  education, 
and  then  the  hon.  Member  for  Rother- 
ham suggests  that  it  may  be  applied  to 
tecliniftil  and  intermediate  educatifm. 
Now,  I  am  anxious  that  wo  should  not 
accept  the  second  jiortion  of  this  Amend- 
mcut,  because  there  is  a  distinction  be- 
tween it  and  the  first.  About  the  first  pro- 
posal there  is  this  excellent  chanvcteristic, 
tiiat  the  machinery  is  ready  to  hand. 
Considering  how  slow  people  are  to 
move  in  matters  of  education,  it  is 
obviously  of  great  advantage  to  have  the 
m.'ichinery  ready  to  hand.  What  is 
happening  with  regard  to  our  Technical 
Instruction  Act?  It  is  at  work,  and  it 
has  boen  taken  u])  warmly  in  most  of 
our  large  industrial  centres,  Manchester, 
ShefiBeld,  Burnley,  Rochdale,  Stockport, 
M.icolesfield,  Maidstone,  Rotherham, 
Wakefield,  Bingley,  Bolton,  Notting- 
ham, Leeds,  Newcastle,  Blackburn,  Read- 
ing, and  many  other  places,  where 
Committees  have  been  at  work  some 
time  to  bring  it  into  active  operation. 
I  am  now  merely  pleading  for  the 
best  use  that  can  be  made  to-day 
of  this  money.  All  this  is  going 
on  already  with  regard  to  secondary 
education  and  technical  instruction, 
and  why,  therefore,  should  we  not  have 
this  money  applied  swiftly?  What  is  the 
initial  difficulty?  The  initial  difficulty 
is  getting  a  lump  sum  for  building  pur- 
poses. Most  of  these  localities  will  face 
llie  rata  neces8.ary  for  the  maintenance 
of  an  institution,  but  they  will  not  under- 
take the  initial  expenditure  which  is 
reiiuired  to  obtain  a  building.  Now, 
this  sum  of  money  will  precisely  fit  into 
the  groove,  precisely  fill  up  the  gap,  and 
furnish  to  these  localities  the  amount  of 
the  initial  expenditure  which  I  think 
can  be  mo.st  usefully  and  beneficially 
applied.  I  am  willing  to  concede  that 
it  is  piLSsible  to  fr.ime  an  Intermediate 
Edu-'ation  Act  for  England,  as  has  been 
doni;  in  AVales,  and  no  man  in  this  House 
Sir  W.  Ilarl  Dyka 


would  be  more  ready  to  avail  himself  of 
time  and  opf  ortunity  to  do  sj  than  my- 
self. But  if  this  money  were  to  be 
applied  as  suggested  by  the  second  por- 
tion of  the  Amendment,  and  if  it  were 
handed  over  to  the  County  Councils, 
there  would  be  absolutely  no  machinery 
whatever.  In  the  caae  of  the  Welsh 
Act,  Committees  were  appointed,  com- 
posed of  three  represantatives  of  the 
County  Council,  and  two  members 
nominated  by  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council — gentlemen  connected  with 
the  county  selected  for  their  educa- 
tional standing  and  position.  But,  in 
the  present  instance,  I  do  not  think 
it  woulil  be  fair  to  hand  this  money 
to  the  County  Councils  without 
their  having  that  machinery  wliich  the 
Welsh  Education  Act  supplied.  It  is 
because  there  is  this  want  of  machinery, 
that  I  am  unable,  without  further  con- 
sidenitiun,  to  assriit  to  what  would  be 
virtually  the  introduction  by  a  side  wind 
of  an  Intermediate  Education  Act  for 
England. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  afraid  there 
is  some  misunderstanding.  What  is  the 
difference  betsveen  the  machinery  for 
the  first  part  of  the  Amendment,  and  the 
machinery  for  the  second  ? 

•(5.45.)  yiB  W.  HART  DYKE:  The 
County  Council  has  no  machinery,  except 
under  the  Technical  Instruction  Act  in 
connection  with  the  Science  and  Art 
Department. 

SiRLY0NPLAYFAIR(Leed8,S.):  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  short  time  ago  the  House 
appointed  a  Select  Committee  upon 
endowed  schools,  and  I  hiid  the  honour 
to  bo  Chairman  of  that  Committee,  and 
my  right  hon.  Eriend  was  a  Member  of 
it.  Ho  will  remember  the  great  diffi- 
culty we  had  in  examining  how  endowed 
schoiils  could  be  made  of  greater  use 
to  the  public,  because  these  endowed 
schools  had  no  means  of  getting  properly 
equipped.  They  were  proceeding  very 
much  on  the  old  lines — Latin  and  Greek 
and  general  educition,  but  they  had  no 
BupjKJrt  for  scientific  education.  Now,  I 
am  very  grateful  to  the  Government  for 
having  adopted  the  first  part  of  the 
Amendment,  but  the  second  part  is  also 
of  very  great  importance,  and  if  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will  only  recollect  the 
recommenditions  as  to  the  endowed 
schools  he  must  himself  admit  what 
important  measures  might    be  brought 
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under  this  Ajnendmcnt.  In  the  first 
place  you  have  taken  great  trouble  to 
establish  endowed  schools  thtoughout 
the  country,  but  you  leave  them  entirely 
unconnected  with  any  Local  Authority, 
except  Local  Boards,  to  manage  them, 
and  without  any  knowledge  on  the  part 
of  this  House  as  to  whether  they  are 
failures  or  successes.  Now,  this  Amend- 
ment ofiEers  you  an  organisation.  The 
County  Council  may  move  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  with  the  funds  at  their 
disposal,  to  equip  these  schools  and  make 
them  suitable  fur  scientific  instruction. 
It  may  enable  them  to  provide  funds  out 
of  which  the  teachers  of  science  might 
be  paid,  and  it  might,  in  this  way, 
re-organise  the  schools  throughout  the 
countrj',  and  pniduce  the  great'st 
results  upoa  secondary  education 
throughtiut  the  country,  in  the  way 
of  meeting  modern  requirc-uients  for 
scientific  teaching.  Without  money  they 
cannot  do  this.  Tliey  have  no  funds  to 
equij)  lahoifitories  mid  workshojiis,  and  it 
is  better  tn  leave  science  alone  if  it  is  to  be 
mere  book-learning.  Here  you  have  an 
admirable  o])portunity  for  authorising 
the  County  Councils  to  act  along  with 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  with  a  view 
to  satisfying  the  strong  wishes  in  the 
country  for  scientific  teaching.  Tliere 
is  nothing  in  this  proposal  tlint  w<iuld 
prejudice  the  Government  in  the  future 
in  bringing  in  a  Bill  for  intt!rmediate 
education.  The  Government  have  gone 
half  way  very  liberally,  and  I  thank 
them  verj'   much   fur  adopting   the  first 

If  of  the  Amendment.  But  they  will 
fer  a  benefit  on  the  country  if  they 

opt  also  the  second  half.  Tuey  would 
enable  the  Charity  Corami.ssionerB,  with 
the  assistiince  of  the  County  Couucil.H,  to 
equip  those  schools,  and  they  wrjuld 
make  a  large  stride  towards  inter- 
mediate education. 

(5.55.)  Mk.  HERBERT  GARDNER 
(Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  am  sure 
all  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House  must  congratulate  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Rotlierham  on 
the  success  which  has  attended  his 
efforts  in  the  direction  of  education,  and 
especially  for  having  given  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  professes  to  be  the 
friend  of  the  agriculturist,  the  oppor- 
tunity of  sweeping  away  the  shame  of 
having  given  only  X5,000  towanls 
agricultural    education,    while     smaller 


countries,  like  Sweden,  have  lieen  able  to 
devote  a  much  larger  sum  to  that  object. 
I  regret  that  the  Government  have  not 
found  it  possible  to  aceept  the  second 
part  of  my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment.  It 
has  been  said  that  it  is  im[>ossible  to 
carry  out  the  idea;  but  the  two 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  below  me, 
who  both  have  been  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  say  that  it 
is  quite  possible  to  carry  out  this 
scheme.  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
my  right  hon.  Friend  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  not  exceeding  the  moiety  of  the 
residue,  or  any  part  of  that  moiety,"  so 
that  the  whole  of  the  residue  might  be 
taken  for  this  very  desirable  object.  That 
course  has  already  been  adopted  in  Wales, 
where  the  residue  has  been  practically 
devoted  to  technical  education.  For  my 
part,  I  do  not  see  why  the  whole  of  this 
sum  should  not  be  utilised. 

•(6.0.)  Sill  WALTER  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.):  I  am  glad  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  accepted  the 
first  part  of  the  Amendment,  because  I 
believe  that  nothing  is  required  more 
than  technical  education  in  this  country. 
We  have  been  lamentably  behind  many 
other  countries  with  regard  to  that.  We 
give  a  good  education  in  our  schools,  but 
at  the  siuno  time  wo  ought  to  impart  that 
which  will  enable  the  boy  to  get  his 
living  ill  the  future.  One  word  more 
before  I  speak  of  the  second  portion  of 
the  Amendment.  1  think  anyone  who 
knows  the  country  districts  well,  will 
recognise  the  difficulty  of  getting  chil- 
dren living  at  long  distances  to  attend  in 
all  weathers.  I  must  say  I  was  sorry  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  condemn  my  county, 
and  I  think  he  most  unfairly  and  unjustly 
overstated  the  case  when  he  said  it  was 
ono  of  the  most  backward  counties  in 
England,  and  that  it  was  a  jerfect  dis- 
grice. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Perhaps  my  hon. 
Friend  will  allow  me  to  say  that  what  I 
said  was  that  in  a  large  portion  of  the 
rural  districts  Standard  IV.  was  the 
standard  of  full  time,  and  I  complained 
that,  whether  in  Sussex  or  elsewhere,  it 
was  a  discredit. 

♦Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  :  I  do  not  want, 
after  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said,  to  go  into  that  matter  more  fully, 
but  it  was  said  in  regard  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  tf  the    Ex- 
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Council  to  use  as  much  or  as  little  as  tbey 
please  of  the  moiety.  The  only  dis- 
ttdvantjige  that  we  may  expect  by  not 
taking  the  second  jwirt  of  the  Amend. 
ment  is,  that  the  County  Council  may 
appropriate  all  the  rest  of  the  money  in  a 
manner  that  would  exclude  intermediate 
education  in  the  future,  when  the 
machinery  was  created.  1  hope  that 
may  not  be  so,  and  that  the  County 
Council,  e8[)et!ially  in  boroughs  wbero 
the  larger  demand  for  this  kind  of  school 
would  arise,  would  keep  their  hands 
upon  a  BuQicient  sum  of  money  to  be 
used  in  future  when  the  machinery  was 
devised. 

Mb.  a.  ACLA.XD  :  I  beg  to  withibiiw 
the  SL>cond  pirt  of  the  Amendment,  and 
I  beg  to  suggest  that  with  regard  to  the 
moiety,  the  second  part  might  be  made 
to  read  the  same  as  the  Welsh  Clause. 

•Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  The 
Vice  President  has  mentioned  the  diffi- 
culty with  regurd  to  the  initial  expense 
of  instituting  technical  instruction.  His 
remark  was  well  founded,  and  .suggests 
a  reason  for  not  limiting  too  strjctly 
the  powers  of  the  County  Council.  It 
might  well  be  that  more  than  the  moiety 
was  spent  on  these  initial  expenses,  and, 
therefore,  there  seems  to  be  ground  for 
letting  the  County  Councils,  in  some  cases, 
spend  more  than  the  moiety. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  not  indisposed 
to  assent  to  the  omission  of  the  words  as 
to  the  moiety,  as  the  matter  rests  en- 
tirely with  the  County  Council. 

Mu.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
A  little  alteration  is  wanted.  If  these 
woi-ds  wore  struck  out,  power  would  be 
given  to  the  County  Council  to  con- 
tribute only  the  moiety  of  the  residue. 
You  will  have  to  insert  the  words  "  or 
any  ]Mirt  thereof." 

Mk.  ROWNTREE  (ScarlxTough) : 
Any  sum  going  to  a  borough  might  im- 
pair the  authority  of  that  borough,  and 
so  cause  jealousy  becanse  of  the  interfer- 
ence of  the  County  Council. 

•Thk  president  or  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  have 
an  Amendment  to  add  to  the  present 
Amendment  which  will  meet  that 
objection. 

•(6.12.)  Sir  HENRY  ROSCOK  (Man- 
Chester,  S.)  :  I  am  anxious  to  say 
how  gratified  I  am  at  the  acceptance 
by   the   Government   of    the   first   part 


.chequer  living  in  Sussex.  We  liave  got 
80  good  an  education  in  our  rural  schools 
that  a  large  number  of  the  farmers  are 
sending  their  children  to  them,  because 
there  are  scarcely  any  good  intermediate 
schools.  I  think  it  is  a  discredit  that 
we  have  not  b.>tter  intermediate  schools, 
and  I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  be 
able  to  see  his  way  to  having  interme- 
diate education  extended  throughout  the 
country. 

(6.5.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
I  think  we  onght  to  acknowledge  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  have 
met  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
If  the  Government  do  not  wish  to  accept 
the  whole  of  it,  I  do  not  think  he  cjiuld, 
after  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place,  carry  the  controversy  any 
further.  1  will  show  what  can  be  done 
under  the  first  part  of  the  Amendment. 
In  the  Technical  Instruction  Act,  the 
interpretation  clause  states  that  technical 
instruction  shall  mean  instruction  in 
science  and  art,  applicable  to  industries, 
including  modern  languages,  and  com- 
mercial and  agricultural  subjects,  which 
may  for  the  time  licing  be  sanctioned  by 
the  Depirtment.     That,  really,  covers  a 

'.jgreat  part  of  what  we  mean  liy  technical 
education.  I  hope  that  intermediate 
education  will  not  be  neglected  in  the 
future.  I  gather,  from  what  the  Vice 
President  has  said,  that  was  a  subject  the 
Government  viewed  with  favour,  and 
were  willing  at  an  early  period  to  make 
provision  for.  That  being  so,  if  my  hon. 
Friend  takes  my  advice  he  will  be  con- 
tent with  the  acceptance  of  the  iirst  |iart 
of  tliis  Amendment. 
•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 

'  minster)  :  The  right  hun.  Gentleman  is 
mistakr-n.  The  hon.  Member  in  his 
Amendment  only  speaks  of  one  moiety, 
but  I  understand  lie  suggests  that  if  the 
•whole  moiety  is   not   applied  to  the  first 

j)art  of  his  Amendment,  then  that  a 
portion  of  it  should  be  applied  to  the 
second  portion  of  his  Amendment. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT:  This  clause  is 
permissive,  and  I  do  not  see  what  is  the 
use  of  the  retention  of  these  words.  The 
County  Council  would  be  able  to  judi;e 
whether  less  or  more — probably  it  would 
be  less — than  the  moiety  was  required, 
and,  therefore,  I  do  not  see  the  "necessity 
of  introducing  these  words  at  all.  You 
.can  leave  absolute  freedom  to  the  County 
Sir  ]V.  Barltelot 
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any  sum  that  may  be  raised  by  rate  under  that 
Act."— {Mr.  Arthur  Aclahit.) 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

•(6.17.)  Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  anderstand 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  represent 
boroughs  in  counties  are  very  anxious 
that  power  should  be  conferred  upon  the 
County  Council  to  pay  any  money  which 
they  may  contribute  towards  technical 
education  to  the  governing  authority  of 
a  town  or  urban  district  instead  of  to 
the  schools  in  those  areas.  Therefore, 
I  propose — 

"  That  the  County  Council  may  make  any 
such  contribution  hy  giving  the  amount  thereof 
to  any  Council  or  Urban  Sanitary  Authority  in 
their  county  for  tho  purpose  of  the  game  being 
applieii  by  such  Council  or  Authority  under  the 
'iechnical  Instruction  Act,  1889,  over  and 
above  any  sum  raised  by  rate  by  such  Council 
or  Authoriiy." 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
tliere  added." 

Mk.  COURTNEY:  I  think  those 
words  would  only  enable  tho  County 
Council  to  make  uue  contribution  to  one 
authority. 

Mk.  SAMUEIjSON  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean) :  I  was  going  to  point  out  that 
the  words  appear  to  mean  that  the  con- 
tribution shall  be  made  only  where  a 
rate  has  been  raised. 

•Mb.  RITCHIE:  I  think  it  wiU  meet 
the  objection  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Courtney)  if  I  insert  the 
words  "  the  amount,  or  any  part  of  the 
amount." 

Mk,  SAMUELSON:  The  point  I  put 
Wiis  that  the  contribution  might  be  re- 
garded as  necessarily  one  in  aid. 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  do  not  think  that 
would  be  so.  This  is  "  over  and  above  " 
the  amount  raised  by  nite.  It  does  not 
imply  that  they  must  raise  a  rate. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT:  I  confess  it 
seems  to  me  that  is  so.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government. 

•Mb.  RITCHIE :  No. 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  That  is  the 
meaning  of  the  words  "  may  icontribnte 
in  addition  t<j  the  sum  which  the  Council 
give."  You  can  only  give  when  a  sum 
has  been  already  raised.  I  am  afraid  that 
has  been  already  done  under  tho  first 
part  of  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Rotherham.  I 
fviod  it  that  there  must  be  a  sum  raised. 


of  my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment.  To 
the  great  centres  of  indu.stries,  where 
the  work  of  technical  educatiou  is  already 
in  progress,  it  will  be  of  great  impor- 
tance. The  money  will  be  available 
in  large  centres  of  industry,  not  only 
for  assisting  existing  institutions,  but  for 
aiding  the  establishment  of  new  ones. 
Where  the  Act  is  not  already  in  operation 
the  Amendment  will  be  of  great  benefit 
by  placing  money  at  the  disposal  of  the 
County  Councils,  by  giving  a  start  to 
the  adoption  of  the  Act.  The  Committee, 
which  was  presided  over  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Wells 
Division,  pointed  out  how  important  it 
was  thnt  in  the  rural  districts  money 
should  be  iivaiLvble  for  this  purpose.  We 
all  know  that  farmers  are  inclined  to 
complain,  but  it  is  a  new  thing  that  they 
should  attribute  a  great  deal  of  what 
may  be  called  their  misfortune  to 
tlieir  having  had  no  techniail  education. 
Therefore,  both  in  largo  industrial 
■centres  and  in  agricultural  districts,  we 
may  look  forward  to  the  money  now  to 
be  applied  being  productive  of  a  great 
•deal  of  good.  I  regret,  with  most  Mem- 
bers interested  in  educatiou,  that  the 
second  part  of  the  Amendment  Ims  not 
been  siccepted  by  the  Government, 
although  1  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  Member  for  Derby  that 
really  the  scope  of  the  technical  instruc- 
tion which  can  be  given  under  tho  Act 
includes  a  great  deal  of  what  is  classified 
as  intermediate  education.  In  the  City  of 
London  the  subject,  which  has  not  yet 
oome  under  the  County  Council,  is  one 
of  vast  importance,  and  wo  may  hope 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  ilember 
for  the  University  of  London,  who  is 
Chairman  of  the  County  Council,  and 
who  takes  a  deep  interest  in  all  educa- 
tional matters,  will  see  that  this  great 
Metropohs  takes  advantage  of  the  Act, 
as  our  great  provincial  industrial  centres 
•certainly  will. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  at 
«nd  of  Clause,  add — 

"The  Council  of  any  such  county  or  county 
borough  may  contribute  any  sum  received  by 
«uoh  council  in  respect  of  Ihn  residue  under 
tbil  section,  or  any  part  of  that  sum,  for  the 
{>urpo9es  of  technical  (including  iigricuUural 
and  commerciHl)  education  within  the  meanin;; 
«f  the  'I'uchnicnl  Inilruclion  Act,  18S!>,  and 
may  make  that  contribution  over  and   above 
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by  the  rate  ;  aud,  unless  aimething  luid 
been  raised  by  the  i*ate,  thevd  could  ha 
nothing'  "  over  and  above  "  that. 

•Mr.  W.  U.  smith  :  It  can  be  altered 
iu  another  place. 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan);  It  is 
important  that  it  should  not  be  made  to 
depend  on  the  raising  of  a  rate.  I  know 
some  places  where  the  Local  Authorities 
would  be  extramely  slow  to  levy  a  rate, 
perhaps  not  for  many  years,  and  I  hope 
the  County  Council  will  be  enabled  to 
make  the  grant  without  that  conditiun. 

•Mk.  RITCHIK  :  I  hope  the  House  will 
allow  the  Amundment  to  be  put  in  this 
form — 

"The  County  Council  may  maVe  any  such 
contributiou  by  giving  mch  ainotiat  or  any 
part  of  that  uuionnt  lo  any  Council  or  Urban 
SaniUtry  Authority  in  that  county  fur  the 
purposu  of  the  sum  being  applisd  by  such 
Council  or  Authority  under  the  Teihnicnl 
Instrucliun  Act,  1889,  over  and  abuve  any 
Bum  which  can  be  raised  by  rata  by  such 
Council  or  Authority." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
bo  there  added." 

Mb.  COURTNEY  :  I  am  afraid  that 
my  objection  still  applies  to  the  first 
part,  that  as  the  words  now  run  they 
couliuo  the  contribution  to  one  contribu- 
tion. 
•Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  will  take  care  to 
see  that  it  is  set  right. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
20,  at  end,  add— 

"  The  Council  fur  any  county  to  which  the 
Welsh  ]inine.dial«  tiducation  Act.  ISNfl, 
applies  inuv  contribute  any  sum  received  by 
such  Council  undt^r  this  section  in  respect  uf  the 
■aid  residue  or  any  part  uf  that  sum  towards 
intermedia' e  and  technical  educitlian  under  thai 
Act,  in  addition  to  the  amount  which  the 
Council  can  under  that  Act  contribute  for  euoh 
education." — [Mr.  Chaneellor  of  Iht  Ezchtquer.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  (Glamorijnn,  Mid)  : 
As  already  has  been  said  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  the  Intermediate  Edu- 
catiou  Act  lias  worked  exceedingly  well 
in  Wales,  though  in  the  poorer  districts 
difficulty  has  been  experienced  in  obtain- 
ing the  necessiry  funds.  That  difficulty 
■will  now  be  got  over  now  this  money  is 
to  be  provided.  But  I  would  point  out 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
connection  with  the  Beer  and  Spirit 
Duty,  that  AVales  does  not  get  her  fair 
JSir  W.  Ilarcourl 


proportion.  The  population  of  England 
is  27,000,000,  and  of  Wales  and  ilon- 
mouth  1,700,000.  The  sum  which 
England  gets  is  X709,O00,  and  Wales 
X34,00O — or  England  gets  GJd.  and 
Wales  4jd. — a  verj'  considerable  differ- 
ence, considering  the  siuulliiess  of  the 
sum.  Wales  really  ought  to  get 
£44,000. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(6.23.)  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNER, 
MAN  (Stirling,  <tc.):  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
cannot  help  expressing  a  sanguine  hope 
and  expectation  that  the  Government, 
having  treated  iu  so  conciliatory  a  spirit 
the  claims  of  England  and  Wales,  will  now 
proceed  to  regard  our  claims  in  the  same 
favourable  light.  We  have  to  bear  in 
mind  the  very  extraonlinary  indications 
of  Scotch  political  nud  parliamentary 
feeling  which  the  divisions  taken  in 
Committee  disclosed.  On  two  main 
propositions  in  opposition  to  the  scheme 
of  the  Government  we  find,  in  one  case, 
the  Amendment  supported  by  42  to  14  of 
Scotch  Member.s,  and  in  the  other  by  44 
to  11.  We  can  hardly,  therefore,  b» 
supposed  unduly  obstinate  or  pttrsistent 
if  we  take  this  ojiportnnity  of  inviting 
the  House  and  the  Government  to  re- 
consider the  situation.  The  hon.  Member 
fi*  Roxburghshire  scouted  the  idea  that 
the  vote  of  the  majority  of  Scotch 
Members  ought  to  be  regarded,  and  I 
am  not  saying  for  one  moment  that 
Irish  and  English  Members  ought  to  bow 
to  that  majority.  That  would  be  simply 
absurd,  but  I  do  think  that  some  defer- 
ence ought  t.1  be  piid  to  such  a  remark- 
able expression  of  opinion.  Now,  the 
Amendment  which  1  am  going  to  mova 
places  the  issue  between  us  in  a  verj 
straight  way.  On  the  one  hand  it  is 
relief  of  the  rates,  and  on  the  other 
free  education.  I  will  content  myself  by 
saying,  in  regard  ti  the  relief  of  the  rateu, 
that  there  are  four  objections  to  whicli 
tl  at  disposition  of  this  money  is  open. 
In  the  first  place,  the  money  will  be 
handed  over  to  the  authorities  as  n 
vague  kind  of  subsidy  with  no  guar.mtee 
for  its  economical  administration.  Then, 
the  relief  of  rates  has  not  been  asked  for 
by  the  people  of  Scotland.  My  hon. 
Friend  brought  forward  again  the  other 
day  his  old  friend  the  blacksmith,  and 
he  said  that  the  abolition  of  fees  in 
primary  schools  would  be  a  good  thin^ 
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in  large  towns,  but  was  there  nothing  to 
be  done  for  the  relief  of  small  rate- 
payers t  What  I  would  point  out  to  niy 
hon.  Friend  is  this,  that  he  greatly 
exaggerates  the  benefit  to  be  conferred 
on  the  blacksmiths.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Aberdeen  showed 
that  the  money  to  be  given,  if  divided, 
would  only  bo  3d.  in  the  year  in 
the  greater  part  of  the  constituencies, 
and  6d.  in  others,  and  the  amount  of 
money  given  in  the  counties  would  be 
larger  than  in  the  boroughs.  But  I 
suppose  the  blucksuith  it)  subject  to  the 
ordinary  incidents  of  human  life,  and 
that  ho  has  his  share  of  children,  aud  in 
that  respect  there  is  no  com|iarisiin 
between  the  iKjnefit  conferred  by  tiie 
proi>oBal  of  the  Government  and  the 
one  I  support  by  my  Amendment.  My 
last  objection  to  the  prujiKsal  is  that  the 
great  bulk  of  the  money  will  go  in  all 
probability  to  the  owners  of  the  soil,  and 
not  to  the  occupiers.  We  must  recog- 
nise the  undoubted  feeling  of  the  Scotch 
people  in  favour  of  education.  They  are 
not  possessed,  as  some  others  are,  with 
any  dread  of  over-education.  They  are 
not  afraid  of  the  children  of  the 
humbler  classes  being  educated,  as  it  is 
called,  above  their  station.  That,  I 
believe,  is  at  the  bottom  of  a  great  dt  al 
of  the  resistance  to  the  policy  of  free 
education  which  exists  in  England.  But 
there  is  no  trace  of  any  such  feeling 
among  the  great  body  of  the  Scutch 
people.  We  claim  that  primary  educa- 
tion shall  be  free  all  along  tlie  line. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  K.\-chequer  with 
some  plausibility  taunted  us  with  lack 
of  faith  in  the  love  of  our  countrymen 
for  education.  Ue  says  it  is  a  poor 
compliment  to  pay  them  to  say  they 
will  be  deterred  by  the  imposition 
of  a  fee  from  having  their  children 
educated  in  the  higher  standards.  If 
it  is  said  that  the  Scotch  people,  since 
they  value  education  so  highly,  will  nut 
be  deterred  from  continuing  their  chil- 
dren at  school  by  the  imposition  uf  a  fee, 
I  reply  that  that  is  no  argument  for 
adding  to  the  temptation  by  imposing  a 
fee.  We  ought,  I  say,  to  encourage  the 
idea  that  the  same  moral  obligHtion 
rests  upon  the  parent  to  send  his  chil- 
dren to  school  in  the  voluntiiry  as  in 
the  compulsory  standards.  The  latter 
standards  represent  merely  the  mini- 
mum of    education    which  is   regarded 


as  necessary  in  the  interests  of  society. 
But  the  best  answer  to  that  argu- 
ment is  to  be  found  in  the  Report 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department  for 
this  year,  which  comjilains  of  the  very 
evil  which  the  Scotch  Members  wish  to 
remedy,  namely,  that  the  attendance  be- 
comes irregular  the  moment  tho  volun- 
tary or  higher  standards  are  reached. 
In  1888  there  were  61,612  scholars  in 
Standard  V.,  but  in  1889  there  were 
only  28,939  in  the  higher  standards. 
Now,  the  Scotch  Members  wish  to  re- 
move the  disGouragemeut  to  parents 
against  keeping  their  childi-en  nt  school 
when  they  reach  the  higher  stfiudards, 
by  getting  rid  of  the  fees  now  charged. 
I  have  in  my  hand  a  letter  received  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Berwickshire,  which  puts  our  case  very 
clearly.  The  writer,  Mr.  W.  Alexander, 
head  master  of  Lcith  Walk  Public  School, 
the  largest  Board  school  in  Edinburgh, 
says  that,  during  the  past  two  years,  the 
average  attendance  in  that  school  has 
been  1,472,  and  the  grants  earned 
£1,543  in  one  year  and  £1,545  in  the 
otlier.     He  continues — 

"The  Board  do  not  pay  u«  on  result,  bu* 
giveull  the  teiohera  a  fixed  salary.  I  mention 
this  to  show  that  thero  is  no  salf-intercst  in  our 
wishing  to  have  the  upper  standards  made  free. 
In  mr  school  I  have  120  pupils  io  Standard  V^ 
and  HO  in  Kxsmination  C.  My  experience  this 
year  has  heen  that  these  standards  have  melted 
Hway,  and  will  continue  to  disintegrate,  in  the 
courso  of  the  year,  much  more  than  in  formev 
years,  and  solely  because  no  sooner  do  ths 
children  pars  out  of  Standard  V.  than  a  fee  is 
charijed.  P'reeing  the  compulsory  standards, 
a  good  thing  in  itself,  has,  indirectly,  done 
harm.  It  has  created  in  the  minds  of  meet 
parents  the  idea  that  their  children  have  got  ft 
complete  education  in  those  standards,  whereas 
Ibay  have  only  goc  the  barest  necessaries  of 
the  elements  of  education.  The  Sixth  Stan- 
dard and  Examination  6  are  the  crowning  of  the 
whole.  The  freeing  uf  the  compulsory  stan- 
dards has  created  a  gap  which  did  not  exist 
before,  but  which  the  freeing  of  the  voluntary 
standards  would  have  tilled  up  and  restored  to 
the  former  tta!in>  quo.  'ITie  people  arc  greatly 
governed  by  habit,  and  in  money  matters  more 
than  in  most  things,  and  this  habit  of  paying 
nothing  until  the  Sixth  Standard  is  reached 
has  made  them  indifferent  to  keeping  the  child 
any  longer  at  school.  The  argument  that  the 
Scotch  people  have  always  valued  education  so 
much  that  they  are  willing  to  pay  for  it,  \i  not 
to  the  point  here.  The  conditions  have  been 
altered,  and  with  the  new  condition  of  things, 
new  habits  are  formed.  Will  it  not  be  poEsible, 
even  yet,  to  carry  this  proposal  on  Report? 
This  is  the  CJ itical  y i ar.  If  the  Government 
'  can  be  got  to  yield,  the  tendency  to  withdraw 
Bcholara   from   the  higher   standarda    will   be 
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checked  in  time,  but  if  it  croe*  on  the  difficulty    briefly   n«   possible    the    reasons  why    I 
will  bs  all  Or' uTwier  when  the  couceasion  i8    p,.ef^r    the     Government   proposal    and 

why  I  cannot  sup[xirtthe  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Stirling  Burghi.  We  have  heard 
very  frequently  in  this  Debate  that  the 
peo|ilti  of  Scotland  are  very  much  in 
favour  of  education.  I  entirely  agree 
with  that  sentiment.  We  are  also  told 
that  they  are  very  much  in  favour,  not 
only  of  freeing  coin])ul8ory  education, 
but  that  they  think  the  burden  of 
education,  instead  of  devolving  to 
some  extent  on  the  parents  as  hitherto, 
should  be  entirely  jaiid  for  out  of  taxa- 
tion, either  local  or  Imperial.  Some 
Xlembord  have  gone  so  far  as  to  say 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  are  hostile 
to  the  idea  of  fees  l)eing  paid  by 
wealthy  parents  able  and  wiUing  to 
pay.  I  do  not  profo.ss  to  speak  for 
the  people  of  Scotland,  but  1  may  be 
allowed  to  indicate  my  views  on  the  state 
of  public  opinion  in  that  country.  I 
have  nut  seen  in  the  public  prints 
rej  orts  of  meetings  and  iliscussions  such 
as  justify  the  statements  of  some  hon. 
Members  as  to  what  public  opinion  there 
is.  I  think  the  people  of  Scotland  are 
prepared  to  accept  the  principle  that  the 
fuw'S  for  education  in  the  compulsory 
standards  should  be  paid  out  of  taxation, 
but  I  do  not  think  they  are  prepared  to 
accept  without  furtlter  discussion  and 
consideration  the  principle  that  the  fees 
in  the  High  Schools  of  Scotland  and 
in  the  Universities  should  also  be  paid 
out  of  taxation,  either  local  or  Imperial. 
That  is  the  view  which  I  understood  the 
Member  for  Stirling  Burghs  enunciated. 
Mk.  CAMPBKLL-BA.NNKHMAN:  I 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind,  nor  did 
I  s»y  anything  that  could  bear  that 
interpretation. 

•Mb.  BARCLAY:  I  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  he  and 
his  Party  were  in  favour  of  the  widest 
diffusion  of  knowledge  at  the  expense 
of  the  rates. 

Mb.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
No,  not  at  the  expense  of  the  rates. 

•Mb.  BARCLAY:  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  merely  stating  a  platitude 
which  hon.  Members  on  both  s^des  of  the 
House  are  prepared  to  sup{iort.  All  the 
.Members  for  Scotland  are  in  favour  of 
the  widest  diffusion  of  knowledge.  The 
question  which  is  at  issue  is  whether 
that  knowledge  is  to  be  paid  for  by  the 


This  letter  leaves  nothing  more  to  bo  said 
on  the  subject;  it  gives  the  vie  ws  of  a  man 
thoroughly'  conversant  with  the  practical 
"working  of  the  educational  sj'stem. 
There  is  still  another  point  in  which  this 
sudden  interposition  of  a  fee  works  harm. 
Under  an  Act  passed  in  1S83,  no  child 
ander  13  years  of  age  can  be  employed 
in  a  factory  or  workshop.  Now,  there 
is  scarcely  any  half  tim«  employment  in 
Scotland,  so  what  occurs?  Take,  first,  the 
case  of  a  clever  boy.  By  the  time  he  is 
10  years  of  age,  he  passes  the  Fifth 
Standard,  and  from  that  until  he  is  13 
years  old  he  cinnot  go  to  work,  so  he 
must  either  remain  idle  or  his  father 
must  pay  the  foes  in  the  higher  stan- 
dards. But  the  stupid  boy  who  can 
never  get  beyond  the  Fifth  Stindard  can 
remain  at  the  school  free  of  expense  until 
he  is  13  years  old.  Surely  this  is  an  in- 
ducement upon  parents  to  keep  back  the 
education  of  their  children.  The  inter- 
position of  a  fee  just  when  the  child  is  lie- 
ginning  to  derive  the  greatest benefitfrom 
education  has  a  most  evil  effect  from  an 
educational  point  of  view.  The  remis- 
sion of  the  fee  would,  at  the  same  time, 
give  a  large  jxjcuniary  relief  to  the  great 
body  of  hardly-pressed  working  people  ; 
and  on  these  grounds  I  hope  it  is  not  too 
late  to  hope  that  the  Government  will 
re-consider  the  matter.  The3-  must  know 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  Scotch 
people  are  in  favour  of  what  we  are 
asking. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  lino 
1,  to  leave  out  the  words  "a  sum  not 
exceeding  40,"  and  insert  the  words 
"  the  sum  of  90."—  {Mr.  Campbell- 
Hannernian.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
•a  sum  not  exceeding  40  '  stand  p.irt  of 
the  Bill." 

•(6.45.)  Mr.  BARCL.\Y  (Forfarshire)  : 
I  took  but  littla  part  in  the  discussion 
when  the  education  question  was  being 
debated  in  Committae,  because  I  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  had  very  fully  answered  the 
objections  made  to  the  Government 
proposals  on  this  side  of  the  House.  But 
now.  Sir,  that  the  question  has  been 
again  raised,  I  crave  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  while  I  endeavour  to  state  as 
Mr.  Camiibell- Banner  man 
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parents  of  the  children,  or  whether  it  is 
to  be  puid  for  out  of  taxation,  either  local 
or  Imperinl.  If  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man will  say  he  did  not  mean  that  it 
should  be  paid  for  out  of  taxation,  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  difference 
between  us  on  the  point. 

Mu.  CAMI^BELL-H/VNNERMAN  :  I 
fiaid  nothing  as  to  the  payment  out  of 
the  public  money  of  fees,  or  of  any  other 
expenses  in  Universities,  or  in  the  case 
of  middle-class  education.  I  was  dealing 
only  with  the  fees  for  primary  education, 
and  I  referred  in  my  speech  to  the  extra- 
ordinary zeal  always  sliown  by  the  Scotch 
people  for  the  widest  diffusion  of  know- 
Jodge,  HS  showing  that  they  would  have 
no  jealousy  of  tiie  extension  of  primary 
education  to  any  length  we  chose  tu  go. 

•Mb.  BARCLAY  :  Does  the  right  lion. 
Geutlemnn  mean  to  say  at  the  public 
expense  t 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
For  primary  education,  certainly. 

•Mu.  BAKCLAY:  Now,  there  are  21 
schools  in  my  county  givinij  primary 
education  to  the  fullest  extent  without 
payment  of  fees,  and  with  the  additional 
grunt  proposed  to  be  handeil  over,  I 
fully  believe  that  the  whole  of  the 
schools  in  that  county  will  hi  able  to 
give  free  education.  I  will  now 
deal  with  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment. During  last  Session  a  sum  of 
£250,000  was  voted  for  the  reduction  of 
school  fees  in  Scotland,  the  method  of 
distribution  being  left  to  bo  decided  by 
the  Scotch  Education  Department.  That 
Department  cume  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  money  shonld  lie  divided  by  means 
of  a  unifotm  Capitation  Grant  on  the 
average  school  attendance.  I  do  not  see 
how  it  could  have  been  proceeded  with 
on  different  lines  without  intlieting  great 
injustice  on  many  districts.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Alwrdeen, 
who  has  devoted  so  much  valuable 
attention  to  this  question,  asserts  that 
the  high  fees  which  are  charged  in  some 
districts  are  due  to  the  action  of  the 
School  Boards  in  saving  the  rates  ;  and 
that  those  bodies,  instead  of  levying  a 
fair  amount  of  rates  upon  the  ratepayers, 
have  chosen  toexactveryhigh  school  fees, 
and  thus  saved  the  rates.  I  believe  the 
mode  of  distribution  adopted  by  the  De- 
partment was  univcrsall}'  approved  in 
Scotland  and  by  this  House.  What 
ia  the  new  proposal  the  Government  is 
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now  making?  They  find  that  the  sum 
of  £28.'?,000  would,  taking  Scotland  as  a 
whole,  pay  the  fees  in  all  the  compulsory 
standards.  That  is  about  £40,000 
beyond  what  was  previously  voted,  and 
they  now  propose  to  make  this  further 
grant  of  £40,000  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of  fees  in  the  compulsory 
standards.  They  have  also  undertaken  to 
lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
a  Minute  of  the  Scotch  Education  De- 
partment providing  that  the  money 
shall  be  distributed  in  the  tame  way  as 
the  previous  grant.  What  will  be  the 
result  ?  In  my  own  constituency  I  find 
that  in  the  School  Board  schools  there  are 
'21  schools  in  which  no  fees  whatever  are 
charged.  Our  portion  of  the  additional 
grant  of  £40,000  will  be  sufficient  to 
increase  the  Capitation  Grant  to  about 
lis.  per  head,  and  that  sum  I  lielieve 
will  be  adaquate  to  abolish  school 
fees  in  all  the  schools.  Therefore, 
we  have  no  more  to  ask  to  have  free 
education  in  Forfarshire.  In  addition  to 
that,  my  constituency  will  now  receive  a 
share  of  the  £50,000  which  is  to  be 
applied  in  reduction  of  the  rates.  I  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Stirling  Burghs  that  the  people  of 
Scotland  are  very  tolerant  of  taxation, 
that  they  are  willing  to  pay  when 
they  see  there  is  good  reason  for  the  pay- 
ment, and  that  the  money  is  economically 
and  judiciously  expended.  But  it  has 
always  been  the  characteristicof  thepeople 
of  Scotland  that  they  have  strong 
ideas  of  economy.  I  cannot  believe  that 
they  have  now  lost  those  ideas,  and  that 
tbey  will  not  avail  themselves  with 
satisfaction  of  tliis  assistance  which  it  is 
proposed  to  give  in  aid  of  local  taxation. 
Turning  now  to  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Stirling  Burghs,  my  right  hou. 
Friend  has  referred  to  the  Education 
Statistics,  and  has  found  that  the  total 
amount  jjaid  in  school  fees  in  Scotland  is 
betwcen£330.000  uud  £340,000.  Hesays 
that  if  the  Government,  instead  of  giving 
the  £50,000  in  relief  of  local  taxation,  will 
hand  it  over  for  educational  purposes  it 
will  be  ample  to  give  free  education  to 
Scotland,  and  to  abjLish  fees  altogether. 
But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going 
toabolish  school  fees  with  this  sura  he  must 
do  it  on  a  different  principle  from  that 
which  has  been  adopted  in  the  distribution 
of  money  by  the  Education  De^mrtment. 
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He  cannot  abolish  school  fees  aud  distri- 
bute this  money  in  the  form  of  a  uniform 
Capitation  Grant.  He  must  distribute  it 
amongst  the  School  Boards  in  jjrojwrtion 
to  the  fees  previously  exacted.  Tho  sum 
at  his  disposition  would  be  equal  to  an 
avers^we  Capitation  Grautof  138.  But  ISs. 
■would  not  suffice  to  pay  the  high  fees 
exacted  in  some  places,  such  as  iu  Glas- 
gow, for  example,  where  they  amount  to 
178.  6d.  or  ISs.  j)er  head.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  to  reverse  the 
policy  of  the  Education  Dt-jwirtment,  or 
the  sum  he  would  want  to  entirely  abolish 
fees  would  amount  to  £450,000,  instead 
of  £340,000.  He  lias  to  level  up  School 
Boards  from  almost  nothing  per  scholar 
to  18s.  He  must  distribute  a  sum  of 
money  equal  to  thiH  to  poor  schools, 
before  he  can  abolish  school  fees  in  Scot- 
land on  the  principle  adopted  by  tho 
Education  Department.  In  my  own 
constituency  there  are  21  schools  which 
are  already  without  any  fees,  and  I  fully 
expect  the  additional  £40,000  now 
voted  will  raise  tha  Capitation  Grant  to 
1  Is.,  and  will  enable  the  whole  of  the  fees 
in  my  constituency  to  be  abolished.  But, 
according  to  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
my  constituency  would  receive  no  farther 
amount  of  money  ;  it  would  all  go  to  the 
large  constituencies,  such  as  Glasgow  and 
Edinburgh.  The  problem  to  solve  is, 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
CampbellBaunerman)  is  going  to  abolish 
school  fees  throughout  Scotland  with  this 
money,  on  the  principle  which  has  l>een 
adopted  by  the  Education  Department.  I 
know,  in  my  own  constituency,  the  result 
would  be  we  should  get  no  portion  of  this 
£50,000,  but  it  would  be  devoted  t« 
other  parts  of  Scotlind,  in  order  that  high 
school  fees  might  be  abolished.  So  fir 
as  my  own  constituency  is  concerned,  it 
would  deprive  them  of  any  share  of  this 
£50,000,  giving  it  to  Glasgow  and 
Edinburgh.  For  these  rexsons  I 
do  submit  that  any  piiipusal,  to 
divide  the  money  according  to  fees 
exacted  by  School  Boards,  which  is  tho 
only  way  it  appears  to  me  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  carry  out  his  object  of 
abolishing  school  fees,  would  be  a  great 
injustice  to  those  pirts  of  the  country 
which  have  levied  high  rat.'S  and  kept 
down  fees.  These  are  sime  of  the 
rea-sons  which  induce  me  to  prefer  the 
proposal  of  the  Government.  My  con- 
stituents, under  this  propo.sal,  will  have 
J/r.  Barclay 


full  f  nymeut  of  school  fees,  and  they 
will  have,  in  addition,  a  share  in  the  re- 
duction of  local  rates  out  of  this  £50,000. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  con- 
tinue these  benefits,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  abolish  payment  of  fees  in  Glasgow 
and  Edinburgh,  I  have  no  objection.  I 
shall  have  much  pleasure  in  supjiorting 
the  proposal  of  the  Government. 

(7.8.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes  149  ; 
Noes  129.— (Div.  List,  No.  218.) 

•(7.15.)  Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  (Perth): 
Certainly,  the  last  Division  shows  that 
the  House  is  not  unfavourably  inclined 
to  the  views  of  Scotch  Members,  aud  I 
cannot  help  hoping  that  even  yet,  at  the 
last  moment,  the  Government  will  not 
persist  in  the  disistrous  course  of  treat- 
ing Scotland  iu  a  way  altogether  different 
from  the  other  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom, paying  no  regard  to  the  advice  of 
her  Representatives  as  regards  the  appli- 
cation of  her  share  of  the  funds.  The 
Government  have,  1  think,  given  Scotch 
Jlembers  some  re.ison  to  complain 
that  after  the  careful  spi-ech,  no  one  can 
say  it  was  a  Party  speech,  in  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  went  into  the  educa- 
tional part  of  the  question,  the  Govern- 
ment sat  in  silence  and  allowed  a  Di^nsion 
to  be  taken.  My  right  hon.  Friend  dealt 
ably  with  practical  details,  quoting 
opinions  of  experts,  and  1  do  think, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  the  Front 
Bench  to  treat  his  arguments  with  al)so- 
lute  silence  and  contempt  is — well,  a 
course  of  conduct  it  is  not  ea.sy  properly 
to  describe.  I  shall  detain  the  House  but 
a  few  minutes  with  the  AmendmentI  now 
have  to  propose.  It  is  perfectly  simple, 
and  I  wish  the  House  to  understand 
how  the  case  lies.  Last  year  we  voted 
£240,000  for  application  in  Scotland  to 
the  reduction  of  fees,  and  there  was  a 
difference  in  two  respects  from  tho 
arrangement  of  this  year  ;  one  was  that 
School  Boards  were  left  in  the  position 
of  being  residuary  legatees  instead  of 
being  left  a  definite  sum.  The  other 
difference  is,  there  was  no  attempt  made, 
in  either  the  Act  of  Parliament  or  the 
Minute  of  the  Education  Department, 
which  applied  that  Act,  to  run  counter 
to  the  feeling  in  Scotland  by  drawing 
a  mischievous  distinction  between  com- 
pulsory standards  and  voluntary  stan- 
dards in  the  .same  sch(X)l.  It  is  not 
much  to  ask   that  we  should  have  oar 
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JC40,000  not  clogged  witli  a  condition 
which  wc  say,  ou  bducatioDal  grounds,  is 
misobiuvous  in  Scutland,  I  hopu  the 
House  will  agree  to  omit  the  words, 
and  leave  the  nionty  in  the  same  position 
as  the  money  voted  last  year.  It  is  the 
less  concession  because,  ujiou  the 
Lord  Advocate's  own  showing,  there 
are  only  9S  schools  in  all  Scotland  where 
the  compnlsory  standards  are  not  now 
free.  Therefore,  (here  is  this  sum  of 
£40,000  going  to  Scotland,  and  going  to 
bcdi8tnbuted,as  it  was  lastye.ir,  tlirough- 
out  all  the  districts,  including  3,000 
schools,  iu  which  compulsory  standard 
fees  no  longer  exist.  And  yet 
we  are  to  say  it  is  only  for 
the  Compnlsory  standards.  It  is  most 
illusory  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
should  bo  passed  for  devoting  £40,000  to 
the  compulsory  standai-d  fees,  and  yet  we 
are  told  there  are  only  98  schools  where 
the  abolition  has  not  been  carried  out. 
If  the  money  were  to  go  to  these  98 
schools,  it  would  be  au  extravagant 
grant  of  £400  or  more  to  each.  But 
that  is  not  what  is  .proposed,  the  dis- 
tribution is  to  Iw  mnde  in  proportion 
to  average  attendance.  For  instance, 
in  Forfar,  to  which  the  last  s])eaker 
has  referred,  the  effect  will  simply 
be  that  the  money  will  go  to  the 
schools  accoj-ding  to  the  number  of 
children,  and  be  applied  as  the  managers 
think  fit  in  improving  the  educational 
arrangements,  in  raising  the  masters' 
salaries,  or  in  reducing  the  school  rate. 
We  are  told,  indeed,  that  these  words 
are,  in  fact,  inoperative.  With  these 
words  in,  or  leaving  them  out,  we  are  told, 
on  the  high  authurity  of  the  legal  adviser 
of  the  Government  for  .Scotland,  it  will 
be  perfectly  competent  and  lej^al  for  a 
School  Board  to  take  their  full  share 
nominally  for  the  compulsory  standards, 
and  so  pass  on  the  money  they  derive 
from  the  Probate  Duty  and  from 
the  rates  to  relieve  the  voluntary 
standards.  Therefore,  it  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  sub-^tance  ;  it  is  a  question  of  form, 
but  it  is  misloadiuL'  to  the  people  of  Scot- 
land to  put.  such  words  into  the  Dill,  and 
it  is  the  more  vexatious  iis  there  are  no 
8ui;h  words  in  the  Act  of  last  year.  I 
hope  the  Government  will  have  the  grace 
to  make  this  small  conu-ession  to  us. 

Amendment  projxwed,  in  page  2,  line 
1,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  of  children  in 


the  compulsoiy  standards  of  the  Scotch 
Code."— (J/r.  Ckarli'a  Parker.) 

Question  prop<5sed,  "That  the  words 
pro|)Osed  to  bo  left  out  stand  p;irt  of  tlie 
Bill." 

(7.23.)  Sir  W.  H-A.RGOURT :  I 
rise,  not  to  argue  this  question,  because 
the  Government  nre  not  here  to  argue 
the  question  at  all.  During  all  the  time 
that  I  have  been  in  Parliament  I  have 
never  seen  a  piece  of  more  unexampled 
insolence.  ["Order,  order!"]  aoex- 
aropled  insolence 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  rise  to  order, 
Sir.  I  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  entitled  to  use  that 
term  in  this  House  ? 

•Mk.  SPEAKER  :  Insolence  is  a  word 
whic.-li  I  do  nut  think  should  be  emjiloyed. 
1  liopi-  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not 
insist  on  the  use  of  the  word. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  It  is  quite 
enough  for  me,  Sir,  that  you  should  sug- 
gest that  I  should  not  nse  that  word,  but 
I  will  siiy  that  a  method  of  more  unex- 
ampled contempt  exhibited  towards  oppo- 
nents I  have  never  known  in  Parliament. 
There  was  a  speech  made  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Memlier  for  Stirling 
Burgh-s  which  deserved  an  answer.  It 
was  a  S])eeoh  of  a  conciliatory  character ; 
it  was  following  up  a  conciliatorj'  Debate 
upon  the  English  and  Welsh  Clauses ;  it 
was  an  ai)pcal  to  the  Government  to  act 
in  the  snme  spirit  towards  Scotland  as 
towards  England  and  Wales,  and  the  Go- 
vernment stood  by  and  treated  it  with 
contempt.  Yes,  and  that  spirit  of  con- 
tempt i.s  approved.  We  are  quite  ready 
to  take  it  up,  but  do  not  you  talk  to  ns 
of  obstruction,  when  that  is  the  spirit  in 
which  the  Government  act  !  Have  we 
been  obstructing  your  business  t4i-day  1 
Have  we  not  bi'en  assisting  you  to  come 
to  an  honourable  and  favourable  settle- 
ment with  the  people  of  England  and 
Wales?  And  this  is  the  manner  in  which 
you  meL>t  us  !  It  is  a  spirit  of  contempt 
to  this  House,  os  well  as  to  your  oppo- 
nents. It  is  a  spirit  of  contempt  exhi- 
bited towards  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  Scotland,  and  you  were  pnnishtd  as 
you  deserved  to  bo  punished  by  the  fact 
that  in  the  Division  you  could  not  com- 
mand one  quarter  of  yournormal  majority. 
If  that  is  the  manner  in  which  you  choose 
to  treat  a  matter  of  this  description,  all  I 
om  sny  is  that  yon  will  be  encountered  by 
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a  vekemeut  and  obstinate  resistance  ;  and 
a  Grovernment  which  chooses  to  handle 
the  House  of  Commons  iu  that  way  do- 
serves  any  amount  of  opposition  that  we 
can  offer  to  it. 

•(7.27.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Sir,!  think 
theHousehas  never  listened  to  a  more  ex- 
traordinary performance  than  that  of  the 
rifjht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fur 
Derby,  and  he  has  at  times  indulged  in 
extraordinary  language  in  this  House. 
He  has  charged  us  witli  having  treated 
the  right  hou.  Gi-ntleman  the  Member 
for  the  Stirling  Burgha  with  contempt. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM.VN  : 
Not  me  ;  I  make  no  com])laint. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  No  ;  if  tho  right 
hou.  Gentleman  had  made  any  complaint 
he  would  not  certainly  have  indulged  in 
such  language. 

Mu.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleninn  imputts 
things  to  Kie.  I  make  no  compkint  per- 
sonally as  to  the  way  iu  which  I  was 
treated  myself,  but  I  join  completely  and 
heartily  with  my  right  hou.  Friend. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  is  not  in 
accordance  with  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man's usual  courteous  habit  in  this 
House  to  associate  himself  with  such 
language  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  seen  fit  to  employ.  Now,  Sir,  what 
are  the  facts  of  the  case  1  We  listened 
attentively  to  tho  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  a  temperate 
and  a  moderate  speecli.  It  conveye<l  a 
large  amount  of  information  to  the 
House,  and  it  wtia  treated  with  respect 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  Tho  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  got  up  and  made 
a  reasoned  answer  to  that  speech.  I 
will  not  say  that  if  there  had  not  been 
cries  of  "Divide  "  from  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  it  would  not  have 
been  reasouablo  for  the  Government  to 
give  an  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech.  But  the  House  must 
remember  that  for  three  days  we  have 
been  discussing  these  questions  in  Com- 
mittee.  We  have  answered  speech  for 
speech  with  the  greatest  respect  for  hon. 
Gentlemen,  and  especially  the  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  himself.  He  cannot  say  that  he 
and  the  Scotch  Members,  and  the  argu- 
ments advanced  by  them,  have  not  been 
treated  with  res[>ect.  It  is  true  that  we 
have  not  yielded  to  them,  because  we  did 
not  think  it  right  to  do  so  ;  but  now  wo 
Sir  W.  Uarcoiirt 


are  chargt'd  with  contempt,  simply 
because  at  the  last,  when  we  had  reason 
to  believe  that  there  was  a  strong  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  House  to  go  to  a 
Division,  we  do  not  repeat  the  arguments 
and  statements  of  fact  which  we 
advanced  during  three  nights  in  tho 
Committee.  If  that  is  contempt,  all  I 
can  say  is,  that  I  express  the  greatest 
regret  for  being  guilty  of  it.  I  thought 
to  save  the  time  of  the  House,  and  I 
certainly  desired  to  be  respectful  to  the 
House;  and  I  am  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
(leutleman,  when  he  returns  to  a  cool 
state  of  mind,  will  feel  that  an  exhibition 
such  as  we  have  had  this  afternoon  is 
not  ciklculated  to  raise  the  reputation  of 
the  House  of  Commons  or  insure  for 
him  a  happier  course  in  the  responsible 
iwsition  which  he  holds  on  that  Bench. 

(7.30.)  Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  hiia  just  sat  down  does  not,  I 
think,  see  the  real  gravity  of  the  situa- 
tion which  so  affects  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  followed  the  Debate 
quite  closely  enough  or  he  would  have 
seen  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
lx!r  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman)  brought  forward  new 
matter  of  the  very  gravest  importance. 
The  most  important  point  of  all  these 
Debates  has  been  this  :  whether  or  not 
by  making  the  com  pulsory  standards  free, 
and  leaving  the  voluntary  standards  still 
to  pay,  you  will  not  afford  an  excuse  to 
[Mirents  to  withdraw  their  children  when 
they  come  to  that  point  in  their  educa- 
tion where  real  education  begins — when 
they  have  pa&sed  through  the  compul- 
sory standards.  The  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  replied  that  there  is  no 
such  danger,  and  that  confidence  ought 
to  be  placed  iu  the  Scotch  parents, 
amongst  whom  there  is  such  a  feeling  in 
favour  of  education  that  they  are  quite 
sure  not  to  withdraw  their  childrou  on 
account  of  the  fees.  Since  the  former 
discussions  two  things  have  happened. 
The  Government  have  themselves  pub- 
lished a  Report  which  states  that  since 
the  fees  have  been  abolished  in  the 
lower  standards  children  have  been 
sent  earlier  to  school.  The  deduction 
from  that  is  necessarily  this  :  that  if 
you  retain  the  fees  for  the 
higher  standards,  the  children  wiU  be 
withdrawn  earlier  from  school.     But  a 
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much  more  important  thing  than  that 
has  happened,  which  I  Impc  ■will  1)6 
allowed  to  weigh  with  the  Government 
even  at  the  eleventh  liour.  The  Iwst 
new  point  was  the  lett«r  which  my  right 
hen.  Frit-nd  read  from  a  schoolmsister  in 
one  of  the  greatest  schools  in  Edinburgh, 
one  of  the  most  eminent  practical  educa- 
tionalists in  Scotland.  That  great 
authority  earnestly  entreats  Parliament 
and  the  Government  to  change  their 
policy,  because  nlready  the  most  fatal 
effects  are  occurring  from  the  with- 
drawal of  children  from  the  higher 
standards,  and  because  ho  is  satisfied 
that,  if  the  matter  is  not  mended  within 
the  next  year,  the  very  gravest  results 
will  occur  to  Scotch  education.  That  is 
the  gist  of  the  whole  question  we  have 
been  discussing  for  the  last  three  nights. 
The  Scottish  people  understand  the 
mutter  thoroughly.  They  understand  it 
far  better  than  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
come  in  to  vote  when  the  Division  bell 
rings,  but  who  were  not  sitting  in  the 
House  during  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
speech.  During  that  speech  the  Benches 
opposite  were  almost  empty,  and  I  am 
quite  certain  that  unless  that  letter  in 
■which  our  whole  case  is  stated  is 
answered  the  result  will  give  as  much 
dissatisfaction  to  the  (leojile  of  Scc>tland 
as  it  will  be  fatal  and  ruinous  to  all  that 
is  characteristic  in  Scottish  education. 

(7.35.)  Mn.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  A-c.)  : 
I  am  one  of  those  who  found  it  my  duty 
to  go  against  the  Government  in  the  last 
Division  ;  but  though  that  is  the  case.  1 
mast  say  that  in  the  Lobby  I  lieard 
distinct  statements  that  it  w^as  the  desire 
of  those  opposed  \o  the  Government  on 
the  Opjwsition  side  of  the  House  to  have 
an  early  Division,  and  I  think  that 
entirely  corroborates  the  statement  of 
the  leader  of  the  House  that  it  was 
courtesy    to    those    who    opposed     the 

Government  to  at  once 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  particular  Amend- 
ment before  the  House  is  being  lost 
sight  of,  and  T  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  pursue  the  subject  further.  A 
particular  statement  has  been  made  and 
answered,  and  I  think  the  House  onght 
now  to  pursue  the  particular  matter  of 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  I  will  do  so.  Sir.  I 
think  the  answer  tii  the  Member  for 
Bridgeton   ia  this  :  It  is  in  the   know- 


ledge of  the  House  that  the  whole 
qutstion  of  education  in  relation  ta 
Si'otland  will  have  to  bo  re-considered  by 
the  Government.  When  that  takes 
place,  the  amount  now  devoted  to  Scottish 
education  will  be  neccs-sarily  released 
from  its  pre.sent  particulai-  allotment,  and 
then  we  may  fairly  claim  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  see  that  the  desire  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  to  have  all  the 
stjmdards  free  shall  be  given  effect  to. 

•(7.40.)  Thk  SOLICITOR  GENEIRAL 
FOR  SCOTLAND  (Mr.  M.  T.  SroiiMONTU 
D.\RUxa,  Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrews 
L^niversities):  The  jjrecise  Amendment 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House  is 
whether  the  words  "  in  the  compulsory- 
standards  of  the  Scotch  Code "  are 
t)  remain  or  are  to  lie  omitted,  and 
that  Amendment  must  be  viewed,  in  my 
opinion,  in  connection  with  tlie  decision 
the  House  arrived  at  a  few  minutes  ago, 
which  was  that  the  sum  to  be  allotted 
for  the  purpose  in  view  shall  be  £40,000. 
That  being  so,  the  only  practical  qnestion 
is  not  whether  more  can  be  done  for  free- 
ing education  than  is  proposed  by  the? 
Government,  but  whether  the  retention 
of  the  words  "  in  the  compulsory 
standards  of  the  Scotch  Code "  can 
possibly  do  any  harm.  It  was  said  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  that  an  impor- 
tant new  fact  has  arisen  in  the  shape  of 
the  Annual  Report  of  the  Scottish  Educa- 
tion Department,  hut  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  hardly  have  noticed  that 
the  Report  deals  with  the  period  before 
free  education  was  introduced  in  Scot- 
land. It  only  comes  down  to  Sep- 
tember, 1889. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN :  I  think 
the  Solicitor  General  is  mistaken.  [The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  handed  a  copy  of 
the  Report  across  the  Table.] 

•Mb.  M.  T.  STORMONTH  DARLING 
(after  examining  the  extract)  :  It  may  be 
that  I  have  made  a  mistake,  and,  if  so,  I 
am  sorry  that  I  have  made  it ;  but 
the  statistics  in  the  Report  only  come 
down  to  the  date  I  have  mentioned,  and 
therefore  nothingis  actually  known  of  the 
working'of  free  education.  Accordingly,  it 
is  too  soon  to  dogmatise  as  to  the  results  of 
that  change.  But  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  a  letter  from  an  educa- 
tional authority  in  Leith.  I  should  have 
thought,  looking  at  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  whom  it  was  addressed. 
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that  the  writer  was  not  altogether  un- 
acquaintsd  with  political  subjects,  ami 
that  impression  was  confirmed  by  the 
fact  that  the  writer  seemed  to  be 
correctly  informed  as  to  the  rules  of  Par- 
liamentary procedure,  because  he  refers 
to  the  Report  stage  of  this  Bill.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  views  of  the  writer  of 
the  letter  reflect  a  certain  apprehension 
in  the  minds  of  some  teachers  that  the 
imjjosition  of  fees  beyond  the  compulsory 
standards  may  have  the  effect  of  dis- 
couraging attendance  Iwyond  the  com- 
pulsory standards  ;  but  it  is  too  soon  to 
judge  of  that,  and  again  I  would  ask 
the  House  to  come  back  to  the  real 
question — Will  the  retention  of  those 
words  do  anj'  p;)S8ible  harna  to  educa- 
tion'! Last  year  a  grant  of  £250,000 
was  confessedly  made  for  the  purpose 
solely  of  freeing  the  compulsory 
standards  ;  and  when  the  Minute  of  the 
Edncatiou  Dc-partment  cameto  be  framed, 
it  was  framed  not  on  the  f<xttiug  of 
dictating  to  the  School  Hoards  what  they 
were  to  do,  but  of  merely  making  it  a 
condition  of  the  receipt  of  the  money 
that  they  should  free  the  first  three 
standards  and  provide  a  certain  nuinticr 
of  free  places  in  tha  Fourth  and  Fifth 
Standards.  That  is  exactly  what  will  bo 
done  in  the  new  Minute  ;  that  is  to  sny, 
the  new  Minute  will  do  nothing  more 
than  require  as  a  condition  the  freeing 
of  the  tompulsory  standards.  But  the 
School  Boards,  who  are  bust  able  to 
Judge  of  the  matter,  are  perfectly  free  to 
act  as  they  may  think  fit ;  if  they  choose 
to  put  the  money  into  their  pockets 
beaiuse  they  do  not  require  it,  they  may 
do  80.  If  they  choose  to  improve  the 
facilities  and  applianoes  for  education, 
they  may  do  that.  If  they  choose  to 
free  more  than  the  ci'>mpul8ory  st^mdai'ds, 
they  may  do  that.  All  that  Parliament 
says  is,  that  as  a  condition  of  receiving 
this  money  they  must  free  the  com- 
pulsory standards. 

•Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER:  What  is  the 
meaning  of  putting  in  these  words,  then  1 
♦iln.  M.  T.  STORMOXTH  DARLlNCf ; 
The  meaning  is  nothing  more  than  the 
meaning  of  last  year,  when  the  same  or 
corresponding  words  were  put  into  the 
Minute.  Therefore,  the  Member  for  Perth 
has  failed  entirely  to  show  that  the  reten- 
tion of  the  words  can  have  any  possible 
effect  in  tying  the  liands  of  the  School 
Boards.  The  House  may  rest  assured 
Mr.  M.  T.  Stornionih  Darling 


that  the  meaning  is  that  Parliament 
requires  the  freeing  of  the  cimipuLsory 
standards,  and  does  not  seek  to  go 
further.  The  reason  of  that  I  take 
to  lie  that  free  education  is  as  yet 
in  a  teutjitive  stage,  and  tliat  we  shall 
be  in  a  better  jwsition  in  a  few  yeai-s  to 
judife  of  its  operation,  and  then  to 
decide  whether  it  is  desirable  to  go 
further. 

(7.4G.)  Sir  L.  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds, 
S.);  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
before  the  Division  is  taken,  because 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gontleman 
does  nit  understand  the  position  we 
take  up  us  to  these  words.  It  has  been 
shown  that  there  are  only  98  schools 
which  can  use  this  £40,000  to  free  the 
compulsory  standards.  What  is  to 
become  of  the  surplus  ?  You  say  yon 
are  going  to  leave  the  School  Boards  free 
Uj  use  the  money  as  they  like,  but  to 
leave  the  School  Boards  to  do  as  they 
like  with  the  money  is  utterly  incon- 
sistent with  the  words  you  are  putting 
into  the  Act  of  Parliament.  You  put 
inti)  the  Act  words  declaring  that  the 
money  shall  only  be  used  for  the  com- 
pulsory standards,  and  you  confirm  that 
by  :v  Minute  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment. Tho  position  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  put  this  matter  is  moat 
ludicrous,  and  why  they  do  not  seek  to 
get  it  (jut  of  such  a  position  I  cannot 
understand.  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  these 
words  will  do  no  harm.  They  will 
fetter  the  County  Councils.  They  are 
inconsistent  with  the  declarations  of  the 
Government,  and  under  these  circum- 
stances I  hope  the  Government  will 
accept  the  Amendment,  and  thus  escape 
from  a  paradoxical  position. 

(7.48.)  Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.): 
There  is  still  something  mysterious  about 
this  matter  that  has  not  been  explained. 
No  one  who  applies  the  words  of  the  clause 
to  the  existing  state  of  things  in  Scotland 
can  understand  them  —  everyone  who 
tries  to  do  so  gets  deeper  and  deeper  in 
difticulty.  This  sum  is  to  be  applied 
in  relief  of  fees  of  children  in  the 
compulsory  standards  of  the  Scotoh 
Code.  Will  the  House  believe  the 
manner  in  which  this  £40,000 
is  to  be  distributed?  There  are  2,981 
schools  in  Scotland  in  which  all  the 
compulsory  standards  are  already  free, 
and  these  schools  will  absorb  more  than 
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£38,000  of  the  £40,000.  The  position 
of  the  Government  is,  therefore-,  ahsurd, 
beciiuso  they  profess  to  give  the  money 
to  free  the  compulsory  standards,  when, 
with  the  exception  of  98  schools,  which 
cannot  absorb  £2,000,  all  the  8ch«)ls  in 
Scotland  are  already  free  in  the  five 
compulsory  standards.  But  there  is  this 
other  point.  The  Lord  Advocate  aiul 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  to- 
night have  said  in  a  somewhat  airy  and 
indecisive  fashion  that  tlit-y  know  per- 
fectly well  that  the  hulk  of  these  schools 
in  Scotland  cannot  use  the  money  for 
this  ostensible  purpose,  but  that  it  can 
be  used  to  reduce  fees  in  the  higher 
standards  or  to  reduce  the  rates.  But 
there  is  another  class  of  schools  which 
share  in  this  grant,  namely,  the  volun- 
tary schools.  Under  this  grant  4(iS 
voluntary  schools  will  be  entitled  to  a 
share  of  this  £40,000,  and  in  routid 
numbers  these  will  absorb  £6,000.  Each 
and  every  one  of  these  voluntary  schools 
has  already  freed  nil  the  five  compulsory 
standards,  and,  therefore,  the  money  will 
have  to  be'  ftp[)lied  either  tfi  the  com- 
pulsory stlindards,  which  are  already  pro- 
vided for,  or  to  the  higher  standards. 
The  whole  of  the  voluntary  contribu- 
tions in  Scotland  do  not  exceed  £28,000 
ft  year.  Under  this  clause  of  the  Bill  it 
■will  be  in  the  power  of  the  managers  of 
voluntary  schools  to  take  £6,000  and 
apply  it  to  the  reduction  of  the  infinitesi- 
mal subscriptions  now  obtained  by  these 
schools.  A  more  monstrous  use  of 
public  money  was  never  heard  of.  This 
£40.000  increases  the  lOs.  grant  of  lost 
year  to  lis.  6d.  All  that  is  necessiiry 
now  is  that  this  grant  should  be  supple- 
mented by  a  sum  that  will  give  Is.  6d. 
per  annum  additional.  The  Govern- 
ment have  debated  this  question  ns  if 
it  were  possible  to  draw  distinctions 
between  standards  in  the  Scotch  system. 
It  is  absolutely  impossible,  because  the 
Government  have  distributed  this  money 
on  the  principle  of  a  capitation  grant. 
Unless  the  fees  for  all  the  standards  were 
uniform  it  is  impossilile  that  the  capita^ 
tion  grant  could  agree  with  the  actual 
division  into  standards  Before  the 
last  Division  we  were  asked  how  pro- 
vision could  be  mode  for  the  alwlition  of 
fees  in  all  schools.  Wlij',  simjily  in  the 
manner  the  Government  have  already 
provided.  The  only  difference  would  be 
that  the  grant  would  he  ma/le  on  con- 
VOL.  GCCXLVIl.     [THmD  series.1 


dition  that  the  school  authority  abolished 
all  fees  in  the  schools.  I  really  hope 
the  Government  will  explain  why  they 
find  something  sacred  in  lis.  fid.  and 
something  wicked  in  13s.  It  was  con- 
tended by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  that  the  total  sura  of 
£283,000  corresponded  with  the  total 
sum  cliargcd  in  the  five  lower  standards. 
Tliat  must  be  an  entire  error.  The  sum 
you  now  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
School  Authorities  in  Scotland  is  equal  to 
freeing  entirely  4r)0,000  of  the  average 
attendance,  whereas  420,000  represents 
the  attendance  in  the  five  standards. 
Now,  why  on  earth  were  these  words 
put  into  this  clause  1  They  were  not 
in  the  clause  last  year,  and  they  have 
no  relation  to  the  existing  state  of  facts 
in  Scotland.  They  are  put  in  with  the 
BoIe  purpose  of  setting  the  plain  meaning 
of  the  clause  at  absolute  defiance. 

(7.54.1  Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  We 
have  a  carious  condition  of  things  ii> 
some  pirts  of  the  northern  counties.  In 
.some  [larishes  of  Ross-shire,  where  there 
are  deer  forests  and  large  farms,  there  is 
a  2d.  rate,  and  I  am  afraid  the  School 
Board  in  some  of  such  parishes  will 
require  to  dine  in  order  to  get  rid  of  this 
money.  I  am  very  sorry  the  Govern- 
ment are  so  obstinate  on  this  question. 
We  are  only  fighting  for  the  old  use  and 
wont  in  Scotland.  We  want  a  condition 
of  things  in  which  all  the  classes  of 
elementary  education  will  be  free,  as  they 
were  before  the  old  system  John  Knox 
eslahlislied  was  modified  in  the  interests 
of  the  landlords.  What  the  Government 
want  til  do  is  to  vote  a  large  sum  to  the 
landlords  by  whom  the  principal  rates  in 
all  the  counties  are  paid. 

(7.58.)  Tlio  House  divided  : — Ayes. 
127  :  Noes  104.— (Div.  List,  No.  219.) 

•(8.10.)     Mk.   C.   S.   PARKER:    The 

next  Amendment  which  stands  in  my 
nume  was  intended  simply  as  an  alterna- 
tive in  case  the  Government,  instead  of 
giving  a  definite  sum,  preferred  to  give 
the  residue.  Having  regard  to  the 
result  of  the  Division  the  Honso  has 
just  taken,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  press 
the  Amendment. 

•(8.11.)  Mr.  BRYCE:  I  rise  to  move 
an  Amendment  which  I  hope  the 
Government  will  be  able  to  see  their  way 
to  accept.  We  want  to  have  the  extinc- 
tion rif  fees  iu  elementary  schools  com- 
3  M 
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pleted.  That  is  wlmt  we  have  urgently 
pressed  for,  but  if  we  cannot  get  that  I 
think  itia  fairthatthe  GovernmentsbauUl 
at  least  consent  to  let  us  do  for  Scotland 
what  they  have  ag^reed  to  do  for  Kngland. 
I  propose,  therefore,  to  add  words  to  tlie 
end  of  the  clause  empowering  the 
Councils  of  Counties  and  Hnrglis  and 
Commissiouers  of  the  Police  Burghs  to 
make  contributions  for  the  [mrpose  of 
technical  education,  as  already  provided 
in  the  case  of  England  and  Wales.  The 
Amendment  I  have  to  propose  is  exactly 
the  same  as  that  already  adcjpted  by  the 
Hoase,  mutatu  mutandis,  ami  it  leaves 
the  making  of  contributions  purely 
optional  with  the  Local  Authority. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
Clause  2,  to  insert  the  words — • 

"Provided,  neverthclesn,  that  tbo  Counril  of 
anv  iuch  county  or  horph.  Mnd  the  Commis- 
sioners of  any  such  Police  Uur^h  may  contribute 
any  sum  received  hjr  such  county  or  L'onimis- 
lioners,  as  the  CHse  may  be,  with  respect  to  the 
said  residue  or  any  pari  of  that  sum,  f<'r  the 
purposes  of  technical,  iocludinif  agricultural 
and  commercial  education,  within  the  meunini; 
of  the  Technical  Schools  (Scotland)  Act,  1887, 
and  may  make  that  contribution  over  and  above 
any  sum  that  iimy  be  paid  out  of  any  S'-honl 
fund  under  that  Act,  whether  or  not  any  such 
sum  has  been  iiuid  out  of  auch  fund."  — 
(Mr  Brj/ct.) 

Question  propnsed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

♦(8.13.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The 
Government  have  no  objection  to  this 
Amendment  of  the  Bill,  which  gives  to 
the  Scotch  County  Councils  precisely  the 


to  move  to  leave  out  there  the  wordi 
"excluding  model  schools."  If  that  h 
not  done  those  Unions  in  which  then 
are  model  schools  will  get  less  than  tbeil 
fair  share  of  the  money.  I  propose  thai 
tho  money  shall  be  distributed  according 
to  the  number  of  Boholars.  I  propose  t< 
leave  Subsection  A  substantially  as  it  v. 
now.  though  there  will  be  some  Terba 
alterations  made.  With  regard  to  Sub 
section  B,  I  propose  to  move  to  leave  oui 
the  words  "  not  being  model  schoolB, 
because  those  words  would  prBCticallj 
deprive  contributory  Unions  that  com< 
under  the  Act  of  1875  of  their  fair  shan 
•if  the  money.  I  have  other  Amend' 
inoiits  of  a  somewhat  different  character 
to  Subsection  D,  which  are  intended  to 
carry  out  more  completely  tho  view 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast,  and  were  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment the  day  before  yesterday.  1  beg  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  words  "  eX' 
eluding  model  schools." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  linei 
38  and  39,  to  omit  the  words  "excluding 
model  schools." — (.1/r.  A.  J.  Bnl/our.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wordl 
jiroposod  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  th« 
Clause." 

(8.15.)  Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) 
The  meaning  of  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  is,  no  doubt,  clear  t< 
his  own  mind,  but  it  is  not  clear  U 
mine.  Of  course,  the  first  operatic: 
of  the  clause  will  be  that  you  must  tak 
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Councils  have  received.  It  is  possible 
it  may  be  necessary  t )  amend  the  pre- 
cise woi-ds  ;  if  si\  the  Amendment  can  be 
made  in  another  plac«. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(8.14.)     Thk    chief   secretary 


the  schools  and  divide  it  into  the  gross 
amount  of  the  grant  in  order  to  obtail 
the  capitation  rate.  If  the  childret 
attending  tho  model  scIumIs  arc  left  out 
of  course,  the  Capit'tiou  Grant  will  b< 
higher.  Then,  with  regard  to  Sub- 
section A,  I    understand   the   right  Lon 


FO(t  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  BiuouK,  i  Gentleman  agrees  to  leave  it  substantially 
Manchester,  E.):  The  House,  or  those  as  it  is  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  :  Hear,  bear  !' 
who  were  i)resent,  will  recollect  that  tho    and  that  I   take  to  mean  this.     But  it 


other  day  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  suggested  certain 
Amendments  with  regard  to  model 
schools  in  Ireland.  The  Amendments 
^vere  not  on  the  Paper,  and,  therefore,  I 
had  not  time  to  consider  them,  but  I 
have  had  time  since;  and  I  think  his 
view  will  be  carried  out  by  adopting  a 
certain  number  of  Amendments,  chietlv 


cases  of  contributory  Unions  that  comi 
under  the  Act  of  1875  the  Board  ol 
Guardians  are  bound  to  contribute  t< 
every  school  in  the  Union,  model  oi 
otherwise  [Mr.  A.  .T.  Balfour  :  Hcsar 
hear  !]  as  much  as  will  make  up  the  loca 
aid.  I  Confess,  in  that  case,  iis  th 
l)rinciple  of  the  Act  is  to  recoup  th 
Union,    it    would     not    be     possible     t< 


consequential  Amendments,  the  first  of  i  recoup  the  Union  unless  the  model  school 
which  occurs  in  page  2,  line  38.     I  ha\*e    are  excluded. 
Mv.  Bi-yee 


(8.17.)  Mr.  A.  J.  BAT/  ^^'"''"^ 
just  explain  the  poiix^FOUR  :  I  will 
wag  this  ;  Take  a  U^^  Wliat  I  meant 
are  a  thousiiud  chj^ion  in  which  there 
whom  attund  th^dren,  two  hundred  of 
Ifive  this  con^e  model  school.  You  only 
uumbsr  offfilmtion  in  respect  of  the 
•ordinary^  children    who    attend    the 

(8.19  schools, 
that  tb)  Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  understand 
resWe  £78,000  is  to  be  divided  in 
ord^fct  of  the  500,000  children  attendinj; 
thinary  national  schools.  If  wo  add 
Ue  model  school  children  the  effect  will 
je  that  the  grant  for  the  individual  child 

all  over  Ireland  will  be  diminished.     At 
j'any  rate  the  operation  will    be    infini- 

tessimal,  and  I  do  not  think    it   worth 

•while  to  press  the  point. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  Hue  5, 
to  leave  out  the  word  "  such." — (J/r.  A. 
J.  Bal/our.) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  such  '  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
5,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  not,"  in 
in  line  5,  to  the  word  "  school,"  in  line 
C),  inclusive. — {Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  ba  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  think  it  well  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  explain  by 
what  means  he  proposes  to  accomplish 
the  end  I  suggested  by  the  insertion  of 
these  words. 

(8.20.)  Mr.  a.  ,  J.  BALFOUR  : 
Perhaps  it  would  be  convenient  t<>  the 
House  if  I  roail  the  section  as  it  will 
stand  after  the  Amendments  I  suggest. 
The  section  will  read — 

"  In  the  case  of  every  nittioniil  school  in  a 
Union  which  ia  not  a  (V>ntributory  Union, 
shall  bo  paid  for  the  benefit.  o{  ochoola  which 
arc  nut  mudtil  achoola,  aa  an  addition  to  the 
local  contribuiiona  to,  or  in  respect  of,  siicli 
«chooU,  within  the  financial  year  lized  by  the 
last  mentioned  rulea  ;  and  " 

I  admit  that  it  docs  not  read  verj- 
smoothly,  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think 
it  is  perfectly  clear,  and  explicitly  carries 
■out  the  views  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Belfast  embodied  in  the  Amendments 
he  laid  before  the  House  the  other 
day. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Yes.  the  object  is 
clear ;  but  there  is  a  hopeless  infirmity 
about  the  grammar. 
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Sni'lMiV-  AEVENUE    DEPAUTMEKTS, 
Considefed  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Moticr,  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
••That  a  sum,  not  oxcoedinir  £I,A83,84S 
(including  a  Supplam»atary  sum  of  £50,000).  be 
i;ruiittid  to  Her  Majuaty  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  tn  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coonie  of  pavinent  during  the  vear  ending 
on  the  aiaC  day  of  March  1891.  for  the 
Salaries  and  Working;  Kxpenaea  of  the  Post 
Oflico  Tuli'graph  Service." 

(8.25.)  Mb.  LLEWELLYN  (Somer- 
set, N.) :  I  desire  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  to  consider  a  matter  of 
some  importance  to  rnml  districts:  it 
relates  to  cases  in  which  private  indivi- 
duals have  agreed  to  guarantee  certain 
sums  for  seven  years  in  order  that  postal 
telegraph  offices  may  be  established  in 
certain  places.  My  contention  is  not  so 
much  that  the  money  required  is  too 
much,  though  in  a  great  nunil>er  of 
ca.ses  I  think  it  is  excessive,  but  that 
the  guarantee  has  to  be  given  for  seven 
years.  I  complain  that,  although  in  the 
first  two  years  the  guarantors  may  be 
called  upon  to  make  good  a  deficiency, 
say,  of  £10,  it  is  possible  that  in  the 
succeeding  years  there  may  boa  profit  of 
£20  a  year,  and  that  in  euch  a  case  the 
money  previously  paid  is  not  refunded. 
The  effect  of  this  is  a  check  upon  local 
tnterprise.  It  is  especially  hard  that 
one  or  two  individuals  who  are  inclined 
for  the  benefit  of  the  neighbourhood  to 
introduce  the  telegraph  should  be 
mulcted  in  a  substantial  sum  of  money. 
It  is  of  great  importance  that  out-of-the- 
way  places  should  be  brought  into  com- 
munii-ation  by  means  of  the  telegraph. 
I  thinkjthe  least  the  Postmaster  General 
can  do  is  to'  consider  what  can  lie  done, 
guarding  himself,  of  course,  against  loss. 
My  chief  objection  is  the  deterrent  that 
the  system  is  to  local  enterprise.  I  know 
more  than  one  case  where  the  guarantors 
have  been  out  of  pocket,  although 
they  have  been  the  means  of  earning 
considerable  revenue  tor  the  Depart- 
ment. 

(8.30.)     Mr.     ANGUS     SUTHER- 
LAND (Sutherland) :  I  wish    to  say   a 
3  M  2 
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■wonl  or  two  in  a  similar  spirit  to 
that  wbich  animated  the  remiirks 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite.  A 
faimilur  st4ite  of  things  exists  in  Scotland 
in  many  districts  to  which  the  exten- 
sion of  the  telegraph  system  is 
necessary  for  the  development  of  the 
local  trade  and  industiy.  I  am  per- 
fectly well  aware,  from  information 
the  Postmaster  Genenil  has  given  me, 
that  the  ohstacle  to  telegniphic  extension 
and  any  change  in  the  ))resent  system 
comes  rather  from  the  T.-easnry  than 
fniin  his  own  Department.  As  regards 
extension  in  the  Highlands  of  iScotland, 
provision  was  mode  giving  power  to  the 
Government  to  provide  themaolve.s  with 
a  guarantee  from  the  surplus  fund 
derived  from  the  branding  of  herrings  ; 
but  now  I  understiind  that  fund  is  ex- 
liausted,  and  so  extension  of  the  tele- 
graphic system  in  the  Highlands  is  not 
going  on.  I  suppnse  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  still  tell  me  that  the  Rules 
of  the  Treasury  preclude  extensions  in 
the  absencj  of  adequite  local  guarantees ; 
but  I  hope  he  will  bring  his  influence  to 
bear  to  obtHin  some  relaxation  of  Rules 
whicli,  by  jireventing  these  extensions, 
check  the  development  of  ti-ade  in  the 
fishery  districts  and  elsewhere. 

(8.32.)  Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS 
(Glamorgan,  S.) :  I  quite  agree  with 
what  has  been  urged  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  that  these  Treasury  Rules 
often  prevent  the  earning  of  revenue  by 
extensions  of  tlie  telegraphic  system.  It 
i.s,  I  think,  a  puor  and  mean  policy  for  a 
great  Government  Department  to  pursue 
to  exact  these  local  guarantees  out  of 
which  ultimately  a  profitable  branch  of 
the  Post  Offie?  business  arises.  It  is  not 
the  way  in  which  such  a  business  should 
be  managed. 

(8.35.)  The  POSTMASTER 
GENERAL  (Mr.  Raikks,  Cambridge 
University)  :  1  do  not  know  that  I  can 
say  very  much  in  addition  to  whit  I 
have  said  in  former  years  u[M5n  this 
question.  The  complaint  made  by  my 
hon.  l<Viend  the  Member  for  North 
Somerset  (Mr.  Llowell^'n)  certainly  de- 
serves consideration.  The  position  which 
I  understand  him  to  take  up  is  this  : 
that  in  places  where  a  guarantee  is 
given  for  seven  years,  and  where  the 
guarantors  have  to  make  good  the 
deficiency  in  revenue  for  one,  two,  or 
three  years,  when  the  Telegraph 
J/r-  Anyus  StUlierland 
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has  made  out  soraethinj^  case. 
am  not  pre{)ared  to  say  tTvi?  ^^'^7^ 
will  be  accepted  absolutely,  ^"-^ 
Treasury  ;  but,  at  all  events,  i"'^'' 
think  it  can  be  denied  that  t\'° 
something  of  a  hardship  if  public-i 
gentlemen  living  in  a  locality  put 
hands  in  their  pockets  to  support 
telegraph  for  the  convenience  of  thei 
selves  and  their  neighbours  find  tha' 
while  they  have  protected  the  Govern 
ment  against  loss,  the  Government,  by 
the  force  of  the  guarantee,  make  a  profit 
in  wbich  they  have  no  share.  Tlie  case, 
as  fairly  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend,  is 
more  of  a  Trea.sury  than  a  Post  Office 
question,  and  the  Treasury,  as  is  well 
known,  are  governed  by  rules  which 
experience  has  shown  are  advantageous 
k)  the  public  s.-rvice,  and  which,  of 
course,  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  call  upon 
the  Treasury  to  relax.  At  thu  sarae 
time  I  am  Ixiund  to  sivy  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  has  done  gooil  service  in  calling 
attention  to  the  subject,  and  I  will  not 
lose  sight  of  it,  and  if  the  system  by 
which  the  Treasury  Ijalances  its  accounts 
will  allow  of  some  change  being  made  in 
this  direction,  I  shall  be  glad  to  find 
my.self  in  a  position  to  announce  such 
an  alteration.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sutherland  takes  rather  a  different  line 
and  a  very  natural  line,  considering  the 
constituency  he  represents.  The  distant 
parts  of  the  Highlands,  of  course,  are 
not  in  a  position  to  support  their  own 
telegraphs  ;  they  are  not  in  a  position  to 
guarantee  a  revenue  from  their  own 
telegraph  stutiotis;  yet  in  ni.iny  cases  the 
existence  of  a  telegraph  station  in  one  of 
thess  ont-ofthe-way  places  is  almost  in- 
dispensable for  the  praspority  of  the 
locality.  This  subject  was  brought 
under  my  notice  two  years  ago  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
who  took  an  active  interest  in  it,  and 
who  pressed  on  the  Government  the 
importance  of  disjiensing  with  the 
guarantee  usnally  required  in  view  of 
the  absolute  necessity  for  a  telegraph 
station  in  a  locality  where  the  people 
are  unable  to  pay  fur  the  arlvan- 
tage.  For  instance,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  fishing  stations, 
where  it  is  a  matter  of  the  utmost! 
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importance,  when  there  hapfiens  to  be  a 
great  ciitcli  of  fish,  to  communicate  with 
fish-curersand  others  that  the  fisli  mny  be 
at  once  dealt  with.  This  princij)le,  I  think 
I  may  say,  has  been  accepted  in  a  modified 
degree  by  the  Governiuent.  I  have  had 
the  fortune  to  extend  to  several  places, 
pirticularly  in  the  West  and  North-West 
Highlands,  telegraph  stations  outside  the 
strict  Treasury  rule.  1  liave  no  doubt 
that  other  stations  think  they  hnvo  an 
equal  claim  on  the  bfUevoltnce  of  the 
State.  Everything,  however,  cannot  he 
done  at  once,  and  I  must  content  mynclf 
by  sajn'ng  that  I  shall  have  great  pleasure 
in  continuing  to  administer  the  policy 
which  has  been  followed  in  this  respect, 
and  of  seeing  what  amoiiot  of  assistance 
can  lie  rendered  out  of  the  Post  Office 
sorplns  in  instances  where  a  good  cnse 
can  be  made  out  for  giving  telegraphic 
facilities,  even  where  a  guanintee  is  nat 
forthcoming.  But  I  must  remind  hon. 
MembiTs  that  the  Post  Offic  surplus  is 
not  derived  from  the  telegraphic  branch. 
It  is  hardly,  1  fhiiik,  a  just  claim  that  the 
surplus  from  the  Postt  JtBce  branch  of  the 
Department  should  b^  used  to  provide 
telegniphic  fiicilities.  They  are  separate 
Services  though  under  one  administm- 
tion.  I  am  always  anxiuus  to  extend 
telegraphic  facilities,  and  I  am  disposed 
to  think  that,  at  the  present  time,  rather 
too  hard  a  Ijargain  is  made  with  guaran- 
tors. I  hope  I  may  be  able  during  the 
recess  to  make  some  arrangemeut  by 
which,  to  some  extent,  the  objections 
which  have  been  raised  may  bu;  met,  and 
the  Department  |)resent  itself  to  the  pub- 
Uc  in  a  more  liberal  s)iirit. 

(8.40.)  Me.  ARTUUU  WILLIAMS: 
I  am  very  glad  to  have  this  assurance. 
Without  going  into  the  questioti  of 
policy,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  the 
Department  may  be  managed  in  a 
tlioroughly  CiJinmercial  spirit  without 
exacting  these  payments  from  guaran- 
tors. 

•(8.45.)  Earl  COMPTOX  (York, 
W.R.,  Barnsley) :  In  the  form  of  a  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  £150,  I  have  to 
bring  forward  a  subject  of  great  iutjre.st 
to  the  general  |>ublic.  During  the  dis- 
cission on  the  Post  OUice  Estimates, 
I  confess  I  was  rather  amused  at  one 
remark  from  tiie  Postmaster  General  in 
regard  to  myself.  I  had  sat  quite 
silent  during  the  discussion,  and  I 
do     not     know    why    the    right     hou. 


Gentleman  suddenly  addressed  me, 
and  said  he  excluded  me  from  the  dis- 
appr.'val  he  was  expressing  in  very 
dt'cided  terms  of  certain  fiery  orators 
who  had  been  doing  something  wrong. 
I  accept  his  kind  exemption,  and  cer- 
tainly I  cannot  blame  myself  for  any 
fiery  onitorieal  interference  in  matters 
ill  whieli  telegraphists  have  been  con- 
cerned. If  there  has  bt^eu  any  fiery 
feeling  in  the  Dejmrtraent  during  the 
last  few  months  it  certainly  has  not  been 
incited  hy  myself,  but  hss  rather  been 
due  to  the  action  of  the  rip.ht  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  The  case  of  the 
telegraphists  and  the  Telegiaph  Depart- 
ment is  entirely  different  to  the  case 
of  the  Post  OflBce  eviployen  which  was 
discussed  the  other  day.  Both  sections 
have  reason  to  complain,  but  after  that 
similarity  cease.s.  As  regards  the  agita- 
tion among  the  tt-legmphists  there  has 
been,  I  understand  and  believe,  no  inter- 
vention (jf  political  or  f)aid  agitators. 
The  euiploij^H  ni  the  Postmaster  General 
in  the  Telegraph  Department  have 
niaiirtgod  their  case  for  themselves.  In 
the  case  of  the  postmen,  I  believe  an 
outsider  has  been  appointed  Secretary, 
and  with  that  I  do  not  concern  myself 
now,  but  88  regards  the  telegraphists, 
they  appointed  two  of  their  own  number 
as  ^secretaries,  and  I  believe  in  all  the 
action  the)  have  taken  since  I  began  to 
interest  myself  in  their  affairs,  they  have 
acted  in  a  perfectly  constitutional,  and, 
more  than  that,  in  an  extremely  moderate 
raanncr.  I  know  there  was  an  excep- 
tion hitely  as  regards  their  behaviour, 
and  that  I  will  bring  before  the  Com- 
mittee before  I  conclude  my  remarks. 
I  wish  to  [K>int  out  to  the  Postmaster 
General  that  the  course  I  am  taking 
now  is  mode  imperatively  necessary  be- 
ciiuse  of  the  evasive  answers  given 
from  time  to  time,  and  in  spite  of 
the  strong  hints  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  First  Ixird  of 
the  Treasury  that  the  interference  of 
third  jiersons  was  not  at  all  desirable 
between  the  heads  of  Departments  and 
thosi!  under  them.  But,  unless  there  ia 
some  interference,  I  do  not  see  how  the 
public  can  be  mode  aware  of  what  is 
going  on  in  what  is,  after  all,  a  public 
Department.  Those  who  are  serving 
under  the  Postmasttr  General  at  the 
moment  are  not  bis  servants  in  any 
seuae  whatever;  they  are  the  servants  ot 
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the  public,  and  the  public  have  a  right 
to  make  remarks  in  regurd  to  the  niaiinur 
in  which  their  servants  iire  trcjited,  and 
we  luive  a  right  to  bring  any  complainlB 
of  these  servants  before  tl»ia  House,  We 
have  a  right  and  a  duty  in  thu  matter. 
If  a  public  man,  who  iiapires  Ui  do  the 
duties  attaching  to  his  position,  is  made 
aware  tliat  the  servants  of  a  great  State 
Department  are  not  being  treat.-d  as  he 
considers  fairly,  it  is  the  duty  of  that 
public  man  to  take  the  o|ip-)rtunity  of 
bringing  theeaso  of  these  public  servants 
before  tlu"  House  of  Commons  and  the 
c.oniitry.  I  i»ni  vory  much  afraid  that,  in 
all  these  matters,  the  Postmnst/er  Genenil 
his  bsen  rather  led  away  by  that  fatal 
sentiment  so  often  expi-essed  from  the 
Government  Bench  in  favour  of  "  firm 
id  resolute  government."  In  my  opinion, 
firmness  and  resolution  are  splendid 
qualities, administered  in  aprop?rtiianner, 
and  with  due  regard  to  the  oimphiints 
and  grievances  which  are  brought 
before  the  man  who,  by  accident,  at  the 
moment,  happens  to  bo  at  the  head  of  the 
Department.  But  when  firmness  and 
re.Sdlution  have  been  exercised  for  four 
years  the  employ^m  in  a  gre.it  State 
Department  are  found  tj  be  in  a  state 
of  discontent,  amounting  almost  to  in- 
snboi\lination.  Firmness  may  mean 
petty  tyranny,  and  resoluteness  may 
mean  oppression.  The  man  who 
shows  firmness  and  resolution  is  he 
who  attacks  discontent  at  the  time 
it  first  shows  itself,  and  tries  his 
best  to  remove  the  cans?,  if  the  discim- 
tent  is  just,  as,  in  this  case,  I  believe  it 
is.  Before  I  proceed  furtiier  let  me  say 
I  am  glad  the  Postmaster  General  has 
acknowledged  that  this  is  not  a  cas9  in 
which  agitators  and  agitation  have  bred 
discontent ;  it  is  discontent  which  has 
bred  the  agitation.  Also,  I  should  like  ia 
say  that  in  any  remarks  I  make  I  entirely 
absolve  the  officials  of  thi:  Telegraph 
Department,  and  I  am  sure  the  Post- 
master (ienenil  will  be  glad  to  hear  me 
say  that  it  is  particularly-  owing  to  the 
great  tiict  shown  by  Sir  Arthur  Block- 
woo<l  that  matters  have  cot  Ijeen  more 
.serious  than  they  have  been  during  the 
last  few  months.  I  will  endeavour  shortly 
to  show  the  Committee  how,  in  my 
opinion,  the  discontent  which  had  long 
given  evidence  of  its  existence,  ought  to 
have  bet-n  taken  in  hand  long  ago. 
Last  year  I  asked  questions  on  the 
Earl  Compton 


subject,  and  I  must  say,  with  frankness, 
that  I  received  evasive  replies.  We- 
am  well  uiidet^tand  how  men  having  a 
gries'ance,  and  seeing  questions  littve  been 
.•isked  in  res[>ect  to  their  complaints,  and 
direct  answers  avoided  have  their 
feeling  of  grievance  intensified.  Tlien  I 
gave  notice  last  year  to  the  Postmaster 
General,  through  the  month  of  an  hon. 
Friend,  that  I  would  bring  forward  thiR 
matter  by  Motion  this  year.  I  gave  a 
careful  examination  to  all  the  details, 
and  collected  as  much  evidence  as  I 
could  from  all  sides,  ai>d  1  can  honestly 
say  that  there  hiis  l)een  absolutely 
nothing  whatever  of  a  political  nature  in 
any  action  I  have  taken.  I  am  told 
that  the  majority  of  those  men  employed 
in  Post  Otfice  and  Telegraph  Depart- 
ments differ  from  me  in  politics,  but  of 
course  that  would  have  no  intluenc& 
with  me  in  taking  up  their  case.  Let 
me  also  say  that  I  have  been  extremely" 
careful  not  to  put  myself  in  the  wrong, 
not  to  damage  the  caso  of  these  men 
which  I  bring  forward  by  engaging  in  any 
heated  controversy.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  keep  the  case  out  of  this.  I  was  once 
asked  to  attend  a  meeting  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  I  said  immediately  I  believed 
it  was  against  the  regulations  for  any- 
one, even  a  Membt-r  of  Parliament,  to 
tike  the  chair.  I  believe  it  is  the  rule, 
absurd  though  I  think  it  is,  and  I 
declined  to  attend  the  meeting.  When 
it  came  to  my  knowledge,  through  the 
daily  Press,  that  there  was  a  chance  of 
something  like  a  strike — or  it  could 
s^'arcely  be  called  that — at  any  rate,  of  a 
little  liother,  trouble,  and  difficulty  in 
the  Centnil  Telegraph  Department,  I 
wrote  to  those  whom  I  knew,  begging 
them  to  use  influence  to  restrain  their 
colleagues,  and  giving  my  strongest 
wlvico  not  to  pursue  such  a  course, 
Ijeciiuse,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  put 
them  in  the  wrong  before  the  House  of 
Commons  and  tlie  country.  I  mention 
this  as  regards  myself,  as  I  wish  it  to  be 
clearly  understood  that  I  have  been 
actuated  by  motives  to  secure  redress, 
of  grievances  sim])ly,  and  have  no 
political  or  other  objects  to  serve.  The 
pro[M»r  mode  of  pi-ocoeding,  I  under- 
stand, for  public  servants  to  take  if  they 
have  any  grievances  and  wish  to  obtain 
redress,  is  to  petition  the  otUcial  lieada 
of  the  Department.  Now,  the  tele- 
graphists most    properly  observed  this 


1609 


Supply— 


Regulation,  and  carried  it  out.  Fur 
years  thej'  have  addressed  the  Post- 
mafiter  General  nnd  other  officials  in 
the  must  respectful  manner,  and 
I  believe  Petitions  iiave  been  sent 
during  a  number  of  j'ears,  but,  of  course, 
at  the  present  moment  I  shall  only  speak 
of  the  years  during  which  the  present 
Postmiuster  General  has  held  office.  I 
have  here  a  list  of  Petitions,  but  I  do  not 
intend  to  go  through  the  whole  list,  but  I 
only  wish  to  show  why  it  is  that  1  now  ap- 
peal from  the  Postmaster  General  to  the 
House.  In  1886,  there  was  a  Petition, 
which  was  answered  bj'  the  Postmaster 
General,  from  the  second  class  clerks.  Iti 
1887  there  was  a  Petition  from  the  male 
8ta£P,  which  was  answered  by  the 
Controller.  Then  I  find  in  the  same 
year,  there  was  n  Petition  from  the 
female  staff  to  the  Postmaster  (jeneral, 
and  that^,  I  believe,  was  never  answered. 
There  was  a  question  asked  in  this  House 
by  Lord  Charles  Beresford,  who,  as  a 
Naval  man,  is  naturally  a  champion  of 
the  fair  sex,  and  the  noble  Lonl  received 
an  answer  in  this  House,  and  that,  I 
Ixilieve,  was  tlie  only  reply  the  female 
staff  received  to  their  Petition.  Then 
the  male  staff  petitioned  again  in 
January,  1888,  and  received  no  answer, 
and  again  a  qnestioii  was  asked  and 
answered  here.  In  December,  1888, 
some  members  of  tlie  Telegraph  Depart- 
ment asked  whether  they  might  lay 
their  case  before  the  Treasury,  and  were 
■told  by  the  Postmaster  GiAueral  that  he 
■was  the  suprame  authority  for  officers  of 
the  D.!ijartment.  Exactly,  but  why  did 
the  Postmaster  Gc-neral  not  even  give  an 
answer  to  some  of  these  Petitions  ? 
Perhaps  lie  may  any  that  he  received  so 
many  that  he  could  not  answer  them 
all.  But  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  understand  how  the  feeiing.i  of 
discontent  and  irritation  increase  when 
men  find  their  rc^presontations,  made  in 
the  regular  and  proper  way,  are  met  with 
neglect  and  silent  contempt  ?  Now,  let 
me  say,  that  on  tlie  last  occasion  when 
I  brought  this  matter  liofore  the  Post- 
master General,  I  was  astonished 
at  the  reply  he  rande,  that  the  full 
stitement  of  the  grievances  complained 
of  liad  not  been  brought  b;'fore  him. 
I  do  not  bring  this  forward  as  a  griev- 
ance, but  only  to  show  how  it  is  that 
these  clerks  have  found  that  their  cases 
were  not  receiving  much  attention  at  the 
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hands  of  the  Postraastjr  General.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  conld 
hardly  understand  how  I  conld  reconcile 
it  with  my  dnty  to  bring  forward  the 
Motion  without  having  previously  given 
the  Department  an  opportunity  of  in- 
vestigating the  grievance.  But  it  has 
bien  the  t-ivse,  over  and  over  again,  since 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  held  office, 
that  representations  from  the  servants 
of  the  D.'partment  have  not  even  been 
answered.  I  must  say  I  have  noticed  at 
the  same  time  a  strange  difference 
between  the  report  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  aaswer  as  appearing  in 
IIniu>aril  and  the  report  which  appeared 
in  the  7'imeit.  1  am  quoting  the  former, 
but  I  should  have  ■  j>referred  to  have 
quoted  the  latter.  There  are  certain 
additions  in  Hanaard  which  I,  personally, 
have  no  recollection  of,  and  the  jvissages 
in  the  Times  are  a  great  deal  more 
forcible  than  those  which  appear  in 
Hansard.  I  do  not  know  what  "the 
custom  is  among  Members  generally  aa 
regards  the  alteration  of  speeches  for 
Hanxard ;  ppi-sonally  I  always  preserve 
the  sense,  though  I  may  try  here  and 
there  to  make  the  language  a  little 
better  than  I  may  have  used  in  the 
course  of  a  long  speech.  Now,  with 
regard  to  the  statement  which  the  tele- 
graphists drew  up,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  a  j)rinted  pamphlet 
purporting  to  present  the  case  of  the 
telegraphists  was  said  to  have  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Civil  Servants. 


"  Will  it  be  Relieved,"  he  proceeded,  "  that 
the  flraC  opportunity  I  liave  had  of  Meing  that 
RlRtement  wna  this  very  morning,  when  it 
reached  me  through  the  post.  1  had  been  un- 
able before  to  obLiiia  n  copy." 

Then  Hanmrd  goes  on  to  make  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  there  was 
no  proof  of  the  statement  that  the  docu- 
ment was  laid  before  the  Royal  Cora- 
mission,  and  certainly  they  had  ex- 
pressed no  opinion  on  it ;  whereas  the 
words  in  the  Tiinf.s  report,  and  which  I 
heard,  were  that  there  was  no  truth  in 
the  atittement  that  the  Royal  t\-)mmis- 
sion  received  it  It  is  these  declarations 
on  the  part  of  the  Postmaster  General 
which  have  been  causing  irritation  in 
the  Telegraph  Department.  A  letter 
was  sent  in  the  ordinary  and  proper 
way  by  certain  telegraphists  onSeptcmber 
PJth, 'l887,    asking    the    ControWer  to 
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appoint  a  day  on  which  he  would  receive 
the  statement  which  was  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Royal  Commission.  The 
statement  which  the  tclegniphists  drew 
tip  w.ia  received  and  retained  by  the 
Secretiry,  or  Controller,  and  was  ulti- 
matoly  handled  biclc,  preaumab'y  aft«r 
havin[j  b^«en  seen  by  the  PostninstiT 
General.  The  right  hon.  (ientlemiiii 
shakes  his  head,  but  seeing  it  is  a  fact 
that  it  was  handed  to  the  Secretary  or 
Controller,  and  was  given  back  to  the 
men,  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  justified 
in  siiying  he  never  had  a  chance  of  seeing 
it?  In  returning  it  the  Secretary  said 
that  the  telegraphists  were  at  liberty 
themselves  to  send  the  statement  to  tlie 
Royal  Commission;  yet  the  riglit  lion. 
Gentleman  enters  the  House  and  states 
ho  had  no  knowledge  of  it. 
Mr.  RAIKES  :  Certainly. 
•Earl  COMPTON  :  The  right  hon, 
Gentlemnn  says,  Certainly.  But  these 
are.the  very  matters  which  have  cansed 
the  irritation.  Why  was  the  Postmaster 
General  unaware  of  the  statement  ?  Of 
course,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
able  to  say  ho  had  not  been  told  about 
the  statement,  and  that,  therefore,  lie  was 
able  to  come  to  the  House  and  say  ho 
had  no  knowledge  of  it,  then  we  shall 
understand  the  kind  of  niachinery  at 
work  in  the  Post  Office,  and  also  why 
there  are  so  many  people  disconttMitod  in 
that  particular  Department.  Tiie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  brought  forward  a 
scheme  to  remedy  some  of  the  just 
grievances  of  the  men.  Let  me  say  that 
that  scheme  is  infinitely  better  tiian  I 
expected,  considering  the  huge  financial 
difficulties.  Those  who  have  interested 
themselves  in  the  matter  ought  t«  say 
frankly  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  done  as  much  as  could  be  expected  at 
present,  although,  in  some  points,  it  may 
be  desirable  to  alter  the  scheme. 
Another  great  cause  of  discontent  has 
reference  to  the  right  of  the  ser\-ant8  in 
the  Post  Office  and  Telegraph  Office  to 
meet  and  discuss  matters  without  the 
presence  of  a  reporter.  So  far  as  I  am 
aware,  there  is  no  great  objection  on  the 
part  of  a  large  majority  of  the  civil 
servants  tt)  a  reporter  always  attending 
at  their  meetings.  Probably  it  would  he 
ratlier  disagreeable  for  the  Postmiister 
General  to  read  the  transcript  of  the 
shorthand  notes,  as  he  might  come  across 
remarks  not  very  flattering  to  himself. 
Earl  Complon 


A  good  deal  of  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  Circular  of  the  April  19th,  on  this 
matter,  but  very  little  has  been  said  as 
to  that  of  May  2l8t,  which  shows  that 
the  Post  Office  authorities  felt  they  bad 
gone  a  little  too  far,  for  they  desired  to 
make  it  understood  that  there  was  no 
desire  t«  interfere  with  purely  social 
gatherings,  and  suggebted  that  notices  of 
meetings  should  state  the  object,  and 
should  notify  if  the  promoters  were  pre- 
pared tu  assent  to  conditions  which  would 
make  it  unnecessary  for  a  shorthand 
writer  to  attend.  I  wonder  if  the  Post- 
master General  had  in  view  meetings  of 
the  Primrose  League,  when  he  issued 
that  second  Circular.  I  believe  the  chief 
objection  is  not  to  the  presence  of  the 
rojjorter  so  much  as  that  the  reporter  is 
always  accompimied  by  somebody  else. 
I  want  to  know  whether  anyone  has  the 
authority  or  order  of  the  Postmaster 
General,  besides  the  reporter,  to  attend 
ill  order  to  take  down  the  names  of  the 
speakers  and  report  as  regards  the  roeet- 
iag.  I  submit  it  would  be  a  wise  thing 
for  the  Government  to  take  this  question 
ill  hand,  and  allow  the  Civil  servants  to 
meet,  si>  long  as  they  Ixihave  themselves, 
witlioutititerference  inany  way  whatever. 
I  hop.!  the  right  hon.  (Tcntleman,  before 
the  Division  on  this  Vote  is  taken,  will 
give  us  more  .siitisfactory  assurances  on 
this  point.  And  now  as  to  the  question 
of  overtime.  I  suppose  the  Postmaster 
General  will  agree  with  me  it  is  not  well 
that  the  servants  of  any  public  Depart- 
ment should  be  overworked.  I  wish  to 
know  whether  it  is  true  that  any  men 
in  the  s-.rvice  of  the  State  have  worked 
at  night  for  1 1  consecutive  hours,  and 
have,  after  an  interval  of  four  hours, 
resumed  work.  I  have  been  told  that 
lately  men  have  been  working  for  14  and 
15  hours  a  day.  with  one  half-hour's  rest 
a  day.  If  that  is  true  I  consider  the  State 
at  the  prcsentmoment ought  t4:>stand  inno 
better  position,  in  the  eyes  of  the  public, 
than  one  of  the  sweaters  about  whom  we 
have  heard  so  much  in  the  course  of  the 
inquiry  by  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Sweating.  Again,  I  want  to kni  iw  whether 
overtime  is  going  on  in  the  Post  Office  as 
it  used  to  do.  It  is  said  that  this  labour 
is  voluntary  ;  but  if  the  men  refuse  to 
perform  this  voluntary  work  they  will 
be  punished.  It  is  a  perfect  absurdity 
to  imagine  that  there  is  anything  volun- 
tary in  it.     You  will  always  find  a  cer- 
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tain  number  of  men  ready  to  work  over- 
time for  the  sake  uf  the  money  tliey  get. 
Perliapa  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
promiiie    to    lay  on   the  Table   a  distinct 
account  of  the  unidunt  of  work  performed 
by  the  members  of  the Teler,'riiph  Service 
and  the  Post  Office.     1  would  also  ask 
the    right    lion.     Gentleman    to    make 
a  statement  regarding    the  scale  of  pay 
of  the  8U|KTior   ofEcei-s.     He  knew  that 
at  the  prt'Sjiit  moment  only  three  of  the 
large  centres  had  been  touched. 
Mr.  RAIKRS:  Six. 
•Eakl  COMPTON:    There    were   only 
three  ii  week    ago.     Tiiose  who  are  wait- 
ing will    only  get   the  benefit    when  the 
adjustment  comes  into  force  ;  but  why  is 
not  the  pay  of  all  of  them  increased  pn 
the   same  day  ?     Then,    what  did    the 
new  scheme  of  the  Postmaster  Genenil 
do  as  regards  the  nmximum  sum  ?    There 
was  a  lirst-class  maximum  up  to  £190.   I 
understand  that   the  rigiit  hon.  Gentle- 
man means  to  do   away  with    the  senior 
class,  and  make  his  first  class  a  olas.s  of 
what  are  called  supsrvisor.s.     The  con- 
sequence will  be   that   the  rast  majority 
of  the  men  who  entered  the  Service  with 
the   hope   of   rising  to  a   maximum    of 
j£]90  will,  under  the  new  regulations, 
only  \xt  able  to  rise  t<i  £160.     So  far  as  I 
understand  it,  the  Postmaster   General 
has  rather  gone  back  on  Mr.  Fawcett's 
acheme  <m  this  point.     I  now  propose  to 
give  tlie  House  a  short   areount  of  what 
has  been  the  result  of   the  discontent  in 
the    Telegraph     Uopartment.      A    tele- 
graphist   who    managed  a   private  wire 
was  introduced  iiit^t  tli^  Department  at  a 
moment  when  the  discontent  had  almost 
broken  out,  and  tlie  men   feared  that  a 
lot  of  strangers  were  to  be  imported  in 
order  that    their  own  services  might  be 
dispensed  with.     It  was  very  much  like 
applying  a   lighted    match   to  a   cask  of 
guupowder.    When  duty  wa.s  over  a  few 
of  the  men  waited  fur  this  telegraphist 
— a    man    named     Henderson — to  come 
out.     No  ddulit  tliey  liehaved  extremely 
badly,   for  they    hu.stled    him.     Two  or 
three     of    the     telegraphists,    liowever, 
interfered  and  got  liim    away   quii-tly. 
The  Postmaster    General    instituted  an 
inquiry  into  the   matter,  and   192  men 
have  been  cut  out  from  oil  the  advantages 
of  the  new  scheme  owing  to  this  occur- 
rence.    I   have  a   letter  written   by  one 
who  was   looking  on   all  the  time,  and 
whose  testimony  I  can  believe.    He  took 


no  part  in  the  hustling.     1  do  not  think 
it  wise  togire  hisname,  because  it  might 
get  him    into  trouble.     It  appears  that 
the  row  took  place  two  or  three  minutes 
past   4   o'clock,  at  which   hour  a  good 
many  men  go  away.     In   fact,  a  good 
many  who  had  gone  away  were  punished 
for   what   took  place  in    their  absence. 
The  outsider   Henderson     came    down- 
stairs, and  then    there    arose    cries    of 
'•  hlackltg."      Henderson    was    hustled, 
but  no  one  struck  him  or  spat  upon  bim. 
He    was    not  seriously    hurt,   but  only 
hn.stled   badly  ;  and    in    proof  of   that  I 
may  mention  that  the   man's  "  top  hat  " 
was  unruffled  and  smooth.     If  the  row 
had  been  serious,  if  the  man  had  been 
struck     or    spat    upon,   his    hat    would 
prohibly  hove   been    the  first   thing  to 
snfifer.     So  far  as  I  can  see,  there  has 
been  a  little  exaggeration  as  to  what  took 
place.     But   how    can     the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  expect  any  of  these   men  to 
prove    themselves    innocent.     S<')me    of 
the  192  men  who  hnve  been  punished 
must  be  innocent,  a.s  only   six  or  seven 
hustled  actively.     I  should  like  to  know 
whether,  during  the  inquiry,  any  of  the 
192   were   proved  innocent,   and,  if  so, 
whether     they     will    bj    reinstated   as 
regards  the  saile  of  p:iy  to  which  they 
were  entitled   before    the    disturbance. 
The  Postmaster  General  has  had  a  gi-eat 
deal  of  trouble,   but  I  think  I   may  say 
with  candour  tliat  it  i.s  partly  owing  to 
the  attitude    the  right   hon.   Gentleman 
has  himself  asstimeil.     If   he  had  shown 
more  sympathy  with    those   under  him 
there  would  probably   not  have   been  so 
much    disturbance  and  discontent.     Ho 
baa  now    a  great  opportunity,  by  being 
merciful  to  those  wjinm  he  has  punished, 
of  reinstating  himself  in  the  affections  of 
those  over  whom  ho  is  placed.     I  think 
he  must  admit  that  there  have  been  errors 
on  both  sides.     There    would  not    have 
been  all    this    difscontent    had    he  taken 
these  matters  in  hand  in  his  first  year  o{ 
office  instead  of  in  his  fourth.     I  think, 
too,  he  will  admit  that  the  conduct  of  the 
telegraphists    has,   on   the   whole,   been 
most  praiBeworthy,  and  surely  his  best 
course  now  is  to  let  bygones  be  bygones. 
Let  bim  replace  the   men  who   are  now 
suffering   punishment',    and    see    if  his 
scheme,  when  it  has  had  a  fair  trial,  will 
not    jjroduce    a    better    and     healthier 
condition  of  affairs  in  the  Department. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  cnW 
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Bee  his  way  to  aomn  relaxation  of  the 
rules  such  hs  has  been  pointed  out,  I  feel 
certain  that  he  would  give  pleasure  to  a 
large  number  of  the  general  public  who 
have  been  watching  most  anxiously  the 
case  of  the  telegraphists,  wliile  ho  will 
also  have  a  gi-eat  opportunity  of  re- 
instating himself  in  the  affections  of  those 
over  whom  he  is  p!a«.-ed.  I  beg  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  in  the  sum  of 
£150. 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestif^n  propijsed, 
"  That  Item  A  (Sjvlaries),  be  reduced  by 
£150,  part  of  the  Salary  of  the  Postmaster 
General." — (Earl  Compton.) 

•(9.31.)  .Sin  K.J.  RERD  (Cai-diff) :  I 
have  thought  it  might  be  convenient 
to  the  Ci>mmittC'e  if  1  were  to  avail 
myself  of  the  opportunity  affnrded  by  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  to  bring 
forward  a  case  which  I  have  had  in  my 
mind  for  some  months  past.  I  am  very 
sorry  to  have  to  make  a  complaint, 
because  I  am  bound  t<i8ay  tlrkt  personally, 
in  connection  witli  thi.'  tDwn  I  represent, 
which  makes  not  only  numerous  but 
almost  continual  demands  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Postmaster  General,  I  have 
always  received  from  him  the  most 
prompt  and  courteous  consideration. 
Moreover,  I  happen  to  know  that  the 
Postmaster  General  i»  detained  in  this 
House  at  a  time  when  he  ought  to  be 
elsewhere,  and  I  am,  therefore,  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  add  in  any  degree  t<5  the  trouble 
he  is  put  to  acd  to  delay  his  departure. 
Although  it  is  so  late  in  the  Session,  I  feel 
it  neces.sary  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
Committee  for  a  few  moments  while  I 
lay  beforu  it  the  Cardiff  telegraph  case. 
If  the  treatment  of  other  Membei-s  of  the 
Civil  Service  is  to  lie  the  same  as  has 
been  meted  out  to  certain  gentlemen 
on  the  staff  of  the  Cardiff  Telegraph 
Office,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  they  might  as  well  belong  to  the 
Civil  Service  of  Kussia  as  to  the  Civil 
Service  cf  England.  This  matter  camo 
to  my  knowledge  in  bti  accidental  manner, 
and  I  will  endt-avour  to  state  the  facts  iia 
they  arose.  I  heard  that  certain  gentle- 
men belonging  to  the  Cardiff  Telegraph 
Staff  were  suddenly  and  peremptorily 
ordered  away  from  their  homes  to  other 
towns.  i?i)  short  was  the  notice  given  to 
tliem  that  it  amounted  in  onecoBe  to  less 
than  a  day,  and  the  gentlemen  who  have 
been  so  punished  are  men  against  whom 
£arl  Compton 
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not  only  has  no  offence  been  proved,  but 
against  whom  no  offence  or  charge  has 
been  even  alleged.  What  Imppontd  was 
this:  Owing  to  the  enormous  growth  of 
Cardiff  in  recent  years,  the  TelegTiiph 
Department  of  the  town,  like  other 
Dejiartments.  had  fallen  behind  the 
demands  made  upon  it.  The  growth  of 
telegniphic  business  lit  Cardiff  was  un- 
exampled in  Great  Britain,  and  that 
except  in  the  United  States  there  is 
nothing  analogous  to  it.  .^s  an  illustra- 
tion of  the  ni|iidity  of  the  growth  of 
Cardiff,  I  may  state  that  whereas  in  1876 
the  mtsable  value  of  the  town  was 
£260,000,  it  is  now  £744,000,  .so  that  it 
has  increased'  threefold  during  that 
period.  It  is  not  unnatural  that  the 
Telegraph  Service  should  fail  to 
keep  ]iftce  with  the  demands  of  the  to^vn, 
but  the  complaints  of  the  commercial 
clasaes  in  the  town  were  such  that  Inst 
August  I  was  compelled  to  address  a 
letter  tf)  the  Postmaster  General  on  the 
subject.  The  staff  at  the  Telegni{)h 
Office  had  been  enormously  overworked, 
and  the  public  complained  that  boys  were 
,  brought  in  to  do  telegraphic  work,  for 
which  they  were  unqualified,  while  men  in 
high  stations  had  to  do  the  ordinary 
work  of  the  office,  and  that,  generally 
speaking,  the  whole  stiff  was  in  a  state  of 
dissatisfaction  and  irritation.  Of  oiursc, 
the  telegraphists  had  no  knuwlidge  of 
my  letter  to  the  Postmaster  Genei-al, 
though  they  were  the  persons  on  whom 
long  hours  and  jiersonal  siicritices  had 
fallen  for  a  long  time  past.  Letters  and 
articles  Ijegnn  to  appear  in  a  local  paper 
— a  Tory  journal,  which  shows  that  there 
woB  no  political  significance  in  the  corre- 
spondence— setting  forth  the  grieviiuces 
of  the  telegraphists.  At  the  same  time, 
the  Postmaster  General,  in  answer  to  the 
appeal  which  had  been  addressed  to  him, 
undertook  to  add  very  largely  to  the 
Stuff,  and  to  make  several  promotions. 
Then  the  superintendent  of  the  Telegraph 
Office,  affct-r  direct  comnintiication  with 
the  Postniivster  General,  st-nt  for  eight 
of  the  staff  and  tuld  them  that  they 
^vnuldl)e  promote<l  if  they  hiirl  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  letters  which  bad  appeared 
in  the  local  pvper.  The  tight  men  dis- 
claimed any  complicity  in  the  matter, 
and  five  were  duly  promoted.  The  other 
three,  however,  were  informed  that  they 
knew,  or  could  readily  find  out,  who  was 
responsible  for  the  letters  to  the  news- 
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paper,  and  they  were  given  48  hours  in 
■which  to  report  to  the  superintendent. 
Public  servants  are  put  in  rather  an 
awkward  position  by  the  attitude  taken 
by  tlio  Postmaster  General  aud  other 
of  her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The  doctrine 
of  the  Government  seems  to  lie  that 
Civil  servants  must,  above  all  things, 
suffer  in  silence.  If  they  appeal  to  a 
newspaper,  they  are  severely  punished  : 
and  if  they  appeal  to  a  Ali-mber  of 
Parliament  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  told 
that  such  action  is  subversive  of  the 
discipline  of  the  Service.  1  have  no 
desire  to  interfere  between  the  heads  of 
Departments  and  their  subordinates  ; 
and  in  proof  of  this  1  will  mention  that 
I  have  never  before  broui^ht  anj- 
grievance  such  as  that  I  am  now  referring 
to  to  the  noticu  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
though  I  have  often  been  requested  to 
do  so.  At  the  end  of  the  48  hours  the 
men  reported  to  the  superintendent 
that  they  considered  it  no  part  of  their 
duty  to  obtain  the  information  required. 
The  promotion  that  it  had  been  intended 
to  give  these  men  proved  that  they  were 
efficient.  They  had  all  been  long  in  the 
servioe,  and  they  had  been  resident 
many  years  in  Cardiff.  No  (me  will 
deny  the  right  of  the  Postmaster 
General  to  order  them  to  other  towns  if 
their  removal  was  called  for  by  the 
exigencies  of  the  Public  Service  ;  but 
the  removal  of  these  vaen  at  extremely 
short  notice  was  a  penal  sentence  for 
not  having  ascertained  and  disclosed  who 
were  the  authors  of  these  communica- 
tions to  the  lociil  newspajier.  Hearing  of 
the  matter,  1  went  to  them  myself  to 
try  to  get  information  from  them  ;  but 
such  was  their  loyalty  to  the  Depart- 
ment, or  else  their  terror  of  the  rule 
under  which  they  lived,  that  they  were 
indispo-sed  to  make  anj"^  statement  tome, 
and  I  had  great  difficulty  in  eliciting  anj- 
facts  from  them.  The  Postmaster  General 
has  said  that  their  removal  was  not  a 
punishraeut;  but  that  he  found  a  state 
of  things  which  seemed  to  indicate  a 
lack  of  discipline,  and  he  thought  it  best 
to  disperse  those  who  were  suspected. 
Thut  might  bo  a  step  quite  within  his 
right  if  it  was  taken  in  good  faith  in 
the  interest  of  the  Service  ;  but  these 
removals  came  upon  the  men  as  penal 
sentences,  and  feelings  of  sympathy  and 
indignation  spread  like  wildfire  through- 
out   the     Telegraph    Services    of     the 


country.  I  have  received  hundreds  of 
communications  from  all  parts  of  the 
country  showing  the  interest  that  was  felt 
in  the  ease,  and  expressing  the  opinioti 
that  these  men  had  been  dealt  with 
unriijhteously.  Some  of  these  men  have 
been  moved  mora  than  ojice,  and  one 
several  times ;  and  they  have  also  been 
refused  the  usual  extra  al'owance  for 
temporary  residence  on  the  plea  that 
their  removals  were  permanent.  I  have 
a  uumbcr  of  facts  which  go  to  show  tliat 
these  men  were  not  wanted  at  the 
])laces  to  which  they  were  sent ;  indeed, 
in  some  instances,  they  have  been  idling' 
away  their  time.  All  the  surrounding 
circumstances  went  to  show  that  the 
men  were  being  punished.  One  of  them 
wrote  to  the  Postmaster  General  to  ask 
him  what  the  punishment  was  for:  and 
the  answer  made  was  that  he  wiis  not 
being  puni.shed  at  all.  Not  being  pun- 
ished !  Wliy.the  men  wera  put  to  groat  ei- 
[lense,  and  one  of  them  had  been  reduced 
tip  almost  ftbsolnte  want.  Two  of  them 
have  since  been  promoted  in  the  towns 
to  which  they  were  sent.  Admitting 
thatthePostmasterGeneralraust  have  the 
power  of  removal,  and  mu.st  exercise  it, 
still,  it  ought  not  to  be  abused  in  such 
a  way  as  to  make  removals  a  very  severe 
ptinishment.  I  have  not  been  very 
anxious  to  bring  the  case  on,  becanse  I 
believe  very  little  good  comes  of  bringing 
such  cases  before  the  House,  [larticulnrly 
during  the  rajime  of  the  present  Uovern- 
ment.  It  has  been  made  manifest  in 
many  cases  that  there  is  no  idea  of 
making  public  servants  satisfied  and 
content,  and  that  the  main  idea  is 
to  exercise  arbitrary  authority  and 
to  expect  men  to  yield  to  it  at 
once ;  but  in  this  age  discipline  is 
not  to  bo  maintained  in  that  way. 
I  admit  that  the  Government  is  unduly 
harassed  by  the  claims  of  public  servants. 
Yesterday  in  the  Lobby  I  met  scveralgen- 
tlemen  who  had  come  to  press  claims  on 
the  Government,  which  I  decline  to 
recognise.  Some  men  seem  to  have 
the  idea  that  they  are  to  give  the  public  a 
few  years'  labour  and  that  they  are  to  be 
kept  in  idleness  for  the  rest  of  their  lives. 
Others,  if  they  are  introduced  temporarily 
into  the  Public  Service,  set  up  claims  of  a 
permanent  character.  The  State  ought 
to  be  able,  like  a  private  individual,  to 
obtain  temporary  service;  and  if  it  be- 
comes continuous,  those  who  are  employed 
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ougbt  to  b:;  grateful.  Ni  vertheless,  all 
ought  to  feel  that  they  are  considerately 
treated  ;  and  [  have  submitted  a  case  iu 
which  men  were  dealt  with  unst  impro- 
perly. Why  should  civil  servants  be 
ordered  about  like  blaves,  without  any 
charge  being'  made  against  them?  On 
this  subject  I  have  had  a  correspondence 
■with  the  Postmaster  General,  who,  in 
the  course  of  i',  did  what  1  suggest  was 
not  magnanimous.  Uere  was  an  office 
of  which  complaint  was  miide,  not  that 
the  stiff  was  ineflicieut,  but  that  it  was 
overworked,  and  tliat  men  were 
struggling  manfnlly  with  their  duties. 
The  Postmaster  Oener;il  turned  round 
and  m:vde  a  gent-ral,  broad  accusation 
ag^iust  the  CardiCF  office,  thnt  it  wa.s 
occupied  by  a  set  of  demoralised  public 
servants  ;  and  he  stated  among  ntlier 
things  that  the  privacy  of  telegrams  was 
not  respected,  but  that  their  purport  was 
published.  Tliat  was  a  strong  charge  U) 
make,  and  I  have  made  it  my  duty  to 
inquire  into  it.  The  only  thing  to  ha 
found  against  them  wa.s  that  when  the 
right  hiin.  Geiitlemau  himself  visited 
Cardiff,  he  had  occasion  to  telegraph  to 
a  local  friend,  and  that  friend  telegraphed 
to  his  wifi,'  that  the  right  hon.  GentL-nian 
was  coming,  and  the  fact  got  into  the  loc-al 
newspapers.  Tiiis  was  uot  a  very  awful 
revelation  of  a  private  telegram  iu  itself, 
and  I  would  point  out  tliat  before  the 
right  hoii.  Gantlt-man  made  tlie  charge 
ho  had  discovered  the  guilty  person. 
The  person  who  disclosed  the  t.-logrum 
was  found  not  to  be  a  telegraph  clerk  at 
all,  but  a  pistal  official  high  up  in  the 
office.  He  had  to  leave  iu  consequence 
of  the  disulosure .  On  this  occurrence  was 
based  a  general  statement  with  regard 
to  all  the  officials,  and  all  the  foundation 
for  it  was  a  simple  incident  of  the  kind  I 
mention.  My  noble  Friend  (Loi-d 
Compton)  iu  his  s  leech  said  he  had 
declined  t.i  jiarticipite  in  any  meetings 
which  h^d  been  held.  Hut  I  found 
myself  in  a  position  to  take  the  chair  at 
a  meeting  of  the  telegniph  clerks  held  in 
London. 

•Earn  COMPTON:  I  am  afraid  my 
hon.  Frioiul  misunderstoiwl  what  1  said. 
I  did  not  preside  at  any  of  the  meetings 
of  the  officials  because  I  thought  it 
would  be  better  for  them  if  I  did  not  do 
80.  In  fact,  I  thought  it  better  that 
Members  of  this  House  should  not  take 
part  in  tiiese  meetings,  owing  to  the 
Sir  E.  J.  R-.cd 


danger  of  transgressing  the   regulations 
of  the  PostmasterGener.il. 

•Sir  E.  J.  REED  :  I  was  in  sympathy 
with  the  man  who  had  been  improperly 
punished  at  Cardiff,  and  it  seemed  to  me 
a  very  natural  thing  that  I  should  pre- 
side ata  meeting  of  symp.ithising  officials. 
I  took  the  chair  also  for  another  reason, 
that  I  had  never  heard,  or  dreamed,  or 
imagined  that  tlio  right  of  men  to  meet 
t>  dincusa  their  grievances  in  this  country 
would  be  questioned.  The  regulation 
that  the  ritjht  hon.  Gentleman  claims  to 
hu'o  modified  was  of  such  a  nature  that 
it  would  mike  liable  to  punishment  any 
servant  of  the  Post  Office  who  invited 
half  a  dozen  of  hia  colleagues  ti  dinner, 
and  afterwanls  di-scnssed  the  question  of 
their  salaries.  Everyone,  even  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  himself,  can  see 
the  gross  aKsurdity  of  that  regulation. 
It  Would  be  all  very  well  to  prohibit 
meetings  of  civil  servants  at  which 
t'leir  grievances  are  discussed  if 
the  public  could  be  assured  that  those 
servants  are  always  treated  fairly  and 
righteously  ;  but  1  am  sorry  to  say  that 
t  jat  is  nut  the  case.  And  I  fail  to  see 
what  gain  there  is  to  1x3  obtained  from 
tlirusting  a  reporter  into  meetings  of 
men  wlien  assembled  to  discuss  their 
grievances.  I  cannot  but  regard  it  as 
ft  frightful  mistake.  The  men  in  the 
case  I  have  complained  of  were  treated 
merely  upon  suspicion.  No  personal 
allegations  were  made  against  them,  and 
in  wisss  of  that  kind  is  it  right  that  a 
ropirter  in  the  interest  of  the  i'ostmaster 
General  should  be  thrust  into  tiieir 
meetings?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
always  succeeds  in  nialcing  a  very  tem- 
p  Tata  and  successful  speech  in  this 
House.  I  am  gliui  that  that  is  the  case, 
because  I  think  it  desirable  that  the 
lioads  of  Departments  should  he  able  to 
justify  their  conduct.  I  am  rather  dis- 
posed to  follow  the  line  taken  by  my 
noble  Friend  at  the  end  of  his  remarks. 
If  he  choos.'S  to  go  to  a  Division  I  shall 
certainly  g'l  into  the  Lobby  with  him, 
but  I  see  no  gcMid  to  come  from  a  Di^^- 
sion.  I  rather  think  it  would  be  wiser 
to  content  ourselves  with  appealing  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  remove  the 
sense  of  injustice  which  rankles  in  the 
breasts  uf  hundreds  and  thousands  of  his 
rmployit  thr  mghout  t;ie  country.  I 
trust  the  Postnwster  General  will  save 
us  the  trouble  of  dividing,  by  responding 
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to  tlie  appuil  tlukt  hiis  been  mnde  to  him 
to  do  Ilia  best  to  ezaraino  into,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  remove  the  grievances 
whieli  the  Post  Office  enqtloye*  are 
suffering  under.  I  am  glnd  to  know 
from  a  recent  speech  of  tlie  Postmaster 
General  that  he  is  prepared  to  consider 
all  the  cases  of  the  men  with  the  view  of 
remedying  tlieir  grievances,  Imt,  cer- 
tainly, unless  the  men  are  treats  d  with 
more  consideration  it  will  be  necessary 
for  the  Himso  of  Commons  to  take  into 
its  own  hands  in  mime  degree  the  regu- 
lation of  such  State  Departments. 

•(10.9.)  Mk.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS 
(Glamorgan,  S.)  :  I  will  not  deal  with  the 
claims  of  the  Cardiff  telegraphists  which 
have  been  so  amply  discussed  by  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  Member  for  Cardiff.  It  is 
clear  that  during  the  past  three  or  four 
months  the  deplorable  state  of  discontent 
and  dissatisfaction  described  by  the  hou. 
Member  for  Caixliff  has  prevailed,  not 
only  there,  but  in  other  towns.  I  do 
not  hesitiite  Uy  say  that  ofEciHlism  lias 
interfered  with  the  men  in  discussing 
their  grievances  in  a  manner  which  is 
absolutely  foreign  in  this  country.  The 
telegraph  servants  have  a  right  to  dis- 
cuss their  grievances,  and  I  insist  upon 
that  right  in  their  behalf.  Do  not  let 
mo  be  misunderstood.  I  do  not  con- 
sider this  as  a  matter  of  personal  treat- 
ment, but  as  a  matter  of  public  policy, 
and  that  alone ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  policy  adopted  by  the  Post  Office  in 
its  treatment  of  all  its  servants  has  been 
quite  as  bad  as  that  which  has  chnmc- 
terised  its  treatment  of  the  telegiuph 
clerks.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General,  as  we  all  know,  in 
April  placed  restrictions  upon  the  men 
holding  meetings.  My  attention  was 
drawn  to  it,  and  1  at  once  gave 
notice  that  I  would,  if  I  could  get  a 
chance,  move  that  this  House  ntfirni  the 
right  of  all  Civil  servants  to  meet  freely 
without  interference  from  the  heads  of 
the  Department,  iinil  I  pnt  a  ijnestion  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  whether 
any  previous  regulations  exi.sted.  I 
want  to  draw  attention  to  the  terms  of 
an  Order  of  1866,  issued  by  the  then 
Postmaster  General,  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley.  He  issued  an  Order  prohibiting 
the  men  from  meeting  on  pain  of  dis- 
missal ;  but  that  Order  has  never  been 
acted  upon  until  the  present  year,  and 


I  do  not  think  the  Postmaster  General 
was  ever  aware  of  its  existence  until  ho 
hunted  it  up  to  justify  the  Cncular  cf 
April  19  last.  The  late  Mr.  Fawcett 
was  a  great  enemy  in  public  life  of  the 
fetisoh  of  officialism.  He  had  difficul- 
ties with  the  Telegraphic  Department, 
but  he  never  did  anything  to  restrain 
the  men  from  meeting  to  discuss  their 
grievances.  They  iiad  the  most  perfect 
freedom  in  the  way  of  petitioning  and  in 
holding  consultations  with  Mr.  Fawcett, 
who  lust  no  opportunity  of  finding  out 
what  he  considered  was  wrong  in  the 
Department.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Faw- 
cett knew  alx)utthat  OrJerof  186G  ;  and 
if  he  had  known  about  it,  I  feel  con- 
fident that  he  would  have  treated  it  as 
an  absurdity.  In  March,  1881,  in  reply 
to  a  question  put  in  the  House.  Mr. 
Fawcett  declared  that 

"  he  would  spare  no  effort  to  arrive  at  a  foir 
coDcIusiun  aa  to  the  complaints  o(  the  tele- 
giaphists,  and  that  he  was  very  anxions  to 
hear  from  the  men  themselvea  their  accoaots 
of  their  alleged  grievances." 

He  did  not  issuean  Order  to  forbid  the  men 
from  holding  meetings.  Not  at  all.  On  one 
occasion  he  asked  12  representatives — 
seven  males  and  five  females — to  see  him. 
They  waited  upon  him,  and  he  nsked 
them  to  speak  to  him  without  reserva- 
tion. They  did  so,  and  they  gave  him 
some  very  useful  information  ;  and  at  the 
end  of  un  interview  which  lasted  over 
five  hours — after  this  long  friendly  inter- 
course with  his  employe's,  meeting  them 
face  to  face,  exchanging  views,  giving  and 
receiving  information — the  deputation 
withdrew, warmly  thanking  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  been  recei\-«d.  To  show  that  he  did 
not  interfere  with  the  perfect  freedom 
of  public  meeting  oi\  his  employes,  in 
nn.swer  to  another  question  on  March 
24th,  1881,  asking  whether  his  atten- 
tion had  been  drawn  to  meetings  which 
had  taken  place  of  Post  Office  clerks  and 
telegraph  clerks,  Mr.  Fawcett  expressed 
hiniHelf  cogni.sant  of  these  meetings.  On 
the  13th  May  also,  he  admitted  that  he 
had  seen  reports  of  these  meetings,  and 
stated  that  directly  a  decision  wa» 
arrived  at  as  to  the  matters  in  dispute 
he  would  make  it  known  to  the  Post 
Office  servants.  The  only  other  quota- 
tion I  have  to  make  is  that  of  an  answer 
to   the    hon.    Member   for   Derry,    -who 
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*aked  wlietUcr  Mr.  Fawcett's  attention 
bad  been  dr.iwit  to  a  meetin^j;  of  the  Cork 
telegraph  clerks,  the  object  of  which  was 
to  atit  in  CDMJuuction  with  the  clerks  of 
the  various  offices  throughout  the  King- 
dom ;  and  whether  the  Postmaster  of 
Cork,  on  seeing  a  report  of  the  meeting 
iu  the  Cork  papers,  gave  instractious 
that  any  clerk  who  hail  tiiken  a  pro- 
tninent  port  in  the  meeting  should  not 
be  engaged  on  any  duties  which  involved 
extra  i)ay.  Mr.  Fawcett's  reply  was  that 
"no  such  instruction  was  ever  acted  on." 
It  is  quite  clear  that  that  distinguished 
Postmaster  General  never  for  a  moment 
suggested  interference  with  the  most 
complete  freedom  of  action  on  the  part 
of  any  telegraph  clerk.  I  agree  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleraan  (Mr.  Raikea) 
has  shown  a  studied  courtesy  to 
Members  of  this  House,  and  we  have  no 
vrish  to  make  this  a  personal  matter.  It  is  a 
question  of  policy.  VVe  are  now  approacli- 
ing  a  great  crisis  in  the  management 
of  the  afiairs  of  thLs  country.  Democracy 
has  become  the  mistress  of  this  country. 
Democracy  will  no  doubt  make  many 
mistakes ;  but  1  would  ask  whether  we 
are  likely  to  prevent  it  making  mistakes 
by  arbitrary  and  fussy  interference  with 
the  individual  liberty  of  our  own  ser- 
vants, It  is  the  duty  of  every  Member 
of  this  Housj  to  see  that  those  servants 
have  fair  play.  I  would  earnestly 
entreat  the  Postmaster  Geneml  to  with- 
draw the  irrititing  and  annoying  Order 
he  lias  issued,  and  to  let  the  postal  ser- 
vants be  free  to  discuss  their  grievances, 
nnd  to  have  immediate  and  ready  acct^sa 
to  him. 

(10.22.)  Mr.  R.\IKE.S:  As  the  dis- 
cussion has  gone  on  at  considerable 
length,  and  as  my  own  conduct  has  been 
freely  criticised,  I  hope  the  Committee 
■will  allow  me  some  latitude  in  defending 
myself  from  the  attack  which  has  been 
made  upon  mo.  I  hope  t<i  maintain  the 
temperate  tone  which  has  been  displayed 
by  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord,  who 
has  constituted  himself  in  this  Hous'; 
one  of  the  representatives  of  the  Tely- 
graphiu  Service,  seems  Ui  think  that 
unfair  comment  has  been  made  by  me  ; 
but  I  can  only  say  that  I  was  leferring 
at  that  time  to  certain  outside  speakers 
who,  by  their  incendiary  language,  prii- 
voke  public  servants  to  uoglect  their 
duties.  The  noble  Lord  has  spokea  of 
2Ii\  Arthur  Willianis 


the   moderate   manner   adopted   by  the 
telegraphists  in  pressing  forward  certain 
complaints    they  made ;   but    if  he  liad 
seen  as  much  as  I  have  of  the  manner  in 
which  the    telegraphists   press    forward 
certain  complaints,  I   think    the   noble 
Lord   would   have   adopted  a    different 
phrase.     I  have  mentioned  before  that 
many  of  the  complaints  deserve,  and  will 
receive,  the  favourable  consideration  of 
the  Government.     I  only   refer  to    the 
incident  as  an  example  <if  the  very  worst 
way  in  which  any  public  servants  could 
hope   to  obtain   consider.it ion   for  their 
complaints — that  is  to  say,    by   a   can- 
nonade of  constant  reiteration,  hurled  at 
the  head  of  the  Department  for  months 
before     he    has     had     the     opportunity 
of  obtaining  the  best  advice.      I   hope 
that,   for    my    part,  I    have   altogether 
abstained    from    the    use   of   irritating 
language,  and  I  think  that  if  the  noble 
Lord  had  hsid  the  opportunity  of  study- 
ing the  shorthand  writer's  report  of  the 
Leicester    Conference,  he    would    have 
fouitd  that  language  was  used  such  am 
would  not  have   been    tolerated    by  any 
Dapartmeut    anxious    to     promote    the 
interests  of  the  men.     I  do  not  mean  ti> 
say  thai  because  this  language  has  beeiv 
used,  and  because    the    comphiints  liave 
been  ventilated  iu  a  studiously  offensive 
manner,   they   ought,    therefore,  not  to 
receive  attention.     I  have  sought  to  give, 
and  have  given,  consideration  to  them, 
and  I  think  it  is  rather  singular  that  1 
.  who   have    been    the    only    Postmaster 
,  General  who,   since  Mr.    Fawcett,   hsa 
\  been  able  to  secure    for   the   men   snh- 
stanti.al  permanent  benefits,  should  have 
been   singled    out    for    attack    in    this 
'  manner  as  guilty  of  unsympathetic  and 
arbitr.iry  dealing.  It  is  quite  true  thatthey 
adopted  a  course  which  greatly  increased 
the  difficulties  which  stood  iu  the  way 
of  their  obtaining  those  benefits — but  let 
byogones    bo    byegones.     I   am  glad  to 
think   I    have   liceri    able   to  give   the 
telegraphists    more  substantial  proof  ctf 
my  consideration   for   them  than  could 
have  boeu   afforded  by  any  unml>er  of 
speeches  delivered   by   fiery  orators.     I 
aui  glad    the   noble   Lord  did  justice  to 
my   friend  Sir  Arthur   Blackwood,  but 
I    cannot    admit    that    in    any    o£Bcial 
action   he   takes  Sir  Arthur  Blackwood 
is  to  be   severed   from  myself.      I   am 
prepared  to  bear  the   responsibility  for 
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all  ha  does.  He,  on  the  other  hand, 
would  be  the  first  to  admit  that  to  nie 
beionsrs  the  credit  of  any  course  that  may 
he  regarded  as  beneGcial.  Therefore, 
although  1  am  glad  to  recognise  the 
positiiiu  of  Sir  Arthur  Blackn-ood  and  to 
do  justice  to  a  very  able  and  distinguished 
public  servant,  I  must  enter  my  protest 
against  any  attempt  to  set  up  the 
doctrine  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Post 
Office  may  take  a  particular  line  without 
having  the  sanction  and  support  of 
his  Parliamentary  chief.  The  noble 
Lord  ha.s  t.aken  credit — and  I  think  he 
richly  deserves  it — for  his  attitude  in 
regard  to  the  megtings  held  by  the  tele- 
graphists in  London.  I  think  he  acted 
as  any  public-spirited  friend  of  the  men 
would  have  acted  in  telling  them  he 
would  be  no  party  to  their  taking  any 
action  which  would  amount  to  a  broach 
of  official  rules.  I  am  not  able  to 
approve  pf  several  jmrts  of  his  speech, 
but  I  am  compelled  to  bear  this  testimony 
to  his  endeavour  to  be  a  true  friend  to 
the  men  whose  cause  he  has  espoused. 
The  noble  Lurd  made  a  sort  of  reply  to  a 
■  speech  made  by  me,  I  think,  in  June 
lost.  I  find  this  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  the  noble  Lord — that  he  is  not 
willing  to  accept  statements  of  fact  from 
those  with  whom  he  differs.  If  the  noble 
Lord  were  prepared,  as  Members  generally 
are,  to  accept  stjitemeuts  of  fact  from 
those  opposed  to  him  in  controversy  he 
would  save  hiniself  agreatdealof  trouble, 
and  render  greater  service  to  any  cause 
he  attempts  to  advocate.  I  have  never 
denied  that  in  the  early  years  of  my 
administration  there  were  a  great 
number  of  petitions  and  memorials. 
There  have  always  been  a  great  number 
of  them,  and  I  think  it  will  be  plain 
that  it  is  something  not  to  be  encouraged 
if  the  servBntsS  of  a  Public  Departmeiit, 
having  had  their  applications  careffllly 
considered  and,  for  good  reason  in  the 
eyes  of  the  Department,  rejected, 
immediately  return  to  the  charge  and 
present  the  same  memorials  over  again 
in  the  coui-se  of  a  few  months.  The 
particular  memorial  to  which  I  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord  mainly  to  refer  was 
a  petition  which  had  been  before  the 
public  in  all  the  newspapers,  which  had 
been  the  subject  of  leading  articles  and 
impassioned  speeches,  but  which  hud 
never  been    presented   to  the    Minister 


responsible  for  dealing  with  it.  The 
noble  Lord  came  in  just  at  that  incon- 
venient moment  when  I  had  ap(X)intod 
SI  committeii  to  i.'onsider  the  grievances 
generally  alleged  by  the  provincial  tele- 
graphists, but  when  I  had  not  received 
the  petition  from  the  London  tele- 
graphists, the  noble  Lord's  especial 
clients. 

•Earl  COMPTON  :  As  a  matter  of  fact. 
I  had  not  seen  that  petition  when  I  got 
up  my  case. 

Mr.  liAIKRS:  It  is  a  curious  thing 
that  in  presenting  his  case  the  noble  Lord 
should  have  omitted  to  avail   himself  of 
\  reports  readily  accessible,  and  which  had 
formed  the  subject  of  much  public  com- 
ment.    Of     course,     however,     I    fully 
accept  the  explanation.     The  noble  Lord 
went  on  to  make  insinuations  which  I 
think  he  will  some  day  be  sorry  for.     He 
was    pleased   to  insinuate — and    no   one 
who    heanl    him   could    fail    to   see   he 
insinuated  it — that  I  had  been  a  party  in 
some  way  or  other  tt>  producing  misrepre- 
sentations   in   Hansard  of  the   speech  I 
dt'liverod  on  a  particular  occasion.     Now, 
I  should  like  to  know,  yes  or  no,  is  that 
I  what  the  noble  Lord  meant ! 
:    •Eakl   COMPTON:    I   am   very   glad 
I  indeed  to  answer.     What  I  meant  by  my 
j  speech  was  that  the  right  hon.   Gentle- 
man's language,  according  to  the  Timet 
and    my    own    recollection   of    it,    was 
I  entirely    different    from    that    which    I 
I  found   in   Haiuinrd,  and  I  imagined,  as  I 
j  saw  an  asterisk  before  his  name,  that  he 
supplied    the    speech,    aa    produced    in 
j  Haniard,   with    one   or   two   particular 
points. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  understand  the  noble 
Lord  to  say  he  charges  me  with  having 
deliberately  falsified  the  report  of  my 
siKjech  in  Hatnard. 

•Earl  COMPTON :  I  beg  the  right 
hon  Gentleman's  pardon  ;  I  never  used 
the  word  "  falsified."  What  I  did  say 
was  that  I  saw  a  distinct  alteration  in  the 
two  accounts,  and  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred to  use  the  account  in  the  Times 
and  also  my  memory  which  sert-ed  me 
as  regarded  what  t*iok  pliice.  I  found 
in  I/nimard  a  modification,  as  I  under- 
'  stand  the  word,  of  the  language  actually 
used  ill  the  House. 

Mk.  RAIKES:  Then  1  wish  the  noble 
Lord  had  had  the  manliness  to  cUarge 
me  witli  falsification,  because  it  apT)earB 
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,  to  mi  there  is  no  other  meaning;  which 
'  can  be  pat  on  tlie  laiiguacre  he  uses.  I 
will  take  an  instance,  becauFe  the  noble 
Lord  was  good  enough  to  supply  instances. 
Tiifl  noble  Lord  said  he  found  reported 
in  ^anjinn/ that  there  was  no  ''proof" 
of  the  statement  that  a  Memorial  had 
been  presented  to  the  Royal  Commissidn, 
and  the  noble  Lord  was  pleased  to  say 
that,  as  far  as  his  recollection  served 
him,  whit  I  had  said  was  that  there 
was  no  "  truth  "  in  that  statement.  Now, 
I  have  a  very  accurate  recollection  of 
that  particular  passage  in  my  sppech, 
and  I  can  assure  the  Committee — I  do 
not  think  I  can  satisfy  the  noble  Lord — 
that  the  word  "  proof  "  was  the  word  I 
used,  and  that  the  word  "  truth  "  would 
have  been  extremely  out  of  place,  be- 
cause what  I  was  endeavouring  to  show 
was  that  we  had  no  evidenco  of  the 
presentation  of  the  Memorial  to  the 
Boyal  Commission.  I  said  thi^re  was  no 
proof  of  that  statement  having  reached 
me,  and  I  went  on  to  say  there  was  no 
record  of  it  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
Royal  Ciimmission.  1  think  anybody 
who  studied  the  context  of  that  speech 
would  see  there  was  no  other  word  I 
could  reasonably  use  except  the  word 
"  proof." 

•Earl  COMPTON  :  .Vs  this  comes  clo.se 
to  being  a  jiersonal  matter,  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  e.tplain. 
He  will  recollect  I  had  a  private  corre- 
spondence with  him.  I  sent  to  liim  an 
extract  from  the  Tiii>«s  in  M'hich  the 
words  were  "  he  knew  there  was  no 
truth  in  the  statement."  I  sent  that 
extract  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  he 
made  no  remark  with  regard  to  it.  He 
did  not  say  it  was  a  mis-statement,  and, 
as  he  had  not  denie<l  it,  I  was  a  little 
surprised  to  find  the  word  "  pronf  "  in 
Hannaril. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  Of  course,  the  corre- 
spondence had  reference  to  other  matters, 
and  I  had  to  combat  so  many  errors  in 
the  noble  Lord's  letter,  that,  perhaja,  I 
did  not  combat  all.  Having  made 
this  statement  relating  ti  the  fact,  I 
leave  it  there.  The  noble  I  ord  was 
pleased  to  assume  that  the  Memorial  of 
the  telegraphists  to  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion having  been  submitted  to  the 
Controller,  I  must  necessarily  have  been 
possessed  of  its  contents.  The  noble 
Lord  is  pleased  not  to  accept  my  dis- 
Mr,  Jiaikes 


claimer.  What  happened  was  this.  The 
telegraphists  were  anxious  to  pre- 
sent a  communication  to  the  Royal 
Commission.  They  came  to  the  Con- 
troller and  asked  whether  it  should  bo 
sent  through  the  Postmaster  General  or 
through  the  Treasury.  I  believe  the 
ContruUer  never  saw  the  communication 
at  all — so  far  as  I  know,  at  all  events,  he 
made  no  report  on  the  subject — but  he 
told  the  telegraphists  they  were  perfectly 
free  to  present  their  Memorial  to  the 
Royal  Commission  direct. 

•Earl  COMPTON:  That  distinctly 
contradicts  the  statement  I  have  made. 
The  Memorial  was  presented  to  the  Con- 
troller; it  was  not  returned  at  once, 
hut  the  Controller  told  them  they  could 
present  it  themselves.  The  idea  was 
that  the  Controller  had  taken  it  to  the 
Postmaster  General. 

Mr.  RAIKES:  That  is  precisely  what 
I  say  is  not  the  fact.  What  I  said  was 
that  I  had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  the 
existence  of  this  document  at  all.  These 
arc  all  examples  of  the  way  in  which 
argaments  are  put  together,  and  charges 
ore  made  upon  them.  I  am  told  that 
ray  attitude  towards  my  subordinates 
has  l)een  unconciliatory  and  unsym- 
pathetic; the  evidenco  on  which  these 
charges  are  made  crumbles  to  pieces, 
and  the  charges  based  upon  them  fall 
with  the  statements  that  have  been 
made.  The  noble  Lord  has  been  good 
enough  to  give  some  commendation  to 
the  scheme  framed  for  the  benefit  of  the 
telegraphists.  I  nm  sorry  to  detain  the 
Committee  with  these  porsoual  matters, 
but  I  should  have  thought  any  one 
claiming  to  be  in  any  sense  a  representa- 
tive of  the  telegraphists  would  have 
made  the  burden  of  his  speech  one  of 
congratulation  upon  the  very  great 
advantages  whii'h  it  has  been  my  good 
fortune,  as  Postmaster  General,  to 
obtain  for  those  officers.  I  do  not  want 
to  dwell  upon  them.  I  think  it  sufficient 
to  point  out  tliat  it  has  Iwen  under  my 
administration  of  the  Post  Office  that  the 
desired  boon  of  jiayment  at  the  rate  of 
time  and  a  quarter  for  overtime  has  been 
conceded,  that  it  has  been  on  my  advice 
that  the  Government  have  consented  to 
pay  extra  for  Sunday  laliour  in  the  case 
of  provincial  telegr.iphists.  and  to  pay 
for  the  work  done  on  Bank  Holiday,  and 
that  it   lias  been  on  my  advice  that  siclc 
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absence  is  now  tii  carry  full  pay  in  cases 
wliera  it  is  certified  by  the  superior 
officer.  The  cost  of  these  clianges  will 
not  be  less  than  £100,000  a  year.  It 
is  not  encouraging  to  a  Minister  whn 
<ioB3  his  best  to  promote  the  interests  of 
hi.s  subordinate  officers  to  find  that  those 
who  hold  a  brief  for  them  iu  this 
House  liave  only  petty  pereonal 
accusations  to  make  iu  consequence. 
There  has  been  something  said  by  the 
noble  Lord  with  regard  to  the  Circulars 
•of  April  19  and  Ma}-  21.  I  have  so 
often  made  statements  upon  this  subject 
that  I  am  almost  ashamed  to  trouble  tlic 
Committee  with  regard  to  it  again.  But 
to-night  I  am  able  to  deal  also  with  the 
point  raised  hy  the  hon.  aud  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Glamorganshire,  who  spoke  about 
■these  Circulars  as  having  infringed  the 
right  of  public  meeting.  There  cannot  he 
a  greater  mistake  than  to  connect  these 
Circulars  with  the  phrase  public  meeting. 
These  Circulars  have  no  refereiicL-  what- 
ever to  what  are  understood  as  public 
meetings.  They  have  reference  to  the 
action  of  official  persons  discussing  official 
questions.  The  meetings  in  question  can 
only  by  a  most  egregious  misnomer  l>e 
called  public  meetings.  Reporters  are 
occasionally  present  at  such  meetings, 
but  as  their  reports  are  often  most  in- 
accurate and  incorrect,  and  likely  to 
mislead  the  public  and  the  Department, 
I  cannot  underatand  how  any  man  can 
feel  himself  aggrieved  if  the  head  of  the 
Department  takes  steps  to  ascertain  the 
real  truth  and  the  real  grievances  com- 
plained of.  The  Circular  of  Maj'  21  was 
intended  to  make  plainer  to  the  minds  of 
the  servants  of  the  Department  the 
lienevolent  disjMsitiou  of  their  superior 
officers  in  framing  the  Circular  of  April 
19,  because  the  question  bad  arisen  with 
regard  to  a  public  dinner  that  was  going 
to  be  held  at  Leicuater  in  connection  with 
an  assembly  of  telegi-aphists  there,  as  to 
whether  that  was  a  meeting  at  which  a 
shorthand  writer  should  be  presi-nt. 
Having  regard  to  the  value  of  after 
dinner  oratory,  I  was  glad  to  assure  my 
correspondent  that  there  was  not  Ihe 
smallest  wish  on  the  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  Ije  informed  as  to  what  the 
telegrapliists  might  say  in  their  cups. 
It  was  supposed  I  was  desirous  of  prying 
into  the  secret*  of  the  men  in  the  com- 
mittee meetings  they  might  hold  to 
VOL.  CCCXLVIl.    [third  seeies.] 
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consider  the  course  they  should  take  in 
framing  any  particular  Memorial,  or  in 
framing  Resolutions  to  be  submitted 
to  meetings  of  the  general  body. 
I  was  anxious  to  disabuse  their  minds 
of  that  suspicion  also,  and  the  Circular  of 
May  21  was  issued  to  point  out  to  them 
that  the  Regulations  only  had  reference 
to  meetings  held  by  official  persons  for 
the  discussion  of  official  questions  with 
the  object  of  influencing  public  opinion. 
That  is  the  only  instance  in  which  I 
have  desired  to  be  furnished  with  infor- 
mation as  to  what  took  place,  and  I 
think  that  the  men  themselves  will 
recognise  that  it  was  well  to  guard  them 
against  the  misrepresentations  which 
frequently  arise  in  newsp,iper  reports. 
The  noble  Lord  has  asked  whether  any 
telegraphist  has  worked  for  1 1  hours 
consecutively,  and,  after  a  short  break, 
for  four  hours  more.  I  am  afrtiid  that 
they  do  occasionally  work  so  long,  but 
the  men  who  perform  this  extra  duty 
are  not  merely  volunteers,  but  as  a  rule 
are  very  desirous  to  do  the  work,  and 
their  readiness  will  now  probably  be 
gi-eater  than,  ever,  because  overtime  is 
to  be  jiaid  at  a  higher  rate.  I  agree  with 
the  noble  Lnrd  that  these  hours  are  too 
long,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  what  I 
can  in  reason  to  mitigate  the  pressure  of 
long  hours  of  duty,  but  I  fancy  that  the 
first  persons  to  object  to  the  compulsory 
curtailment  of  the  hours  will  be  the 
teleuTaphists  themselves.  The  noble 
Lord,  of  course,  would  not  like  to  do  the 
work  himself,  n(jr  should  I ;  but  men 
who  are  familiar  with  the  business 
and  anxious  to  increase  their  incomes 
are  very  ready  to  work  a  considerable 
amount  of  overtime  in  order  to  earn 
extra  remuneration.  I  shall  be  very 
glad  if  it  is  possible  to  reduce  these  hours, 
and  to  bring  the  duties  of  the  men 
within  a  more  reasonable  compass.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  the 
maximum  of  the  first-class,  the  noble 
Lord  has  said  that  the  new  superior 
class  is  likely  to  b3  much  smaller 
than  the  class  at  present  existing. 
No  definite  conclusion  has  yet  been 
arrived  at  on  this  subject,  but 
I  think  that  the  telegraphists  will  find 
that,  whatever  change  is  approved  by 
the  Treasury,  their  position  will  not  he 
damnified,  but  improved.  The  noble 
Lord  hns  said  a  word  or  two  -witb. 
3  N 
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reference    to    the    recent     lamentable 
occurrence    at    the    Central    Telegraph 
Office.     I  have  this  afternoon   received 
the  Rejxirt  of   the  officers  deputed    to 
inquire  into  the  matter,  and  I   certainly 
expected  to  find  that  the  great  majority 
of  the  men  who  have  been  excluded  from 
the  benefit  of  tlie  new  scheme  in  conse- 
quence   of    a   possible    participation    in 
this  occurrence  would  be  able  to  satisfy 
the   Department  of  their    innocence   of 
compUcity  in  the  outrage.     In  that  case 
they    would    be    i-cstored    and    would 
receive  the  full  benefits  of  the  scheme, 
just   as  if  they  had  not  been  suspended. 
The  conduct  of  the  men  concerned  in  the 
outrage  was  ratiier  worse  than  the  noble 
Lord    seems   to   suppose.     There   is  no 
doubt  that  the  injured  party  was  struck 
with  a  big  stick,  and  he  believes  he  can 
recognise  the  man  who  struck  him.     It 
is      also      a     fact    that    he    was    spat 
upon    in    the    course     of    the     fracas. 
I  have  only  a  few  words  to  say  with  regard 
to  CarclifE.     The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  E.  J.  Reed)  has  dealt  with  the  subject 
in  a  tone  of  great  moderation,  but  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  is  himself  conscious  of 
the  false  position  which  he  lias  taken  up 
in  bringing  the  question  forward  at  all. 
The  hon.  Member  admitted  the  absolute 
right  of  tlie  Postmaster  General  to  move 
the  servants  of  the  Department  from  one 
place   to   another,  and  admitted  that  th  e 
Postmaster  General  must  be   the   judge 
of  what  removals  are  for  the  good  of  the 
public   service.     I    have   acted  entirely 
within  these  limits.     I  found  a  state  of 
things  prevailing  at  Cardiff  in  the  course 
of  the  last  autumn  which  was  extremely 
unsatisfactory.     I  do  not  expressly  blame 
the     telegraphists    for    it.      They     had 
a  Postmaster  who  had  not  beeti  able  to 
exercise   proper  control.     His  place  luul 
been  tilled  by  a  cliief  clerk,  who  certainly 
in  one  respect  showed  he  was  not  at  all 
equal  to  the   duties  which  he  ought  to 
perform,  and  tlie  office  had  got   out  of 
hand.     The  result  of  this  was  that  com- 
munications   took    place    between     the 
telegraph  office  and  an  infamous   print 
styled  the  Wesleni,   Afail,  the   editor   of 
which   journal   appears   to   mo    to  have 
done    his   best    to   decoy   the    servants 
of     the      Post     Office     into     supplying 
him     with     information,     iji     order    to 
improve  the  circulation  of  his  paper.     I 
am  glad  to  believe  that  in  the  main,  as 
Mr.  Raikea 
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far  as  I  can  judge,  the  telegraphists 
turned  out  to  be  proof  againstsuch  solici- 
tations, but  there  is  no  doubt  that  at  least 
oue  official  document  was  published  in 
the  Western  Mail,  and  no  doabt  the 
public  servant  who  published  that  official 
document  in  the  Western  Mail  onght  not 
only  to  be  subject  to  removal  or  to  dis- 
missal, but  he  ought  to  be  prose- 
cuted for  having  so  betrayed  his  duty  to 
the  State.  I  came  to  the  conclusion  it 
was  desirable  to  make  a  considerable 
numljer  of  promotions  to  the  first-class  at 
Cardiff.  I  was  very  anxious  in  making 
the  promotions  that  I  should  not  promote 
to  higher  and  more  important  places  in 
that  office  the  person  who  had  been  guilty 
of  this  offence,  and  I  therefore  instructed 
the  Surveyor  to  be  very  careful  in  the 
recommendations  he  made,  and  not  to 
give  me  any  men's  names  for  promotion 
to  the  first-class  whom  he  had  just  reason 
to  suppose  had  been  connected  with 
this  scandalous  broach  of  official  duty 
The  Surveyor  seems  to  me  to  hare 
rather  blundered  in  the  execution  of  his 
task,  and  he  put  the  men  to  their  purga- 
tion by  demanding  from  them  state- 
ments which,  I  think,  they  were  per- 
fectly ju.stified  in  refusing  to  make.  The 
result  was  that  five  of  the  eight  men 
who  were  so  questioned  were  j)romofced 
by  mo.  Three  were  transferred  to  other 
offices  ;  two  of  these  have  since  been  pro- 
moted, but,  in  view  of  such  suspicion  as. 
attached  to  these  officers,  I  could  not  feel 
it  my  duty  to  promote  them  while  they 
remained  at  Cardiff.  It  has  l)een  to  the 
interest  of  the  men  that  they  have  been 
tr.insferred  to  other  offices,  where  I 
believe  it  possible,  without  prejudice  to 
the  Public  Service,  to  put  them  in  more 
important  and  responsible  positions. 
With  regard  to  one  other  man — for  so 
this  mountain  subsides  to  a  molehill — of 
the  second  class,  who  was  transferred 
when  he  otherwise  might  have  expected 
promotion,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
has  spoken  of  him  as  being  in  absolute 
want.  That  is  hardly  a  correct  descrip- 
tion ;  but  I  fear  that  the  man's  circum- 
stances are  not  as  good  as  could  be 
wishtd,  because,  on  a  salary  of  238.  Cd. 
per  week,  ho  has  felt  himself  entitled  to 
commit  matrimony.  This  telegraphist 
is,  perhaps,  rather  a  subject  for  pity  than 
otherwise.  I  am  not  aware  that  by  so 
acting    this  gentleman   has   established 
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tiny  special  claim  on  the  Dopai'tmeut.  I 
have,  liowever,  given  this  officer  an 
npjiortunity  of  entering  the  first  class 
shciuld  his  conduct  be  gixid.  I  have  not 
punished  these  men.  I  found  the  office 
in  a  bad  state,  and  I  thought  it  desii-able 
to  fill  it  wii  h  new  blood,  and  to  transfer 
to  other  offict^s  young  men  who,  placed 
perhaps  in  circumstances  calculated  to 
cause  them  to  yield  to  temptation,  were  led 
to  manifest  an  unruly  spirit.  I  think 
that  I  have  dune  the  lifst  thing  in  their 
interests,  as  1  am  sure  I  have  done  the 
b..'St  thing  in  the  interests  of  the  Service, 
and  I  liave  no  doubt  as  to  the  wisdom 
and  propriety  of  the  course  I  liave  pursued 
in  causing  the  transfer  of  these  eight  men. 
I  have  to  thank  the  Committee  for 
listening  to  a  longer  speech  than  I  in- 
tended to  make,  but  I  hud  to  cover  a 
good  deal  of  ground.  The  noblo  Lord 
very  kindly  advis:;d  me  to  gain  the  affec- 
tions of  my  subordinate  officers.  I  do 
not  know  that  I  have  done  anything  to 
forfeit  the  regard  of  any  subordinate 
officer  in  my  Uepartmeut.  Certainly  I 
have  done  all  that  I  could  to  show  my 
regard  for  them.  If  any  kind  of 
estrangement  has  arisen,  is  it  not  rather 
due  to  the  perhaps  well  meant  endeavours 
of  philanthropic  p<iliticians  who  go 
about  encouraging  pi'ople  in  making 
demands  whicli  may  perhaps  be  extra- 
vagant, and  certainly  in  a  way  which  is 
wrong  and  impnjijer  /  I  prefer  to  think 
tliat  I  shall  win  the  esteem  and  the  confi- 
dence of  tlie  great  Department,  which, 
however  unworthily,  I  administer,  by 
showing  justice  terapertd  with  kindness, 
and  a  constant  gooilwill  towards  the  men 
in  my  employment,  whatever  provoca- 
tion I  may  receivi!  in  this  House  or 
elsewhere. 

•(11.5.)  Earl  COMPTON  :  I  will  not 
detain  the  Committee  beyond  a  few 
minutes,  but  I  feel,  after  what  has  taken 
place,  that  it  will  he  expected  I  should 
say  a  few  words.  I  have  been  under  a 
disadvantage  as  regards  this  Debate.  I 
brought  forward  my  case  in  what  I  be- 
lieved to  be  a  very  temperate  manner, 
and  I  did  my  Ijest  not  to  insinuate  any- 
thing that  Would  iu  an}'  way  hurt  the 
tender  susceptibilities  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  spoke  during  the  dinner 
hour,  when  the  llouse  was  practically 
empty,  and  there  are  very  few  Members 


now  present  who  heard  my  speech  and  the 
arguments  with  which  I  supjMjrtcd  my 
case.  Members  came  iu  to  hear  the 
answer  of  the  Postmaster  Genenil,  and 
they  have  applauded  that  answer  as 
they  had  a  right  to  do,  for  it  was  a  very 
clever  answer  indeed.  One  part  of  it  I 
wi.sh  to  allude  to.  1  have  no  intention 
of  imputing  to  a  political  adversary  words 
wliich  were  never  used,  or  meanings 
which  were  never  intended.  Hut  I  draw 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  one  point.  In  his  speech  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rLfeiitd  to  a  cer- 
tain statement  of  the  telegmphists  which 
was  to  be  handed  to  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion. My  contention  through  the 
whole  of  my  speech  was  that,  owing 
to  what  had  been  said  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  attitude  he 
had  taken  up,  he  was  himself,  to  a  great 
extent,  the  aiuse  of  the  discontent  among 
the  telegiaphists.  In  enforcing  this  point 
I  explained  carefully  what  bad  taken 
plac^"  ;  I  explained  that  the  men  had,  as 
was  their  duty,  appnioched  the  propter 
official  at  the  Telegraph  Department, 
iisked  him  to  receive  a  deputation  and 
placed  a  statement  in  his  hand,  and  this 
was  ultimately  returned  with  the  remark 
that  they  might  present  it  themselves. 
Now  I  draw  attention  to  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  when  I  first 
brought  the  matter  before  the  House, 
lie  said,  amongst  other  things,  "I  have 
\)L'tin  unable  to  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Memorial,  and  have  not,  of  course,  been 
able  to  give  it  any  consideration."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  bo  quite 
unaware  that  the  statement  had  been 
presented,  and  I  quite  admit  that  when 
he  says  it  was  so.  But,  in  addition,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say 
that,  in  fact,  the  matter  had  been  "  siirung 
upon  the  Dojiartment  in  the  last 
moment,"  whereas  it  had  been  handed 
to  the  Controller  at  the  end  of  last  year. 

Mr.  RAIKE.S  :  In  saying  that,  I  re- 
ferred to  the  f.ict  that  I  for  the  first  time 
received  a  copy  that  very  morning. 

•Eakl  COMPTON  :  I  am  quite  aware 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  tlmfc 
at  the  time,  but  he  informed  the  House 
that  it  had  been  "  sprung  upon  the  De- 
partment." I  daresay  it  had  not  been 
submitted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman- 
3  N  2 
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I  daresiy  tliat  this  may  have  been  a 
little  mistake  on  the  part  of  t}ie  Con- 
troller, but  I  do  not  wish  to  say  ii  wurd 
Dgainst  aiij'  official.  Let  me  also  say 
that  I  did  express  satisfaction  at  what 
has  been  done  for  the  telegraphists  under 
the  new  plan.  I  offered  a  few  harmless 
criticisms  on  minor  [oints,  but  I  said 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  done  well.  1  expr&ssed  my 
personal  thanks,  and  said  I  thought  it 
would  create  contentment  among  the 
telegriiphists.  But  tliis  was  not  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  represented 
in  his  speech.  He  gave  the  Committee 
to  understand  that  I  had  not  said  any- 
thing in  favour  of  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  done.  Let  me  say  at 
once  it  is  exactly  this  attitnte  taken  at 
the  moment  towards  myself — which  is  a 
very  small  matter — it  is  exactly  this 
attititude  jjersevored  in  towards  those 
under  him  which  lias  caused  so  much 
discontent,  and  for  a  long  time  has  caused 
so  much  trouble  in  the  Department. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  free  to  make 
what  remarks  he  plea.sc8  about  philan- 
thropic politicians  ;  my  anxiety  is  that 
lie  should  turn  over  a  new  leaf,  and  treat 
those  under  him,  who  are  not  his 
servants,  but  the  servants  of  the  public, 
with  a  little  symjiathy  and  considera- 
.tion.  That  is  all  I  ask.  Pmm  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to-night  he  evidently  intends  to  do  his 
best  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  those 
who  are  placed  under  him  for  a  time — 
•a  very  short  time  — longer.  After  what 
ths  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  and 
.seeing  that  he  is  really  anxious  now,  in 
Jiis  fourth  year  of  office,  to  redress  the 
just  grievances  of  the  telegraphists,  it  is 
not  my  intention  to  carry  my  Motion  to 
a  Division.  Again,  let  me  s»y  I  am  very 
glad  indeed  that  at  length  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  seen  the  necessity  that 
something  should  be  done  for  what  I 
consider  a  most  des-rving  class  of  public 
servants  who  have  been  nnderjmid  and 
overworked  for  so  long. 

•(11.11.)  SiE  E.  J.  REED:  The  reply 
of  the  Postmaster  General  is,  on  the 
wlifile,  satisfact-jry — at  any  rate,  it  is 
such  as  ti)  lead  me  to  believe  that  the 
men  whom  ho  his  not  "  punished,"  but 
who  have  suffered  severely,  will  receive 
some  considdration  at  his  hands  in 
Earl  Compton 
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future.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
admitted  that  the  Surveyor  at  Cardiff 
blundered  in  dealing  with  these  men, 
and  I  am  fully  prepared  to  accept  that 
statement,  but  1  must  say  it  is  not  quite 
satisfactory  that  public  servants  should 
be  made  to  suffer  for  the  blunders  of 
thosj  placed  over  them.  I  took  the 
opportunity  at  an  early  stage  to  ask  the 
rJirht  hon.  Gentleman  to  remove  the 
injurious  effect  of  the  errors  made,  to 
which  these  men'  were  made  victims ; 
but  I  do  not  think  any  useful  end  will  be 
served  by  pressing  this  matter  to  a 
Division  if  the  noble  Lord  does  not 
desire  to  do  so.  I  have  no  doubt  the 
Postmaster  General  acted  in  the  matter 
as  regards  the  Cardiff  telegraphists,  as 
he  thought,  fairly,  and  with  the  best 
intentions,  but  his  action  has  been  harsh 
in  its  effect  upon  these  men. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(11.12.)  Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Ber- 
wickshire) :  I  believe  I  am  in  order  in 
raising  a  question  about  which  I  do  not 
think  there  will  be  much  difference  of 
opinion — the  Telephone  Service  as  it 
exists  in  this  country.  I  think  every 
Member  of  the  House  who  has  occasion 
to  use  the  telephone  in  the  Metropolis 
will  a<imit  that  it  is  far  from  being  per- 
fect or  from  giving  satisfaction.  Indeed, 
I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that  in 
Loudon  the  service  is  both  expensive  and 
bid.  The  cost  to  an  ordinary  snb- 
.scriber  is  X20  a  year.  Now,  I  believe 
in  any  other  capital  in  Europe  there  is  a 
much  better  service  for  £&  a  year.  Let 
any  hon.  Member  try  to  talk  between  the 
West  End  and  the  City  and  say  whether 
the  service  is  worth  calling  a  service. 
The  first  great  error  of  the  service  is 
that  it  is  conducted  on  a  single  wire 
instead  of  a   double-wire  .system. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  not  enter  into  the 
details  of  the  Telephone  Service  upon 
this  vote. 

Mb.  MAR,rORIBANK8  :  I  am  going 
to  point  out  that  the  service  is  bad,  and 
how  fur  this  the  Post  Offifc  is  responsible 
If  the  Post  Office  had  taken  a  reasonable 
view  Ui.it  the  tjlegraph  is  to  the  tele- 
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phone  what  stAge  coaches  are  to  railways, 
instead  of  jealously  shutting  out  the 
telephone  for  the  advantage  of  the  tele- 
graph, then  jKJsaibly  there  would  bo  no 
cause  to  complain  ;  at  all  events,  if  the 
Poet  Office  had  assumed  more  responsi- 
bility, it  is  probable  we  should  have  had 
a  better  service.  Wliat  is  the  policy  of 
the  Government  as  to  the  future  7  I 
believe  the  Postmaster  General  has  large 
ideas  on  the  subject,  and  if  1  am  not  mis- 
informed he  applied  to  the  Treasury  to 
place  at  his  dis{>osal  this  year  the  sum  of 
£3,000,000  in  order  to  purchase  the 
telephone  system  of  the  Metropolis  in 
June  last,  when  it  wiia  in  their  power  to 
buy  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  tliis  is 
true  or  not ;  but  it  is  a  question  I  .should 
like  to  put  to  the  right  hoti.  Gentleiniiu, 
whether  for  the  improvemL'iit  of  the 
system  reliance  is  to  be  placed  ujK>n  the 
granting  of  licences  to  rival  Tuh^phone 
Companies  ?  I  want  to  know  whether 
the  right  him.  Gentleman  thinks  that 
this  is  fair  to  shareholders  in  the  present 
National  Company,  and  whether  he 
thinks  Parliament  will  consent  to  allow- 
ing comj>eting  companies  to  interfere 
with  the  existing  company  in  this  manner  7 
How  soon  is  it  proposed  to  give  a  licence 
to  a  rival  company,  or  are  we  to  go  on 
from  year  to  year  shutting  out  ira[)ri)ve- 
mentsand  leaving  ourselves  in  the  hands 
of  the  National  Company  ?  It  has  pi-ac- 
tically  got  a  monopoly  of  the  Telephone 
Service  all  over  the  country.  It  has 
absorbed,  by  methods  I  do  not  stop  to 
characterise,  various  enterprises.  What 
I  want  to  press  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  simply  this:  that  ha  should 
tell  us  clearly  what  is  to  be  the  policy  of 
the  Post  Office  towards  the  telephone  in 
the  future  ;  whether  he  is  going  to  allow 
the  present  Compjiny  to  continue  the 
present  bad  system  which  is  so  expen- 
sive ?  Then,  I  would  like  to  know  what 
are  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  views  in 
regard  to  what  I  may  call  the  trunk  lilies 
which,  I  suppose,  will  bj  established 
throughout  the  country.  Will  these  be 
in  the  hands  of  the  Post  Office,  allowing 
local  companies  to  develop  local  business 
in  various  towns?  These  are  points  upon 
which  I  shall  be  glad  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  give  us  some  definite 
information. 
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(11.20.)  Mr.  RAIKBS:  I  am  very 
sorry  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer  all 
these  questions.  It  is  quite  true  the 
Government  had  to  consider  this  year 
whether  they  would  purchase  the  under- 
taking of  the  National  Company  or  not ; 
and,  after  full  and  careful  consideration, 
they  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
not  desirable  tn  purchase  that  undertak- 
ing. That  is  generally  known.  Most  of 
the  patents  held  by  the  National  Com- 
jjatiy  will  expire  this  year  or  next,  and 
the  whole  position  will  then  be  radically 
changed.  The  question  of  the  trunk 
lines  and  many  other  points  are  also 
under  consideration.  I  hope  I  may  rely 
upon  the  Committee  not  to  seek  to  pre- 
cipitate any  statement  at  present,  because 
the  Government  are  not  yet  in  a  position 
to  arrive  at  a  definite  policy,  and  as  soon 
as  possible  I  shall  make  an  explanation 
to  the  House. 

•(11.22.)  Sir  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington, 
S.)  :  I  wish  to  ask  for  an  explanation  on 
one  point  of  detail.  Before  the  new 
regulations  the  scale  of  pay  for  certain 
towns  was  equal,  but  since  the  grouping 
of  the  towns  there  have  arisen  differences 
and  anomalies  which  some  of  the  tele- 
grajihists  do  not  understand.  In  the 
case  of  Hull  and  Sheffield,  for  example, 
the  maximum  rate  of  pay  is  54s.  in 
.Sheffield  and  52s.  in  Hull,  while  the  staff 
in  Hull  numbei's  87  and  in  Sheffield  only 
75.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  expense  of  living  is  any  greater  in 
Sheffield  timn  in  Hull,  and,  on  the  face 
of  it,  the  matter  seems  to  be  one  for  ex- 
planation. 

(11.24.)  COLOXEL  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.) ;  I  wish  to  draw  attention  to  the 
fact  that  some  of  the  railway  stations 
in  Ireland  are  without  any  Telegraph 
Service.  I  recently  drew  attention 
to  one  instance  in  which  there  were 
telegi-aph  wires  and  an  operator  who  was 
wi!lin;j;  to  be  employed  ;  bui  the  right 
hon,  Gentleman  rather  sptjiled  my  case  by 
sending  down  a  special  messenger  to 
take  away  the  instrument.  I  do  not 
think  any  railway  station  ought  to  be 
without  the  telegraph.  At  the  very 
station  of  which  I  speak  there  was  a 
collision  some  time  ago.  Even  if  the 
Post  Office  loses  £5  or  j£10  in  the  first 
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year,  I  do  not  tbink  that  onght  to  pre- 
vent the  establishment  of  a  Telegraph 
Service. 

(11.27.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aber- 
deen. R)  :  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  is 
no  doubt  aware  that  at  the  con- 
ference held  at  Paris  in  June  this  year 
a  desire  was  expressed  tliat  an  inter- 
national signalling  system  should  be 
est  iblished  with  uniform  prices.  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
anything  can  be  done  for  bringing  the 
British  telegraph  system  into  uniformity 
'with  the  Continental  system,  and  with  a 
uniform  cliarge.  I  believe  Lloyd's 
Agency  is  considerably  interesti-d  in  the 
matter,  and  that  the  adoption  uf  the  sug- 
gestion would  be  of  great  benefit  to  ahx^ 
owners. 

(11.28.)  Me.  CREMER  (Shoreditch' 
Haggerston) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  has  turned 
his  attention  to  the  qaestion  of  intro- 
dacing  the  carte  system  of  telegrams 
which  obtains  in  the  City  of  Purls  and 
elsewhere  on  the  Continent.  You  can 
go  into  a  Post  Office  in  Paris  and  write 
at  considerable  length  on  a  card  or 
envelope,  and  in  an  hour  or  less  you 
can  have  3'our  message  delivered  at  the 
cost  of  3d.  No  doubt  the  adoption  of 
the  system  would  mean  a  considerable 
outlay  at  first.  I  hope  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  if  he  lias  not  yet  heard  of 
this  wonderful  method  of  communica- 
tion will  very  soon  hear  of  it,  and  that 
before  long  it  may  be  introduced  into 
this  country. 

•(11.31.)  Mb.  RAIKE3:  In  reply  to 
the  question  raised  by  the  lion.  Member 
for  South  Islington  (Sir  A.  R  illil),  1  may 
state  that  I  have  asked  for  particulars 
as  to  the  rebitive  number  of  the  staff 
in  Hall  and  Sheffield,  and  I  hope 
soon  to  have  infurmntion  on  that 
point.  With  regard  to  what  has  fallen 
from  the  lion,  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite,  I  can  assure  him  that  I  quite 
take  his  view,  but  I  iira  afraid  I  have 
no  power  to  compel  a  Railway  Company 
to  ojjen  a  telegraph  station.  I  shall, 
however,  be  glad  to  communimte  with 
Colonel  A'utan 


the  Railway  Company  on  the  subject.  In 
reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Aberdeenshire  with  regard  to 
the  signalling  of  ships,  I  am  sure  the 
Committee  will  be  glud  to  know  that  one 
cf  the  results  of  the  Telegraphic  Con- 
gress at  Paris  a  month  ago  has  been 
that  the  charge  in  such  cases  is  to  be 
reduced  from  two  francs  to  one  franc, 
which  is  to  be  a  uniform  charge.  In 
answer  to  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Higgerston  Division 
(Mr.  Cremer),  relative  to  the  carte 
system  of  telegrams,  that  mutter  is  one 
that  has  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
Department,  and  information  has  been 
obtained  on  the  subject.  1  should  be  glad 
if  tiie  hon.  Member  would  come  down  to 
the  Post  Office  and  see  the  Report  which 
lias  been  furnished  to  the  office  with 
regard  to  that  system  by  two  of  the 
most  experienced  officers  of  the  Tele- 
graph Department,  so  that  he  might 
be  able  to  give  his  candid  consideration 
Ui  the  objections  that  have  been  raised 
against  it.  1  should  be  glad  tii  introduce 
that  or  any  other  system  which  would 
be  advantageous  to  the  Service  but  so 
far  lis  the  evidence  goes,' I  am  inclined 
to  think  that  the  carte  system  is  less 
rapid  and  efficient  than  the  ordinary 
Telegraph  Service  of  London,  and  that,  on 
the  whole,  the  Telegraph  Service  of  Paris 
is  not  so  expeditious  as  our  own. 

Mr.  CREMER:  I  did  not  claim  for 
the  carte  system  that  it  is  more  expe- 
ditious than  ours,  but  I  said  it  was  very 
much  chcap,"r,  the  charge  being  only  3d. 
I  have  had  experience  of  the  working  of 
the  system  in  Paris,  having  sent  hundreds 
of  messages  by  it,  and  in  no  instance  hns 
there  been  any  failure.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  undertake  to 
make  further  inquiry  into  a  system 
which  has  produced  such  excellent 
results  on  the  other  side  of  the  Channel 
where  eveiyone  is  satisfied  with  it,  not 
only  as  regards  expi-dition,  but  also  in 
respect  of  the  remarkably  low  charges 
that  are  mode. 

(11.38.)  Mr.  GUILDERS  (Edin- 
burgh, S.) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  some 
further  explanation  with  regard  to  the 
non-purcha.se  of  the  telephones.     About 
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a  month  ago  1  asked  a  question  ns  to 
whether  a  Treasury  Alinute  would  be 
ifisued  before  the  end  of  tlie  Session  ; 
and  I  now  wish  to  know  whether,  if  it 
cannot  be  issued  so  soon,  the  Government 
will  raise  any  objection  to  my  moving 
for  a  Return  of  any  pro8])ectivo  chamcti-r, 
so  that  it  may  be  circulated  during  the 
Recess  t 

•Mh.  GOSCHEN  :  I  can  readily  under- 
stand that  a  good  many  people  may  be 
anxious  to  know  the  exact  policy  of  the 
Ck)vemment  on  such  a  question  aa  this. 
We  are  not,  however,  in  a  position  to 
say  what  our  exact  policy  will  be  ;  but 
I  think  it  will  interest  many  pereons 
to  know  that  the  Government  have 
absolutely  made  up  their  minds  that 
they  will  not  purchase  the  telephones, 
and  that  thei-e  is  no  chance  of  the 
telephones  being  dealt  with  as  the 
telegraphs  have  been.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  move  for  the  Return  he 
has  mentioned,  I  will  see  whether  it  will 
be  possible  to  circulate  such  a  Return 
during  the  Recess.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  however,  understand 
that  in  the  last  weeks  of  the  Sessio  n 
when  there  is  a  particular  stress  of  busi- 
ness both  Parliamentary  and  Depart- 
mental, it  would  be  difficult  to  issue  a 
Treasury  Minute  on  the  subject. 

•Mr.  CHILDERS :  I  will  gladly  move 
fertile  Return  assented  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  may  add  that  I  have 
merely  asked  the  question  solely  in  the 
interest  of  the  public,  and  not  in  that 
of  any  sellers  or  companies. 

Mr.  SHAW"  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle, 
man  will  see  the  desirability  of  so 
arranging  the  accounts  of  the  Tele- 
graph Service  that  they  will  show 
the  difference  between  capital  ex- 
penditure on  new  works  and  other 
expenditure.  If  the  accounts  are  made 
up  in  that  way,  I  think  they  would  show 
that  the  Telegraph  Service  is  now 
worked  at  an  ample  profit,  although  it 
bas  been  said  that  it  hiia  been  carried  on 
at  a  loss.  No  doubt  that  was  the  case 
immediately  after  the  sixpence  telegnvms 
were  instituted,  and  in  1887  there  was 


a  loss  of  £105,000;  but  in  1890  the 
account  shows  a  surplus  of  £144,000, 
owing  to  the  great  increase  of  business, 
I  find  that  in  the  expenditure  of  that 
year  there  was  included  £81,000  for 
the  purchase  of  submarine  telegraphs 
and  other  capital  expenditure,  bringing 
the  total  up  to  £189,000,  sd  that,  adding 
that  to  the  surplus  of  £144,000,  there 
was,  in  point  of  fact,  a  real  surplus  of 
£333,000 — quite  enough  to  pay  the 
interest  on  tho  capital  value  of  the 
Telegrapli  Service  plant. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  point  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  one 
which  the  Government  will,  of  course, 
give  every  consideration  to,  but  it  is 
very  difficult  to  settle  what  particular 
amount  ought  to  be  carried  to  the  capital 
account. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,  N.)  : 
I  should  like  to  offer  a  remark  with  regard 
to  the  carrying  of  the  telegraph  wires 
overhead.  I  wish  to  know  whether  wires 
now  carried  overhead  could  not,  to  a 
large  extent,  lie  conveyed  in  tubes 
underground.  My  attention  was  called 
to  thi.s  matter  by  what  I  saw  tho  other 
day  ill  the  County  of  Sussex,  where  the 
effect  of  the  erection  of  a  long  line  of 
black  poles,  airrying  a  single  overhead 
wire,  was  positively  disfiguring  to  a  very 
biiautiful  and  picturesque  bit  of  scenery, 
and  to  that  extent,  of  course,  depreciated 
the  property.  1  would  suggest  that 
where  wires  can  be  carried  underground, 
they  should  be  so  laid  down. 

Me.  RAIKES  :  I  will  see  what  can  bo 
done  in  reference  to  this  matter,  but  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
it  is  alway.s  competent  to  the  owner 
of  a  property  to  have  the  wires  carried 
underground  at  his  own  cost. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  excneding  £7 14,027,  bo 
granled  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
nbcosfiury  to  defruy  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coureo  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
Che  i\»\,  day  of  March  1S91,  for  the  Saluriea 
and  Expousua  uf  the  C'ustomi  Hepartment." 

Mb.  J.  KELLY"  (Camberwell,  N.):  I 
desire  to  call  attention  to  the  case  of  the 
writers  in  tho  statistical  branch  of  the 
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CuBtoms.  That  branch  presented  a 
unique,  if  not,  indeed,  a  really  lamentable 
aspect.  Its  work  was  of  a  most  important 
character,  but  was  not  known  to  the 
pnblic,  inasmuch  aa  its  Returns  appeared 


in  Reports  issued  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
Of  the  whole  staff,  54  out  of  111  were 
persons  on  tempnrary  employ.  Sixteen 
years  ago  there  were  20  writers  in  it ; 
and  10  years  a^a,  when  the  branch  wiis 
re-organised,  the  number  of  writers 
was  fixed  at  eight.  So  little  had  the 
basis  of  that  re-organisation  been 
regarded  that  actually  almnst  50  per 
cent,  of  the  staff  were  now  men  on  purely 
temporary  employ — in  name  at  least. 
The  truth  was,  that  the  writers  were  in 
continuous  employ  there,  for  many 
regularly  doing  the  work  of  second-class 
(and  indeed,  in  several  instancoB  of  first- 
class)  clerks  had  been  in  the  office  fur  10 
whole  years.  It  had  been  admit t^^d  tliat 
only  the  best  writers  found  emijluy- 
ment  in  the  Statistical  Department  of  the 
Customs. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  mny  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  I  am,  tit  the  present 
moment,  conducting  an  iiicjuiry  into 
the  Customs  Service,  and  in  the  course 
of  that  'inquiry  I  shall  have  representa- 
tives of  various  classes  of  eiiiploi/f'n  liefore 
me,  and  those  of  the  writers  might  be 
included,  who  would  then  have  an 
opportunity  of  stating  their  case. 

.  Mr.  KELLY :  I  feel  bound,  never 
theless,  to  bring  this  case  before  the 
Committee.  The  evidence  of  Mr. 
Stephen  Bourne  before  the  Pliiyfair 
Commission  showed  that  so  far  back  as 
1874  there  waa  a  deliberate  conviction 
in  the  minds  of  the  writers  in  the 
Statistical  Department  of  the  Customs 
that  the  result  of  inquiries  beiug  made 
into  their  position  would  be  their  being 
put  upon  the  Establishment.  He  stated 
in  his  evidence  that  many  of  them  did 
the  work  of  second  and  even  first  clas.s 
clerks.  In  1880  the  office  was  re- 
organised, and  the  number  of  writers 
for  it  fixed  at  eight.  In  October, 
1888,  a  tardy  and  small  concession  was 
made  to  the  writers,  numbering  over  50, 
in  this  branch,  an  addition  of  2d.  p?r 
hour  having  then  been  conceded  to  a 
certain  number  of  them.  It  could  not 
be  supposed  that  they  would  rest  with 
JUr.  J.  Kelly 
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this  jjaltry  concession  made  t«i  these  few 
men,  though  it  was  no  doubt  the  fact 
that  the  concession  was  anti-dated  to  the 
beginning  of  the  year,  and  the  accruing 
arrears  were  paid  from  January  to 
October  in  that  year. 


It  being  midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  this  day; 
Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  uj)on  Monday  next. 

STTPPLY— REPORT. 

Resolutions  [31st  JulyJ  reported. 

Revesde  Depart.mest». 

1.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,898,561 
(mvludJDg  a  buppleinentiiry  auni  of  £oO,000), 
be  granted  to  Her  Alajeaty,  to  complete  the 
aum  seoetsary  to  defray  the  (Jharge  which  will 
oome  in  cuuise  of  payment  during  the  year 
oDiiiag  on  the  31at  day  of  March,  1801,  for  the 
Siilaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Post  Oflic«  Ser- 
vices, tho  Expenses  of  Post  Uffiee  Savings 
banks,  and  liovsrnmeut  Annuities  and  Insur- 
ances, and  the  CoUeclion  of  the  Post  Utiice 
Revenae," 

(12.2.)  Mk.  CONYBEARE  (Corn- 
wall, Camborne) :  I  have  to  bring  for- 
ward a  case  which  I  should  not  mention 
were  it  nut  for  the  fact  that  other  cases 
have  from  time  to  time  occurred.  It 
argues  a  very  bad  system  that  postmen 
against  whom  no  complaint  can  be  made 
and  who  are  credited  by  the  Post  Office 
itself  with  a  clean  record,  may  on  some 
pretence — it  may  be  on  a  false  accusation 
made  by  persons  having  a  grudge 
against  them — be  deprived  of  their  means 
of  livelihood  without  being  allowed 
a  chance  of  clearing  themselves  or 
having  the  case  properly  investigated. 
A  man  named  Cornwell  had  been 
engaged  in  a  Department  of  the  Post 
Office  in  which  it  was  his  duty  to  inves- 
tigate cases  of  theft.  He  served  the 
Post  Office  so  faithfully  that  in  a  par- 
ticular case  of  robbt-ry  he  was  compli- 
mented at  the  trial,  I  think  by  the 
Judge,  upon  his  skill  in  unravelling  tho 
plot.  At  a  later  jwriod,  when  ho  was  in 
a  different  position,  and  luid  to  supervise 
the  transmission  of  parcels,  a  certain 
parcel  was  found  to  be  missing.  Some 
months    afterwards    the    loss    of    tliat 
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1  wns  attributed  to  him.  Comwell 
alleges  tliiit  the  ebarge  wus  trumped  up 
against  liim  by  certain  other  officials 
whom  he  bad  offended  when  on  detective 
duty.  After  the  parcel  had  passed 
through  his  hands  it  was  placed  in  an 
ordinary  basket,  and  he  received  no 
receipt  1 1  show  that  he  had  propi-rij* 
handed  it  over.  On  the  charge  against 
him  being  made,  a  detective  went 
to  his  house,  and,  after  treating  him 
with  something  like  contumely,  actually 
carried  away  the  keys  of  his  desk.  As 
I  understjind,  no  inquiry  has  been 
vouchsafed  to  this  gentleman,  and  he 
was  simply  dismissed  the  Service. 
Surely,  in  such  a  case,  it  is  only  right 
that  a  man  should  have  the  opportunity 
of  clearing  himself  of  the  charge  made 
against  him. 

(12.10.)  2iIr.  sexton  (Belfast, 
W.) :  I  should  like  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  to  givo  me  an  answer  to 
the  question  I  have  addressed  to  him 
reganling  the  mail  service  in  the 
North  of  Ireland.  The  matter  ■was  fully 
explained  to  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  by 
a  very  powerful  deputiitioti  representing- 
every  class  in  the  North  of  Ireland  ;  and 
the  right  lion.  G^'ntleman  made  so  satis- 
factory nnd  significant  a  reply  that  there 
was  the  very  geneml  belief  that  the  case 
would  bo  promptly  dealt  with.  In  order 
to  emphasise  the  urgency  of  the  case,  let 
mo  atiy  that  twice  this  very  week  in 
Belfa,st  letters  which  ought  to  have  been 
delivei-ed  at  noon  were  not  delivered 
until  2  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  The 
outward  mail  leaves  at  2.55  p.m.,  so  that 
there  were  only  55  minutes  on  these 
two  days  to  answer  the  genei-al  and  com- 
mercial correspondence  in  that  great 
community.  In  several  other  towns  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  the  inward  mails 
are  not  delivered  until  the  outward  mails 
have  left.  The  City  of  Belfast  is  a  must 
important  contribution  to  the  Customs 
Revenue  of  the  United  Kingdom — it  is 
next  to  London  and  Liverpool — and 
taking  all  the  circumstances  into  account, 
I  do  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  lose  no  time  in  dealing  with  the  cose. 

(12.14.)  Mb.  mac AUTNEY (Antrim, 

*S.):  There    has   been   a  grievance   of  a 

1  chai-octer  brought  to  my  notice,  and 


I  desire  to  lay  it  before  the  Postmaster 
General.  It  relates  to  the  allowance  o£  I 
overtime  to  postmen  in  some  districts  in 
the  North  of  Ireland.  Owing  to  the 
difficulties  of  thesesi  jw-ssage,  the  delivery 
of  the  Scotch  mails  in  Belfast  and  along 
the  Great  Northern  line  is  sometimes 
extremely  irregular,  and  the  pustracn 
who  are  charged  with  the  delivery  of 
the  letters  in  Belfast  and  Lurgan 
and  other  towns  receive  an  allow- 
ance for  overtime.  I  have  been  in- 
formed  that  in  Lisburn  there  is  no 
allowance  for  overtime.  The  postmen 
chfirged  with  the  delivery  of  these  letters 
in  Lisburn  have  to  wait  on  two  or  three 
occasions  during  the  week  for  an  hour 
or  an  hour  and  a  half  before  they  can 
get  the  letters.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  in(|uire  into  the  matter, 
and  that,  if  he  tind.i  my  statement  to  be 
correct,  he  will  place  the  postmen  of 
Lisburn  on  the  same  footing  as  the  post- 
men of  Belfast  and  other  towns. 

(12.16.)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co., 
Mid)  :  I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  soon  bo  able  to  see  his  wny  to  effect 
an  improvement  in  the  postal  arrange- 
ments at  Maeroom.  I  have  brought 
the  mutter  under  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  before,  and,  therefore, 
there  is  no  necessity  that  I  should  say 
more  now. 

(12.17)  Mb.  LEA  (Londouderiy,  S.)  : 
I  only  wish  to  say  one  word  with  regard 
to  tl>e  Stranraer  service.  We  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  steps  as 
soon  as  possible  to  improve  the  Mail  Ser- 
vice from  England  to  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.) :  It 
is  a  matter  of  paramount  urgency 
to  the  commercial  community  of 
Belfast  that  the  evening  Service  from 
Stranraer  should  be  improved.  The  com- 
munity are  inconvenienced  very  much 
by  tlie  liiteness  of  the  mail.'t.  The  depu- 
tiitiiin  which  waited  upon  the  Postmaster 
General  was  influential  and  representa- 
tive of  all  classts  and  of  all  shades  of 
politics.  I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  he  able  to  act  upon  their  sug- 
gestions, and  thus  afford  the  commercial 
cominnnit}'  of  Belfast  the  postal  facilities 
they  are  justly  entitled  to. 

(12.18.)  Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  hon. 
Member  for  Camborne  has  brotight  for- 
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■ward  the  case  of  a  man  named  CornwcU, 
wbo  has  rt'Ceutly    been   dismissed   from 
the    Post    Office     Beri'ice.       The     Hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  misinformed.     The 
case  is  one  to  which  I  have  given  a  groat 
deal  of  personal  attention  ;  indeed,  I  may 
Bay  that  iu  cases  of  dismissal  or  punish- 
ment  I    have    always    endeavoured    to 
satisfy  myself  thoroughly  as  to  the  facts, 
and  to  mitigate,  if  I  can,  the  effc^ct  of  the 
regulations  of  the  Department.  Coriiwoll 
has  now  been  dismissed  for  the  second 
time.     He  was  dismissed  two  years  ago 
for    making    extremely     glaring    false 
statements  relating  to  a  brother  officer, 
■who     is    sinca    deceased,    and    I    have 
always   regretted    that   I  was   induced 
to  reinstate  hira  upon  his  making  a  very 
full  apology  and  retraction  of  the  charge, 
because  I  h.^d  groat  doubt  at  the  time 
as  to  whether  ho  was  a  fit  person,  under 
the    circumstances,    to    remain    in    the 
Service.     Cornwell  had  a  superabundant 
opportunity   of  stating  his   case,  and   I 
could  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than 
that  it  was  necessary,  in  the  interest  not 
merely  of   the    Service    at    large,    but 
especially  in  that  of  the  other  men  em. 
ployed  on  the  same  duty,  tliat  his  case 
should  be  dealt  with  in  an  exemplary 
manner.     Therefore,  it  is  imiwssible  to 
hold  out  any  hope  that  Cornwell  will  be 
restored  to  the  Service.     The  hon.  item- 
bers  for  West  Belfast  and   Down  have 
very  naturally  pressed  for  some  furtlier 
statement  as  regards  the  Mail  Service  to 
the  North  of  Ireland.     I  admit  all  that 
has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Members,  both 
as   to    the    importance    of   the    interests 
involved  and  a,s  to  the  influential  and 
representative  character  of  the  deputa- 
tion 1  had  the  honour  to  receive.     I  liave 
lost  no  time  in  endeavouring  to  obtain 
the  necessary  data  on  which  to  form  an 
opinion.     As  soon  as  I  have  thoss  cLita  I 
will  losL'  no  time  iu  arriving  at  a  decision 
in   the  matter.     The    lion.   Member  for 
Antrim  has  called  attention  to  some  in- 
equality which  exists)  in  regard  to  the 
jjay  of   postmen  in   Ulster.     I    will  see 
whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
compliunt.     I  have  to  thank  the   hon. 
Mr.  Raikea 


Member  for  Mid  Cork  for  the  p:\tienoe 
he  hiis  shown  in  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  Macroom,  which  ho  brought 
under  my  notice  two  years  asro.  If  I 
am  able  to  do  anything  in  the  dii-ection  he 
desires,  I  shall  be  most  hnppy  to  do  so. 
Resolution  agreed  to. 

2  "That  a  unm,  not  oxeeedin^  £o3!),829 
(inchidine;  an  additioniil  Bum  of  £37.IU9),  be 
fjraiiled  to  Her  Mnjcsly,  to  coinijlete  the  sum 
nece^Jal■y  to  dofray  th«  Charge  which  will 
come  in  courso  of  payment  during  the  year 
pnding  on  the  3l«t  day  of  ilarch,  1801,  for  the 
Kxpenae  of  the  Post  Office  I'acket  Service." 

liesolntion  agreed  to. 

LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL     (MONEY) 
BILL.— (No.   388.) 

Order  for  consideration  of  Bill,  as 
amended,  read. 

(12.25.)  Mr.  KELLY  (CamlxTwell)  : 
I  beg  to  propose  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name.  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  (Sir  J.  Lubbock) 
has  expressed  his  willingness  to  acospt 
this  slight  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed.  Clause  6,  page 
6,  line  30,  to  omit  the  words  "  Council 
Chamber  and."— (J/r.  Kelly.) 

Question  proiKjsed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  bt'  left  out  stand  part  of  tho 
Clause." 

•(12.26.)  Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (Londou 
University)  :  The  object  of  the  clause  is 
to  enable  the  Council  to  purchase  a  site 
for  their  offices,  so  that  the}'  may  be 
able  to  bring  the  whole  staff  together. 
If  the  effect  of  tho  Amendment  would 
be  to  prevent  the  Council  Chamber  and 
offices  being  on  the  same  site,  of  course, 
I  must  oppose  it,  as  tliat  would  defeat 
the  very  object  of  the  cbiuse.  1  under- 
stand, however,  that  the  Amendment  is 
merely  a  drafting  Amendment,  as  the 
word  "  offices  "  includes CouncilChamber. 
Under  these  circumstances,  if  the  hon. 
Member  cares  to  ]}ress  his  Amendment 
I  shall  not  opjjose  it. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (.Mr.  J.^cKsox,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  move  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time." 
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Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  thii-d 
time." 

•(12.27.)  Mr.  cavendish  BEN- 
TINCK  (Whitehaven)  :  I  wish  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  protoating  against  the 
doctrine  advanced  on  the  Second  Read- 
ing by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler).  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  think  it  is  not  in  the  province 
of  the  House  to  discuss  anj-  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  County  Council.  So  far 
as  I  am  able  to  understand,  the  County 
Council  represents  the  late  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.      [Cries  of  "  No."] 

Mu.  TOJUJNSON  (Preston):  I  rise 
to  order.  I  believe  that  this  a  money 
Bill,  and  that  it  is  a  Rule  of  the  House 
that  only  one  stage  of  a  money  Bill  can 
be  taken  at  one  sitting. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  strictly  a 
Money  Bill.  The  assent  of  the  House  to 
its  provisions  are  necessary  under  a 
Statute,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  it 
is  exempt  from  thy  Rule. 

•Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK :  I 
was  about  to  say  that  the  proceedings 
of  the  Motro[)olitan  Board  of  Works 
were  discussed  in  the  House,  and  I  think 
the  proceedings^  of  the  County  Council 
may  very  properly  be  subject  to  discus- 
sion here.  I  may  also  take  this  op- 
portunity of  protesting  against  the 
charge  made  by  some  Members  opposite 
as  to  the  alleged  hostility  to  the 
County  Council  on  the  part  of 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
because  the  sentiments  which  they  hold 
as  to  the  inefficiency  of  the  County 
Council  arc  shared  unanimously  by  all 
the  intelligent  ratepayers  residing  in 
Bond  Street,  Piccadilly,  Oxford  Street, 
and  Regent  Street.  The  scenes 
which  have  lately  occurred  there  have 
been  condemned  even  by  the  Lon. 
Member  for  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  U.  L. 
Lawson),  who  has  compared  them  to 
the  proceedings  of  a  Clcrkenwell 
or  St.  Pancras  Vestry.  I  am  vei-y 
much  afraid  that  when  any  ques- 
tion affecting  the  County  Council  of 
Loudon   comes  before   the   House,    the 


interest.s  of  the  ratepayers  are  apt  to  be 
forgotten  in  the  discussion.  In  my  own 
part  of  London  the  ratepayers  protest 
very  much  against  the  mode  in  which  the 
business  of  the  County  Council  has  been 
conducted.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  J.  Lubbock) 
will  endeavour  to  keep  order  in  the 
Council. 

•(12.32.)  Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St, 
Pancras,  N.) :  I  do  not  agree  in  the 
construction  put  upon  the  Amendment 
by  the  riglit  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John 
Lubbock).  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jnck.son)  will  understand  that  the 
alteration  which  has  been  made  is  with 
the  view  of  restricting  the  application  of 
the  money  to  additional  oflices,  and  to 
prevents  its  being  used  for  a  new  Council 
Chamber,  which  many  of  us  consider  to 
be  unnecessary. 

•(12.33.)  SiE  J.  LUBBOCK  :  If  the 
statement  of  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  had  been  the  case,  I  should 
have  lieen  compelled  to  object  to  tliis 
.A.mendment.  I  distinctly  stated, 
however,  that  I  accepted  it  becaofie 
it  had  no  practical  effect,  but  was 
a  mere  question  of  drafting.  Our 
object  is  to  get  the  officers  of  the 
Council  together.  Wo  are  not  anxious 
to  do  anything  with  regard  to  the 
Council  chamlaer  itself,  except  in  the 
event  of  being  able  to  acquire  a  suffi- 
ciently large  site  to  get  all  the  staff 
together.  With  regard  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck).  I  shall  be 
prepared  to  answer  any  attack  that  may 
be  made  upon  n.s,  and,  I  hope,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  House.  I  can  only 
say  that  the  Council  will  maintain  its 
own  order  ;  and  considering  the  lateness 
of  the  hour,  and  the  vague  character  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks — I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
excuse  me — I  do  not  think  the  House 
would  expect  me  to  enter  into  any 
further  defence  of  the  Council. 

(12.34.)    Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
BUI  read  the  third  time,  and  pagged* 
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TRAMWAYS  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL  (IRE. 

LAND)  (SOUTH  CLARE  RAILWAYS) 
BILL.— (No.  301.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  Bill  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REGISTRATION  EX- 
PENSES (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  401.) 
COMMrrTEB. 

'    Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee). 

Clanse  1. 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

(12.35).  Mr.  sexton  (Belfast.  W.)  : 
I  wish  to  ask  for  an  explanation  of  one 
or  two  points.  Has  any  estimate  been 
formed  of  the  probable  amount  that  will 
be  expended  in  any  one  year  in  con- 
sequence of  the  passing  of  this  measure, 
and  what  is  the  probable  maximum  rate 
which  will  be  imposed  in  consequence? 
I  find  clerks  and  collectors  of  poor  rates 
mentioned  in  the  1st  clause.  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  these  are  the  only  officials 
who  render  services  in  connection  with 
the  Parliamentary  franchise. 

(12.36).  Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am 
afraid  I  have  not  full  information  to  give 
on  the  first  point,  but  the  charge  thrown 
on  the  Unions  under  the  Bill  will  be  very 
small.  As  to  the  sscond  question,  the 
definition  given  in  the  first  line  of  the 
clause  is  actually  exhaustive. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  able  to  afEord  us  any 
information  before  the  Third  Reading  of 
the  Bill? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  will  make 
inquiries.  In  the  meantime  I  will  put 
down  the  Bill  for  this  day  week. 

(12.37.)  Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Is 
it  desirable  to  postpone  this  sta^^  1 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  shall  be  satisfied  if 
an  answer  can  be  given  to  a  question 
next  week.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
to  delay  this  stage. 

(1 2.38.)  Dr.  TANNER :  As  my  hon. 
Friend  does  not  object  to  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  I  will  not  take  exception  to  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


NORTH-EASTERN  SEA  FISHERIES  DIS- 
TRICT ORDER  (LINDSEY). 
Resolved,  That  this  House  resolves,  parsnant 
to  section  ,1,  sub-section  (4),  of  "The  Sea 
Kisheries  Regulation  Act,  1888,"  that  such  part 
of  the  Order  for  the  creation  of  the  North- 
Eastern  Sea  Fisheries  District  as  relates  to  any 
part  of  the  sea  or  coast  lying  to  the  south  of  a 
line  drawn  true  east  from  Donna  Nook  Beacon, 
in  the  Parts  of  Lindsey,  in  Lincolnshire,  ought 
not  to  be  in  force. — (Ur.  Seeretary  Stanhope^ 

SUPREME     COURT    OF    JUDICATURE 
BILL.— (No.  245.) 
Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

COMPANIES  (MEMORANDUM  OF  ASSO- 
CIATION)  BILL.— (No.  114.) 
Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Friday  next,  and   to  be  printed. 
[Bill  407.] 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
On  the  Motion  for  Adjournment : — 
(12.43.)      Me.     MARJORIBANKS: 

When  will  the  Foreign  Office  Vote  be 

taken? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  not  able  to  say. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  the  other  day  that  the 
information  for  which  we  asked  relative 
to  the  contribution  of  £40,000  to  Ireland 
would  be  issued  in  a  day  or  two.  We 
have  not  yet  received  that  information, 
and  I  desire  to  ask  when  we  may  expect 
it? 

(12.44.)  Mr.  JACKSON:  My  right 
hon.  Friend  said  it  would  be  given  in 
the  course  of  the  financial  year,  but  I  do 
not  know  that  he  promised  it  on  any 
specific  day. 

Me.  sexton  :  He  said  in  a  day  or 
two. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  will  inquire  about 
it  to-morrow. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON:  What  will  be  the 
first  business  to-morrow  ? 

Me.  JACKSON  :  The  Police  BilL 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  That  will  occupy 
the  whole  day. 

Me.  JACKSON :  I  hope  not. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 
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BOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  Sind  August,  1890. 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 
QUESTION. 


THE  FOREION  OFFICE  VOTE. 

Mb.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  wish  to  ask  when  the  Foreigu 
Office  Vote  is  likely  to  be  taken? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.):  I  am.  afraid  that  I 
canuot  say. 


INITAST  LIFE  PROTECTION  BILL. 

(No.  U2.) 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence  ; 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  346.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
£he  Whole  House  for  Monday  next,  and 
to  he  printed.     [Bill  408.] 

OJtDEBS  OF  THE  DA  Y. 

HESEKVE  FORCE.S  BILL.— (No.  272.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported without  Amendment. 

Thk  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fok 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  SlAXUOPB,  Lincolnshire, 
HoriicaEtle) :  I  hope  that  1  may  be 
allowed  to  move  that  tlio  Bill  be  now 
read  a  third  time. 

Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  third  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

BUI  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

POLICE  BILL.— (No.  392.} 
Order   for  Consideration,  as  amended 
by  the  Standing  Committee,  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  Considered." 

(12.23.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, ttc),  who  had  a  Notice  on  the 
Paper  of  his  intention  to  move,  "That  the 
Bill  bo  considered  on  this  day  three 
months,"  said  :  I  wish  to  state  my  reasons 
for  arriving  at  the  conclusion  that  the 

VOL.  CCCXLVn.     [third  series.] 


Bill  ought  not  to  be  considered  at  the 
present  time.  It  is  a  measure  which 
has  been  very  little  discussed,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  the  House  ought  to  be 
called  upon  to  consider  it  at  a  Saturday 
Sitting.  No  one  knows  better  the  im- 
portance of  the  measure  than  the  Homo 
Secretary.  It  is  a  Bill  which  introduces 
a  bad  principle,  and  its  financial  arrange- 
ments are  extravagant  to  u  degree  which 
the  House  and  the  countiy  can  scarcely 
realise.  The  Home  Secretary,  however, 
is  fully  aware  of  all  its  defects,  seeing 
that  he  haa  had  a  Report  upon  it  from 
an  actuary  of  his  own  choosing.  I  say 
advisedly  that  if  the  same  principle  is  to 
be  applied  to  other  portions  of  the  United 
Kingdom  the  result  will  be  to  impose 
upon  the  ratepayers  an  effective  charge 
for  the  expense  of  the  police  very  con- 
siderably exceeding  £2,000,000  per 
annum.  [Cries  of  "  Agreed !"]  Hon. 
Members  say  "  Agreed !"  Ho  they  think 
that  we  are  going  to  allow  this  Bill  to 
pass  without  discussion  ?  [Cries  of 
"Divide  I'J  Hon.  Members  may  cry 
"  Divide  !'  but  they  will  be  very  much 
mistaken  if  they  think  they  are  going  to 
put  me  down.  They  should  remember 
how  they  treated  one  of  their  own  friends 
last  night.     [Cries  of  "  Divide !"] 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  invite  the  hon.  Member  to  confine 
himself  to  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

SiB  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Certainly,  Sir ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  that  the 
interruptions  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  are  most  irregular.  I  was  going 
to  say 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  out  of  order. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  bow  to  your 
ruling.  Sir  ;  but  I  was  only  appealing  to 
you  for  protection  against  the  inter- 
ruptions to  which  I  have  been  subjected 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  is  my  duty  to 
keep  order.  I  called  for  order  on  behalf 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  silence  was 
restored. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  quite  feel. 
Sir,  that  I  am  safe  in  your  hands,  and  I 
apologise  for  having  made  any  suggestion 
that  it  was  necessary  for  me  to  appeal  to 
you  for  protection.  What  I  was  anxious 
to  say  was  this :  That  the  actuary  to 
whom  the  Home  Secretary  referred  the 
3  0 
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question  of  cost  made  an  elaborate  Re- 
port, and  explained  that  under  the  pre- 
sent eztrayngant  system  which  exists  as 
to  pensions  in  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Force,  the  expenditure  would  come 
eventually  to  £520,000  per  annum,  and 
that  the  clianges  which  are  proposed  to 
be  made  will  increase  that  amount  to  at 
least  £600,000  per  annum.  Broadly 
speaking,  we  may  take  it  that  the  num- 
ber of  the  Provincial  Police  exceed  those 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  by  60  or  70 
per  cent.,  and,  therefore,  if  the  same 
system  is  to  be  enforced  in  the  provinces, 
the  result  will  be  to  give  a  matured 
pension  system  of  about  £1,000,000  there. 
I  am  willing,  however,  to  estimate  it  at 
£800,000,  so  that  the  two  together,  the 
Metropolitan  and  Provinpial  Police 
superannuation  allowances  will  come  to 
about  £1,400,000,  or,  in  round  numbers, 
to  £1,500,000  per  annum.  In  addition, 
there  are  the  Irish  Police,  which  already 
cost  £300,000  a  year,  as  against  £200,000 
for  the  Metropolitan  Police,  so  that  we 
may  safely  estimate  another  £600,000  a 
year  in  that  case,  and,  including  also  the 
Scotch  Police,  I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
that  I  am  much  within  the  mark  when 
I  say  that  the  eventual  cost  of  these 
police  superannuation  allowances  will 
amount  to  more  than  £2,000,000  per 
annum.  Now,  I  do  not  think  that  that 
is  a  matter  to  be  disposed  of  with 
a  light  heart  at  a  Saturday  Sitting ; 
nor  is  it  a  charge  which  wo  can 
impose  to  day  and  alter  to-morrow. 
When  once  imposed,  according  to 
the  doctrine  of  vested  interests, 
it  will  become  an  irrevocable  charge, 
and  will  be  settled,  like  the  Old  Man  of 
the  Sea  in  the  case  of  Siubad  the  Sailor, 
upon  the  shoulders  of  the  nation.  One 
g^eat  reason  why  we  should  refuse  to 
dispose  of  so  im}X)rtant  a  Bill  at  a 
Saturday  Sitting,  is  that  neither  the 
House  nor  the  country  understands  the 
frightful  effect  which  this  projKisal  will 
have  upon  the  rates.  The  constituencies 
and  the  Municipal  Authorities  have 
had  no  real  opportunity  of  considering 
and  discussing  the  measure.  Many  hon. 
Members  whose  constituencies  are  deeply 
interested  in  the  question  abstain  from 
attending  a  Saturday  Sitting,  and  the 
result  is  that  the  Government  and  their 
majority  will  be  able  to  do  as  they  like. 
When  I  say  that  the  Government  will 
have  their  own  way  I  do  not  mean  to 
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suggest  that  it  is  a  wicked  GoTemment, 
or  that  the  Home  Secretary  is  a  wicked 
man,  or  that  he  is  inclined  to  do  wicked 
things.  On  the  contrary,  I  belieye  that 
he  dislikes  this  Bill  as  much  as  I  do,  but 
I  am  afraid  that  he  does  not  possess 
sufficient  firmness  to  enable  him  to 
resist  pressure.  He  has  "  wobbled  " 
in  the  matter  and  given  away 
far  too  much  to  agitation  of  the 
higher  officers  of  the  police.  He 
proposes  now  to  concede  to  the  police  that 
which  the  Committee  refused,  and  I 
think  in  a  thin  house  like  this  that  is  a 
very  serious  state  of  things.  Then 
again,  if  the  Government  rush  this  Bill 
through  the  House  without  considering- 
the  wishes  of  the  Scotch  people,  they 
will  do  much  to  imperil  the  Scotch  Bill 
when  it  is  brought  forward.  That  Bill^ 
also,  was  considered  by  a  Committee  in 
which  the  Government  had  a  majority. 
Most  of  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
were  Scotch  Members,  but  even  the- 
Scotch  Tories  upon  it  were  independent, 
and  they  managed  t<-)  alter  the  measure 
in  various  material  points.  But  if  this. 
English  Bill  is  carried  we  shall  bo  told 
that  we  cannot  refuse  to  Scotland  the 
gift  which  lias  been  made  to  England^ 
with  the  result  that  the  Scotch  Bill  will  be 
restored  to  its  original  form.  I  confess, 
that  I  never  liked  the  Bill.  I  always 
thought  it  a  very  extravagant  measure, 
and  a  very  centralising  measure. 
When,  however,  I  went  into  the 
Committee  I  gained  some  addi- 
tional information,  and  I  wna  eoon 
satisfied  that  not  only  was  the  Bill 
extravagant  and  undesirable,  but  that 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  be  in  a 
great  hurry  to  pass  it.  It  seems  to  me 
that  we  require  no  Bill  at  all,  but  simply 
a  declaration  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  gift  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excho- 
quer  is  to  be  distributed  among  th&  | 
localities.  Why  is  it  that  this  Bill  i»l 
pressed  forward t  \Cries  of  "Agreed"] 
anfZ  "Divide!"] 
•Mr.  SPEAKKR:  Order,  order  1 
SiE  G.  CAMPBELL ;  I  believe  the ' 
reason  is  very  simple.  The  Government  j 
have  altogether  failed  this  year  to  dol 
anything  in  the  shajte  of  legislation. 
[^Lond  cries  of  "  Divide  !  "]  I  am  afraid  i 
that  hon.  Members  by  these  continnedLJ 
interruptions  are  simplj'  delaying  tho] 
proceedings.  As  I  was  saying,  the  Go- 
vernment have  effected  nothing  in  the 
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eliape  of  legislation,  but  in  order  to  show 
the  country  tlmt  they  have  done  some- 
thing, they  are  pressing  forward  this 
Superannuation  Bill.  It  is  a  measure 
which  has  been  forced  upon  the  Govern- 
ment by  the  police  officers  themselves. 
The  Metropolitan  officers  have  combined 
together  to  force  upon  the  Government 
the  excessively  liberal  terms  which  it  is 
now  proposed  to  give.  Uon.  Members  will 
have  seen  a  Circular  from  the  Chief 
Constable  at  Hull,  stating  that  in  the 
opinion  of  that  gentleman  the  polici" 
require  an  increase  of  pay,  and  calling 
upon  the  Members  of  this  House  to  vote 
for  it.  In  other  cases  I  believe  the 
Members  of  the  Government  have  found 
them-solves  able  to  resist  pressure  of 
this  kind,  and  I  very  much  wish  that  the 
Home  Secretary  in  this  instance  had 
shown  similar  firmness.  Tlie  doctrine 
now  acted  u[k)u  appears  to  be  that  the 
country  is  made  for  the  Services  and  not 
the  Services  for  the  country.  I  know  I 
shall  be  told  that  this  is  not  altogethei 
the  Bill  of  the  Government,  but  that 
something  of  a  similar  nature  was 
brought  in  by  the  la(e  Government  at 
the  instance  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
whom  I  am  sorry  not  to  see  in  his 
place  to-day.  No  doubt  the  Bill  does 
bear  a  certain  amount  of  resemblance  to 
the  Bill  brought  in  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton,  but  it  is  a  re- 
semblance onh'.  Riidical  changes  have 
have  been  made  in  it,  and  all  of  them, 
without  exception,  are  changes  in  favtiur 
of  the  police,  while  none  of  them  are  in 
the  public  interest.  No  doubt,  seeing 
the  agitation  which  has  been  going  on, it 
is  desirable  that  something  should  be 
done  to  settle  it,  but  I  deny  that  this 
Bill  will  settle  it  either  one  way  or  the 
other.  I  am  sorry  to  see  so  few  of  the 
Metropolitan  Members  present,  but  they 
told  the  Committee  that  the  men  of 
the  police  are  not  interested  in  the 
superannuation  fund  to  the  same  extent 
as  the  officers.  On  the  contrary,  the 
men  complain  that  the  officers  are 
trying  to  get  this  Superannuation  Bill 
for  their  own  ends,  and  they  say  that  it 
is  not  really  for  superannuation,  but  for 
an  increase  of  pay.  Therefore,  the 
measure  is  not  likely  to  settle  the  agita- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  police,  but  there 
will  b3  continued  agitation  and  dis- 
content.    There  is  one  question  which  I 


wish  to  put  to  the  Home  Secretary. 
[Cries  of "'  Divide  ! '"]  I  can  assure  hon. 
Members  that  they  are  only  wasting 
time  by  endeavouring  to  interrupt  me. 
The  question  I  wish  to  put  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  this :  He  referred 
the  question  of  superannuation,  as  far  as 
the  Metropolis  is  concerned,  to  a  strong 
Departmental  Committee,  which  sat  and 
took  evidence.  I  want  to  know  why 
they  should  not  report,  and  why  we 
have  not  the  advantage  of  the  evidence 
of  the  eminent  Civil  servants  who  were 
examined?  I  believe  the  reason  was  that 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police,  repre- 
senting the  interests  of  the  officers,  would 
not  agree  to  the  Report.  He  insisted 
upon  having  his  own  way,  and  the  result 
is  that  we  are  not  favoured  with  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee.  Then  again, 
the  Local  Authorities  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion 
upon  the  iiill.  In  the  case  of  my  own 
constituency  I  sent  a  copy  of  the  Bill, 
late  as  it  was  in  lieing  introduced,  down 
to  Kirkcaldy,  and  asked  for  an  opinion 
upon  it.  There  was  a  meeting  to  con- 
sider it,  and  the  reply  I  got  was 
that  the  matter  was  so  complicated  and 
difficult  that  they  must  decline  to  express 
any  opinion  upon  it,  and  must  leave  it  to 
my  own  discretion.  I  must  confess  that 
that  is  a  discretion  I  am  not  very  willing 
to  exercise.  At  first  I  was  inclined  to 
hiamo  the  Town  Council,  believing  that 
with  the  acumen  which  Scotchmen  enjoy 
they  were  fitted  to  express  an  opinion  ; 
but,  after  re-considering  the  matter,  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that,  on  the 
whole,  they  were  right,  lx!cause,  although 
shrewd  and  able,  they  are  also  cautious. 
Scotchmen,  and  had  really  no  datn 
before  them  upon  which  they  could 
form  an  opinion.  In  the  exercise 
of  my  discretion  on  their  behalf  I 
njjpcal  to  the  House  not  to  act 
hurriedly,  but  to  postjwno  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Bill  until  adequate  time  shall 
have  been  afforded  for  its  consideration. 
The  Government  will,  doubtless,  say 
that  the  Bill  has  been  before  a  Grand 
Committee.  I  admit  that  Grand  Com- 
mitters  are  an  excellent  institution,  and  I 
should  have  been  prepared  to  accept  the 
Bill  if  it  had  been  referred  to  a  Grand 
Committee  early  in  the  Se.ssion,  with  a 
thorough  opportunity  of  considering  it. 
But,  in  this  case,  tlie  measure  was  thrown 
at  the  heads  of  tha  Grand  Committee  in 
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the  middle  of  July,  when  most  hoii.  Mem- 
bers wanted  to  get  away  from  London, 
and  when,  out  of  the  80  Members  who 
composed  tlie  Committee,  it  was  very 
difficult  to  get  t^ether  a  quorum  of  20. 
[Loud  cries  nj  "  Divide."] 

(12.54.)  Mr.  Latonb  (Southwark. 
Bermondsey),  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put" 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member  is, 
no  doubt,  within  his  right  in  speaking  on 
the  Bill,  but  I  cannot  wonder  at  the  im- 
patience with  whicli  the  House  has  lis- 
tened to  him.  It  must  be  evident  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  has  been  for  the 
last  half-hour  discussing  the  subject  in  a 
manner  which  it  Ls  undesirable  to  adopt 
with  a  measure  which  has  been  debated 
in  a  Grand  Committee. 

SiB  G.  CAilPBELL :  I  bow  to  your 
ruling,  Sir.  In  ray  opinion  the  measure 
is  a  most  important  one,  and  I  thought  I 
was  within  my  right  in  discussing  it. 
But  as  you,  Sir,  express  an  opinion  that 
it  is  not  desirable  to  discuss  it 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  did  not  say  so. 
Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Or,  at  any  rate, 
that  the  way  in  which  I  was  discussing 
it  was  not  a  proper  one,  I  submit  at  once 
to  your  ruling.  At  the  same  time,  I 
confess  that  I  fail  to  see  that  I  have  ex- 
ceeded the  ordinary  bounds  of  debate. 
I  had  intended  to  move  the  Motion  which 
stands  in  my  name  on  the  Paper,  but  I 
will  do  no  more  than  say  that  the  measure 
is  one  whicli  introduces  radical  changes 
into  the  system  of  superannuation;  that 
it  adopts  in  favour  of  the  police  a  system 
which  is  unknown  in  any  other  Depart- 
ment ;  and  that  we  are  in  danger  of  pass- 
ing an  ill-digested  scheme  in  a  hurry, 
forced  on  by  the  Government  majority 
at  a  Saturday  sitting. 

(12.56.)  Me.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  I  beg  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoote,  it  ia  not 
ci|ieilient  that  poUca  pensiona  in  Knr;Iand 
should  be  on  a  nifrher  scale  than  in  Scotland, 
HJid  that  it  ia  deairable  that  this  Bill  be  re-com> 
milled  to  the  aame  Committne  of  the  Whole 
House  to  which  the  Police  (Scotland)  Bill  hsa 
been  committed." 

•Mtt.  SPEAKER :  It  would  be  out  of 
order  to  put  that  Motion,  because  it  con- 
tiins  two  very  distinct  propositions, 
which  cannot  be  taken  together. 

Mr.    E.   ROBERTSON :  Then    I  will 
move  the  first  part  of  the  Resolution — 
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"  That  in  the  opinion  of  thin  House,  it  is  not 
expedient  that  [Kilico  peoaions  in  England 
should  be  on  a  hiijber  scale  than  in  Scot- 
land." 

I  see  that  the  hon.  ilcmber  for  ShefiSeld 
^Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  proposes  to  move 
as  an  Amendment  to  my  Resolution — 

"  That  the  Scottish  police  should  not  bo 
placed,  OS  regards  pensions,  on  in  inferior 
scale  to  the  police  of  England  and  Wales." 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  Amendment 
will  be  out  of  order,  because  it  is  im- 
possible in  a  discussion  upon  one  Bill  to 
refer  to  another. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  am  much 
obliged  to  you.  Sir,  for  your  ruling.  It 
is  a  [Kiiiit  which  I  was  going  myself  to 
submit.  I  do  not  propose  to  occupy 
much  of  the  time  of  the  House  in  moving 
this  Resolution,  and  it  would  be  most 
agreeable  to  me  to  withdraw  it  altogether 
if  the  Government  will  consent  to  post- 
pone the  Scotch  Police  Bill  for  the 
present  Session,  so  that,  before  it  becomes 
law,  the  people  of  Scotland  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  its  provisions. 
After  the  important  Amendment  which 
was  effected  yesterday  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  the  Local  Taxation 
Bill,  it  will  be  easy  for  the  Government 
to  withdraw  the  measure  for  the  present 
Session,  and  allow  it  to  go  before  tha 
Scotch  people  during  the  Recess.  If 
there  is  any  hope  of  the  Government 
accepting  that  o^mpromise,  I  will  not 
move  my  Motion  now ;  but,  if  not,  I  am 
afraid  that  I  shall  find  myself  compelled 
to  move  it.  Between  the  Schedules  of 
the  Scotch  and  English  Bills,  there  is 
remarkable  divergency.  I  will  take  that] 
as  a  IxLsis  of  fact,  and  proceed,  as  I  under 
stand  the  Home  Secretary  is  placini 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  which  will 
have  the  effect  of  making  this  divergency 
still  greater.  The  proposition  which  I 
invite  a.ssent  to  is  that  it  is  not  desirable 
that  the  Police  Pension  scale  should  be 
higher  in  England  than  it  is  in  Scotland, 
for  this,  among  other  reasons  :  that  tha 
Members  of  the  Scotch  Police,  aftei 
being  trained,  are  attracted  to  the  Eng< 
lish  Police  Force  by  the  higher  pay 
and  the  better  scale  of  superannuation! 
We  had  thoroughly  conclusive  evidence 
to  that  effect  before  the  Committee  froM 
the  Goverifcient  witness.  Captain  Monro^ 
Inspector  Genenil  of  the  Scotch  police^ 
who  said  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
have  a  uniform  scale  of  pensions  between 
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the  English  provinces  and  Scotland. 
"  Why  do  you  say  the  English  pro- 
vinces 1 "  "  Because  there  must  be  a 
superior  scale  for  a  part  of  England  other 
than  the  provinces."  "  Do  I  understand 
you  to  mean  that  tho  competition  comes 
more  from  the  provinces  than  from  the 
Metropolis  1 "  "  Naturally,  because  they 
are  nearer."  That  is  evidence  so  strong', 
and  from  a  person  so  well  qualilied  to 
speak,  that  1  am  sure  tbe  Home  Secre- 
tory would  not  dream,  for  a  moment,  of 
passing  it  by  without  an  answer.  I  have 
had  communications  sent  to  me  Baying 
that  the  competition  is  disastrous  to  the 
Scotch  Police  Force.  I  wish  to  refer  to  the 
Amendment  put  down  by  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  W.  F.  Liiwrence),  about  which 
he  consulted  me,  and  in  reference  to 
which  I  understand  he  has  official  autho- 
rity. What  he  proposes  is  this :  that 
where  a  policeman  removes  from  a 
Scotch  to  an  English  Force  to  get  the 
higher  scale  of  pay  and  pension,  tho 
Scotch  Authority  should  have  tho  right 
of  giving  him  the  higher  rate.  I  under- 
stand that  to  be  a  serious  Amendment 
with  official  countenance. 

•Me.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpiol, 
Abercromby):  The  hon.  Member  has  mis- 
understood me  as  to  having  had  official 
authority. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  If  I  misunder- 
stood what  the  hon.  Member  said,  I  um 
very  sorry  for  it.  But  if  that  is  bo,  I 
think  it  adds  to  the  gravity  of  the  pro- 
position which  I  intend  to  snbmit  to  the 
House.  I  wish  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  consider  whether  he  cannot 
assent  to  the  Motion  to  re-commit  the 
Scotch  Bill,  or  whether,  at  ail  events,  he 
will  not  purchase  some  facihties  for  the 
passage  of  the  English  Bill  by  with- 
drawing the  Scotch  Bill  for  the  present 
Session,  in  order  to  give  the  Scotch 
people  time   to  consider  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  '  Thiit.'  to 
tho  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  aid  the 
words  'in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  not 
expedient  that  police  peusions  in  Eni^Umd 
should  be  on  a  hiRber  Bcala  than  in  Scotland."' 
—{Mr.  Edmund  Robtrtton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•(LIO.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  toe 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  appeals  to  me  whether 
we  will  not  purchase  facilities  for  the 
English  Bill  by  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Scotch  Bill.  Undoubtedly  it  would  be  s 
great  temptation  to  the  Government  and 
tho  House  of  Commons  to  obtain  facili- 
ties for  the  passing  of  a  Bill  which  must 
become  law.  But  we  have  endeavoured, 
with  the  assistance  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  and  the  Lord  Advocate,  to 
ascertain  the  views  of  Scotch  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  tho  over- 
whelming majority  have  conveyed  an  ex- 
pression of  their  desire  tu  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  Scotch  Bill  should  be 
passed  this  Session.  I  believe  only 
some  three  or  four  Scotch  Membwrs  took 
the  other  view.  I  think  tho  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  see  that,  under 
tho  circumstances,  the  Government  are 
bjund  to  meet  the  wishes  of  Scotch 
Members,  an  im|)ortant  section  of  the 
House,  on  a  matter  which  concerns  the 
security  and  interests  of  the  Scotch 
Police  Force,  and  the  peace  of  that  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  am  afraid  that  I  cannot 
purchase  the  facilities  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  offers,  and  if  he  and 
his  friends  do  insist  upon  proti  acting  the 
Debate  upon  this  measure,  and  upon  the 
Scotch  Bill  which  is  to  follow,  I  am 
afraid  that  the  result  will  be  that  hon. 
Memboi-s  will  be  subjected  to  the  incon- 
venience and  exhaustion  of  a  further  few 
days'  sitting. 

•Me.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  only  alluded 
to  my  own  Motion. 

Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  invitation  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  of 
a  very  clear  character,  and  I  think  the 
House  will  see  that  it  is  important,  even 
at  the  cost  of  inconvenience  to  hou.  Mem- 
bers, that  we  should  decline  the  invita- 
tion offered  to  us. 

•(1. 15.)  Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh, 
S.)  :  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words  in 
confirmation  of  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
(.Sir  G.  Trevolyan)  and  1  endeavoured 
yestei-dny  to  ascertain  the  views  of 
Scotch  Members.  We  obtained,  as  care- 
fully as  we  could,  the  views  of  Scotcli 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
certainly  four  out  of  tive  of  them  desired 
that  the  Bill  should  proceed  immediately 
after  the  English  Bill.  We  oould  only 
find  at  the  outside  about  six  who  held  a 
different   view.      Under  these   cLtcuB>-- 
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stances,  and  seeing  that  the  Committee 
has  introduced  considerable  Amend- 
ments, and  finally  put  the  Bill  into  a  shape  i 
for  favourable  discussion,  I  hope  that 
the  House  will  not  take  any  steps  to 
postpone  unnecessarily  the  discussion  of 
this  Bill. 

•M.K.  SPEAKER :  I  must  remind  the 
House  that  the  question  before  it  is  the 
rc-committal  of  this  Bill  and  the  ques- 
tion of  making  a  bargain  by  giving 
facilities,  for  the  English  Bill  is  not  one 
which  can  be  discussed,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  not  pursue  that  course. 

(1.12.)  Mr.  S.  storey  (Sunder- 
land) :  I  certainly  shall  not  pursue  that 
course  further.  I  am  extremely  glad 
that  the  Government  will  have  no 
tra£5cking  in  the  matter.  Upon  the 
Motion  before  the  House,  I  can  well 
understand  that  we  English  Members 
ought  not  to  object  to  Scotch  palieemen 
coming  in  largo  numbers  to  England. 
In  the  North  of  England  very  good 
policemen  are  obtained  from  Scotland 
because  of  the  better  terms  offered. 
But  I  want  to  look  fairly  at  the  matter. 
Some  of  us  are  extremely  anxious  that 
this  Bill  should  be  held  over,  because 
we  believe  that,  if  the  opportunity  wore 
afforded,  wo  should  be  able  to  introduce 
into  the  English  Bill  economical  results 
similar  to  those  which  have  been  achieved 
by  the  Committee  on  the  Scotch  Bill.  I 
would  put  this  argument  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury :  Supposing  the 
Scotcli  Bill  offered  as  good  terms  as  does 
the  English  Bill,  dtx-s  he  think  that  one 
oat  of  ten  Scotch  Members  would  desire 
the  Scotch  Bill  to  pass  r"  The  Scotch 
Members  are  satisfied  with  their  Bill  in 
its  present  form,  because  they  have  got 
a  very  much  lower  scale  of  pensions 
than  is  proposed  in  the  English  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  we 
may  be  kept  hero  a  few  days  longer. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  is  constantly 
throwing  out  tlireats  or  innuendos,  but 
it  is  our  business  to  stay  here  and  to  see 
that  Bills  are  put  into  proper  form ;  and 
we  can  trust  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
give  us  fair- play  if  wo  discuss  practical 
proposals  in  a  practical  spirit.  Our  protest 
ia  altogether  upon  the  matter  of  the  scale 
of  pensions  ;  and  we  are  certain  that  if 
we  get  ^tho  measure  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee, common  sense  and  economy  will 
oxert  an  influence  upon  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  the  Bill  would  be 
Mr.  Childers 


more  satisfactory  than  it  is  at  present, 
I  do  not  say  to  everybody,  but  to  many 
of  us.  I  think  I  may  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  to  give  some  definite  reply, 
and  the  point  I  wish  to  press  upon  him 
is  this :  that  if  he  had  brought  in  a 
separate  Bill  for  the  Metropolis,  which  is 
governed  by  itself,  and  a  separate  Bill 
for  the  provinces,  giving  the  latter  an 
uniform  rate  with  Scotland,  the  Bill 
would  have  been  in  a  very  much  more 
defensible  position  than  it  has  assumed. 
How  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
justify  giving  one  scale  to  counties  north 
of  the  Humber,  and  then,  directly  he 
crosses  the  Tweed,  introducing  another 
scale  1  I  submit  he  cannot  justify  it. 
He  is  bound,  before  we  go  further,  to 
explain  why  he  does  this.  We  wish  so 
to  modify  the  Bill  that  the  provinces 
may  be  treated  more  equitably  than  is 
now  proposed. 

(1.22.)  Mb.  MARJORIBANKS 
(Berwickshire) :  I  can  quite  confirm 
what  has  been  said  with  reference  to 
the  opinion  of  Scotch  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  as  to  the  desirability 
of  priiceeding  with  the  Bill ;  but  it  is 
exactly  because  I  desire  this  Scotch  Bill 
to  pass,  and  think  it  an  exceedingly  good 
Bill,  that  I  support  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  I  believe  the  scale  in  our 
Scotch  Bill  is  exceedingly  reasonable, 
but  we  do  not  consider  that  the  scale 
in  the  English  Bill  is  of  a  reasonable  clia- 
racter.  Wo  desire  that  the  scale  in  the 
English  Bill  shall  be  assimilated  to  the 
scale  in  the  Scotch  Bill,  and  we  consider 
that  to  be  a  very  reasonable  proposal. 
The  Chief  Constable  for  Edinburgh  in 
his  evidence  stated  that  the  limited 
form  of  superannuation  in  Scotland  told 
very  injuriously  against  the  Scotch  Police, 
beaiuse  men  who  resolved  to  make  the 
Police  SL-rvice  a  profession  were  attracted 
to  England  by  the  better  terms  offered. 
I  maintain  that  if  you  create  a  new 
system  under  which  the  English  Police 
get  a  higher  scale  of  [tensions  than  the 
Scotch  Police,  we  shall  find  the  present 
difliculties  in  Scotland  intensified.  For 
those  reasons  1  support  the  Amendment 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  behind  me. 

•(1.24.)  Thr  SECRETARY  or  STATE 
roB  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Maithews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  on  this  point.  It  is  a 
little  inconvenient  to  discuss  and  com- 
pare the  English  and  the  Scotch  scale  of 
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penaiona,  but  I  will  assume  for  tbe  pur- 
pose of  hoa.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
the  Scotch  scale  will  ultimately  be  lower 
tlian  the  scale  of  the  English  Bill.  The 
hou.  Member  says  that  will  result  in 
the  attraction  of  Scotch  Police  to  Eng- 
land. But,  at  the  same  time,  I  would 
point  out  that  to  projKise  cutting  down 
the  English  scale  to  the  level  of  the 
Scotch  scale  is  going  beyond  the  province 
•of  a  Scotch  Member.  The  maximum 
scale  of  tbe  English  Bill  in  no  move  than 
what  the  Metropolitan  Police  receive  at 
this  moment,  and  is  actually  less  than 
many  of  the  police  receive  in  the  North 
■of  England  and  the  West  Riding.  And 
at  the  present  moment  I  would 
point  out  tliat  competition  exists 
■though  there  is  no  superannuation  in 
Scotland.  Yet,  notwithstanding  that 
•competition,  no  diflBculty  is  found  iu 
obtaining  a  sufficient  number  of  men  to 
fill  the  Scotch  police  forces  and  keep 
them  to  their  proper  complement.  Does 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  really  ask 
the  House  to  cut  down  the  English 
scale  by  giving  the  same  superannuation 
as  is  proposed  for  Scotland  t  His  argu- 
ment has  utterly  failed.  But  inequality 
•of  superannuation  is  inevitable  as 
between  forces.  In  England  several 
police  forces,  side  by  side  in  neighbour- 
ing counties,  adopt  different  scales, 
within  the  maximum  of  the  Bill,  accord- 
ing to  the  \-aryiug  conditions  of  those 
forces.  You  would  really  throw  a  hard- 
ship upon  the  Police  Forces  if  you 
insisted  upon  uniformity  of  scale. 

•(1.27.)  Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.)  :  I  think  the  reasons  given 
by  my  hoa.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dundee  for  stopping  the  progress  of  the 
English  Bill  are  of  the  most  frivolous 
character.  Scotland  is  not  substantially 
affected  by  the  Bill  at  present  before  the 
House.  The  existing  practice  with 
regard  to  pensions  is  different  in  the 
two  countries ;  besides,  the  scale  of 
living  and  remuneration  generally  is 
different  in  Scotland  from  what  it  is  in 
England.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man complains  that  policemen  are 
attracted  from  Scotland  to  England. 
But,  Sir,  it  is  not  policemen  alone  who 
are  drawn  to  England  by  the  superior 
advantages  and  greater  opportunities 
which  this  wealthier  country  offers. 
The  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  does 
not  meet  the  difficulty   which   he  has 


raised,  because,  though  he  might  equalise 
the  pensions,  there  is  no  proposal  under 
either  of  these  Bills  to  equalise  the  scale 
of  pay ;  and  it  is  really  the  superior 
scale  of  pay,  and  not  the  superior  scale 
of  superannuation,  which  attracts  the 
Scotch  Police  to  England.  You  cannot 
have  the  bast  men  unless  you  pay  the 
best  scale  of  wages.  My  hon.  Friend 
proposes  to  re-commit  the  Bill  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  Scotch  Members,  but  I  can 
hardly  think  that  he  is  serious  in  making 
such  a  suggestion.  In  the  first  place, 
such  a  course  would  be  a  gross  affront  to 
the  Committee  on  Law,  who  went  most 
carefully  through  the  Bill ;  and,  secondly, 
to  re-commit  an  English  Bill  to  a  Com- 
mittee exclusively  composed  of  Scotch 
Members  would  be  a  ridiculous  inversion 
of  the  jirinoiple  of  Home  Rule,  to  which 
I  thought  my  hon.  Friend  adhered. 

•Mn.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  out  of  order. 

•Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  Then  I  will 
only  make  a  very  strong  protest  against 
the  idea  that  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
committed at  all. 

(1.31.)  Mr.  ATHERLEY- JONES 
(Durham,  N.W.)  :  I  am  afraid  from 
what  the  Home  Secretary  has  stated  that 
under  this  Bill  there  is  to  be  a  distinction 
drawn  between  the  scale  of  pensions 
obtaining  in  the  various  provincial  forces 
in  this  country ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  argued  that,  as  such  a 
difference  was  to  obtain  throughout 
England,  there  can  be  no  objection  to  its 
obtaining  in  Scotland.  The  difference  in 
the  scale  of  pensions  in  different  places 
in  England  may  be  very  small,  but  the 
difference  of  scale  between  England  and 
Scotland  is  very  large.  There  has  been 
au  agitation  among  the  Scotch  Police  for 
the  purpose  of  assimilating  their  scale 
of  pen.sions  with  that  in  England.  That 
is  a  serious  matter  ;  and  the  agitation  will 
be  continued,  especially  as  the  scale  is 
not  hereafter  to  be  fixed  by  the  Ijocal 
Authorities,  but  has  been  fixed,  or  will 
hereafter  be  fixed,  by  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment. The  Home  Secretary  has 
made  a  somewhat  extraordinary  proposi- 
tion. He  says,  "  I  object  to  a  cast  iron, 
system,"  and  yet  he  is  the  first  to  pro- 
pose such  a  system  ;  he  has  proposed, 
perfect  equality  of  pensions  throue\iowt 
the  provinces. 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  No. 
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Mb.  ATHERLEYJONES  :  Well,  I 
certainly  took  that  to  ba  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  under- 
stood there  was  to  ba  no  discretionary 
power  vested  in  the  municipalities  ;  bat 
if  that  is  not  so,  tlien,  of  coursL-,  I  am 
mistaken.  1  will  not  trespass  further 
on  the  time  of  the  House.  I  think  that 
in  the  circumstances,  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  deserves  more  considera- 
tion than  the  cavalier  treatment  which 
it  has  received  at  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  I  hope  it  will  be  pressed 
to  a  Division. 

(I. ,35.)  Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS 
(Finsbury,  E.)  :  1  have  listened  in  vain  to 
hear  any  justification  for  the  position 
which  the  Scotch  Members  have  taken 
up  on  this  matter.  If  an  English 
itember  had  moved  such  au  Amendment 
■with  reference  to  a  Scotch  Bill,  the 
Scotch  Members  would  certainly  have 
charged  liira  with  incurring  a  serious 
responsibility,  and  with  paying  tliem  a 
very  poor  compliment.  If  such  an 
Amendment  to  the  Bill  liad  been  moved 
by  an  English  Member,  the'  Scotcli 
Members  might  legitimately  have  ap- 
proved and  supported  it,  as  we  have 
supported  them  in  the  action  they  have 
thought  best  to  take  on  Scotch  questions  ; 
but  it  is  scarcely  for  the  Scotoh  Members 
to  t;ike  the  initiative,  espscially  as  they 
have  pretty  well  secured  their  own  way 
with  regard  to  their  own  Police  Bill. 
We  are  bound  to  deal  in  a  genemus  and 
liberal  spirit  with  our  Police  Forces ; 
and,  therefore,  I  shall  support  the  Bill, 
becaus-'  1  conceive  that  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Memter  is  not  con- 
ceived in  tiie  interests  of  these  most 
useful  bidies  of  men.  The  system  pre- 
vailing in  England  is  entirely  different 
to  that  which  obtains  in  Scotland  ;  and 
unless  the  Scotch  Members  are  prepared 
to  carry  their  principles  still  further  and 
Bay  that  in  all  tilings  a  common  basis 
shall  exist  between  the  two  countries, 
their  position  is  illogical. 

(1.39.)  Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  (Man- 
chester, S.W.)  :  I  am  not  prepared  to 
support  this  Amendment  simply  because 
the  pension  scale  in  Scotland  is  lower 
than  the  English  scale.  If  it  can  be 
shown  that  the  pensions  in  England 
are  unnecessarily  high,  and  that  there 
are  gi-ave  reasons  for  reducing  them,  I 
shall  be  prajmred  to  listen  to  such  argu- 
ments, and  to  act  accordingly ;  but  to 
move   to   reduce   pensions   in    England 


simply  because  the  Scotch  scale  is  fewer 
is  unreasonable,  and  I  therefore  hope  that 
the  Government  will  adhere  to  their  Bill. 

•(1.40.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bnck», 
N.) :  I  do  not  think  the  Metropolitan 
Members  can  be  awai-e  of  the  increased 
burden  this  Bill  will  throw  upon  the 
rates.  According  to  the  calculations  of 
Mr.  Finlaison,  the  Actuary  to  the  Na- 
tional Ddbt  Office,  the  present  annual 
charge  for  superannuations  for  the  Metro- 
p  ilitau  Police  alone,  is  £197,000  ;  but  if 
the  Bill  is  carried,  the  charge  will  be 
according  to  Mr.  Finlaison's  calculations* 
£565,000  a  year,  nearly  three  times  the 
present  amount.  1  very  much  regret  that 
the  Government  should  have  resolved  to 
press  it  forward  at  this  loie  period  of  the 
Session  when  it  cannot  be  fully  discussed 
by  the  House.  Though  I  .'tm  favourable 
to  the  general  principle  of  the  Bill,  yet 
I  would  suggest  to  the  Government  that 
the  better  and  wiser  cour.se  to  pursue  is 
to  p<JStpone  the  Bill  to  next  Session,  in 
order  that  the  County  Councils  may 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  it. 
I  am  confident  that  such  a  course  would 
result  in  the  improvement  of  the  Bill. 
A  sum  of  £850,000  will  have  to  be  raisetf 
out  of  the  rates  over  the  country  outside 
the  Metropolis  in  order  to  meet  these 
additional  police  pensions,  towards  which 
pensions  the  Government  are  onlj' giving- 
£350,000.  These  figures  are  stsirtling 
and  alarming,  and,  therefore,  the  Go- 
vernment ought  not  to  press  the  Bill  for- 
ward at  this  late  jieriod  of  the  Ses,sion. 
This  enormous  burden  ought  not  to  be 
imposed  on  the  rate  payers  without  tlie 
County  Councils  first  having  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill. 

•(1.43.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St. 
Pancras,  N.)  :  I  hope  that,  as  the  matter 
has  been  thoroughly  discussed  in  the 
Hous.^  and  aftorwanls  in  the  Standing- 
Committee,  the  House  will  not  be  put  to 
the  trouble  of  dividing  on  the  Amend- 
ment. It  is  not  right  that  the  House 
should  now  be  delayed  by  a  Second 
Reading  Debate  on  the  Bill.  The 
question  raised  having  been  fully  dis- 
cas.sed  ought  not  now  to  be  revived. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  wa.s 
on  the  Standing  Committee,  and  if  his 
views  were  not  fully  considered  there  it 
was  not  his  misfortune,  but  his  fault. 
Ho  generally  takes  very  good  care  to 
have  questions  adequately  discussed  on 
Committees  of  which  ho  is  a  Member. 
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I  make  (he  same  obssrrations  with 
reference  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy.  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  protesting  against 
the  obstructive  policy  and  tactics 
which  are  being  pursued  apjiarently  in 
order  to  prevent  the  House  from  getting 
to  the  business  for  which  hon.  Members 
have  been  nailed  together  to-day.  I  recog- 
nise the  efforts  which  the  Government 
have  midoubtedly  made  to  de;il  with  the 
question.  There  is  a  strong  feeling 
among  Members  generally  that  this 
police  superannuation  question  should 
be  dealt  with  and  settled  as  soon 
and  as  satisfactorily  as  possible ;  and 
as  I  balievc  the  Government  are  acting 
on  these  lines  in  the  matter,  I  shall 
give  them  all  the  support  I  can  to  get 
the  Bill  [lassed. 

(1.45.)  SikG.  CAMPBKLL:  I  have 
already  expressed  an  npiuion  that  the 
Superannuation  Bill  is  required  for 
Scotland.  If  the  Government  will  drop 
the  English  Bill  we  will  give  them 
facilities  for  passing  the  Scotch  Bill. 
I  do  not  wish  to  put  any  obstruction 
in  the  way  of  tlie  latter,  but  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  if  you  give  the  English 
policemen  advantageous  terms,  you  will 
interfere  with  the  market  supply  of 
policemen  for  Scotland.  1  think  the 
Home  Secretary  has  placed  the  matter  in 
a  false  light.  He  says  that  already 
many  ]>rovincial  force's  liave  better  terms 
than  those  proposed  in  the  Bill.  That 
may  be  so  as  regard.s  the  maximum,  but 
it  is  the  minimum  proposals  to  which  we 
object.  I  shall  sup^wrt  the  Amendment 
of  my  hou.  Friend. 
•(1.48.)  Mb.  CHILDERS:  I,  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Mumber  for  Bridge- 
ton,  who  acted  with  mo,  assumed  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  opposed  to  the  prompt 
discussion  of  the  Scotch  Superannuntiun 
Bill ;  but  if  the  hou.  Member  is  not,  then 
that  fact  further  .Mipports  the  contention 
that  the  majority  ut  the  Scotch  Members 
are  in  favour  of  the  Bill  following  the 
English  Bill. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
siy  what  the  question  was  which  he  put 
to  Scotch  Members  1 

(1.50.)  The  House  divided  : — Ayes 
137 ;  Noes  20.— (Div.  List,  No.  220.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered. 


•(2.13.)  Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  to 
submit  a  clause  which  a  few  words  of 
explanation  will  make  plain  to  the  House. 
When  the  special  constables  were  last 
called  out,  they  could  only  act  in  the 
City  if  appointed  for  the  City,  or  in  the 
Metropolis  if  appointed  for  the  Metro- 
polis. This  clause  is  to  enable  the  special 
constables  sworn  in  before  the  Metro- 
politan police  magistrates  to  act  in  the 
City  and  in  the  Metropolitan  Police 
District. 

A  Clause, — Provision  as  to  special 
constables, — (J/r.  Secretary  Mallhew«,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  lirst  time. 

ilotion  made,  and  Question  profwsed, 
"  That  the  Ckuse  be  read  a  second 
time." 

(2.14.)  Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,N.)  : 
I  cannot  say  that  the  explanation  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  satisfac- 
tory. It  seems  to  nie  a  very  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  such  a  clause  should 
be  proposed  in  a  Bill  which  lias  to  do 
with  pensions,  and  only  with  pensions. 
['"No,  ho!"]  At  all  events,  this  clause 
ought  to  have  been  introduced,  if  at  all, 
nt  the  Committee  stage.  I  should  like 
to  know  what  is  the  necessity  for  intro- 
ducing this  clause.  What  is  the  object 
in  view?  We  have  got  on  tolerably 
well  for  centuries  without  this  power, 
which  seems  to  mo  entirely  uiuieces- 
sary. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

•(2.1G.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  next 
clause  can  be  explnined  in  a  few  words. 
Under  nu  Act  of  George  IV.,  the 
Receiver  for  the  Metropolitan  Police  Dis- 
trict is  a  pel-son  through  whose  hands 
pass  all  moneys  that  go  to  the  Metro- 
politan Police.  The  sfaitute  requires  the 
giving  of  a  bond.  The  system  of  bonds 
is  altogether  obsolete,  and  the  Treasury- 
do  not  require  them  even  in  cases  where 
there  is  responsibility.  The  money  is 
no  longer  paid  as  it  was,  and  the  bond 
has  become  absolutely  useless. 

A  Clause, — Provision  as  to  Receiver 
of  Metropolitan  Police  District,) — {^Mr. 
Secretary  Matthew^,) — brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  p-popoBed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  secot^A  \,\tiv®- 
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•(2.18.)  Mr.  CHILDERS  :  May  I  aak 
the  Home  Secretary  whether  ho  has 
concluded  his  inquiry  into  the  duties  of 
the  Raceiver,  some  of  which  are  alto- 
getlier  arcliaic,  and  quit«  unsuited  to 
present  financial  arrangements.  I  quito 
agree  that  he  has  no  monetary  charge  or 
responsibility. 

•(•2.20.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have 
been  for  some  timo  considering  these 
points,  and  I  hope  during  the  recess, 
and  80  fur  as  I  can  without  legislation, 
to  introduce  a  number  of  improvements. 
(2.20.)  Mr.  storey  :  As  I  under- 
stasid  the  matter,  the  Receiver  will 
be  in  the  same  position  in  London 
and  in  the  Provinces.  So  far,  that  is 
satisfactory.  I  note  the  fact  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  takes  more  time 
to  explain  an  Amendment  of  his  own 
than  he  does  to  j-eply  to  serious  argu- 
ments. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  timt',  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

(2.21.)  Mr.  STOREY;  In  moving  my 
Amendment,  I  may  have  to  touch  upon 
matters  ujjon  which  1  expressed  an 
opinion  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  the  only  opportunity  I  have  had. 
My  objection  is  altogether  one  of 
principle.  I  object  to  the  whole 
system  and  method  of  pensions  as 
applied  to  persons  who  are  nut  the 
direct  servants  of  tliu  State  at  any  rate. 
If  it  were  necessary  to  enter  into  the 
larger  question  whether  a  system  of 
pensions  is  good  for  the  country  in 
respect  to  its  othuials,  I  should  be  pre- 
pared to  discuss  that,  but  I  have  not  at 
the  moment  an}'  intention  of  discussing 
other  than  the  precise  point  to  which  I 
take  exception.  I  take  the  liberty  of 
pointing  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  in  this  Bill  he  is  taking  a  very 
serious  new  departure.  I  am  not  going 
at  any  length  into  objections  I  hjvo 
urged  before,  but  I  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  frankly  that,  in  my  judg- 
ment, and,  I  think,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  any  sober-minded  man  who 
considers  this  matter  seriously,  he  is 
introducing,  in  a  deliberate  manner,  a 
precedent  of  State  Socialism  in  this 
conntry  with  respect  to  others  than  the 
direct  emjdoyea  of  the  State.  It  may  bo 
^rise  or  not  to  adopt  such  a  policy,  but 
at  any  rate.it  is  serious,  and,  speaking 


from  my  own  point  of  view,  it  is  an 
extraordinary  fact  that  a  Conservative 
Administration  which  calls  itself  the 
Guardian  of  the  Constitution,  should 
have  taken  this  very  serious  step.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  put 
the  whole  Police  Force  of  this  countrj 
in  a  better  position,  as  regards  pen- 
sions, than  even  the  soldiers  in  the 
National  Army.  He  proposes  in  this 
first  clause  that  the  men  who  have  com- 
pleted 25  years'  service  shall  have 
pensions  by  right ;  in  the  second  place, 
that  a  man  who  has  completed  15  years' 
service,  and  is  incapacitated  by  infirmity 
of  mind  or  body,  upon  medical  certificate, 
shall  be  entitled  to  a  pension  ;  thirdly, 
that  before  the  completion  of  15  years' 
asrvice  on  being  incapacitated  he  shall 
receive  a  gratuity;  and  fourthly,  that  if 
a  man  becomes  inca[jacitated  in  the  per- 
formance of  his  duty  within  a  month 
after  ho  has  entered  the  Service,  through 
injury  received  in  the  execution  of  his 
duty,  and  not  through  his  own.  default, 
then  he  is  entitled  to  receive  a  pension 
for  life.  Now,  it  must  be  admitted  these 
are  very  serious  proposals  to  make.  If 
they  were  proposals  affecting  a  limited 
bjdy  of  men,  they  would  be  serious,  but 
tliey  will  aSect  an  army  of  no  less  than 
38,000  men ;  in  other  words,  you 
projiosa  to  add  to  an  enormous  army  of 
peiisiouers  from  the  Public  Service 
auother  enormous  army,  the  majority  of 
whom  are  in  no  sense  the  servants  of  the 
State,  but  are  the  servants  of  munici- 
palities. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
more.  He  not  only  for  the  first  time  com- 
mits the  State  to  the  pensioning  by  right 
of  a  large  army  of  men  other  than 
servants  of  the  State,  but  ho  absolutely 
gives  to  this  favoured  class  better  terms 
than  the  State  gives  to  its  own  servants. 
Let  me  refer  to  the  two  great  classes  of 
pensioners  from  the  Civil  Service  and 
the  Army.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  deny  tliat  the  rate  he  gives  to 
the  policemen  under  this  Bill  i.s  consider- 
ably higher  than  the  ordinary  rate  for 
Civil  servants.  That,  of  course,  is  a  matter 
beyond  argument;  it  isadmitted  inall con- 
siderations of  the  Bill,  and  in  the  volumi- 
nous Reportof  the  Di;partmental  Commit- 
tee this  point  is  particularly  dealt  with. 
The  police  are  asked,  "  Do  you  know  that 
Civil  Servants  have  neither  the  same 
amount  of  pensions  you  ask,  nor  are  they 
pensioned  at  the  same  time  ?"     The  police 
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auswer,  through  their  officers,  "  Cer- 
tainly they  have  not,  but  you  must 
remember  what  our  life  is,  our  service  is 
more  serious,  more  liurdensome,  more 
dangerouf,  and,  therefore,  we  are  entitled 
to  larger  pensions."  Well,  1  am  not 
disputing  facts,  I  am  only  bringing  out 
this  point,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, for  what  seem  to  him  good  reasons, 
no  doubt,  is  distinctly  giving  to  other 
than  public  servants  larger  pensions,  on 
more  favourable  terms  than  the  Civil 
Servants  of  the  State  get.  I  put  it  to 
the  House — or  this  remnant  of  the 
House — that  this  is  a  now  departure, 
fraught  with  infinite  risk  of  expenditure 
to  the  country,  and  which,  I  think, 
cannot  but  result  at  no  distant  datu  in 
Socialistic  proposals  against  which  I 
should  be  a  strong  supporter  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  I  do  not  bslieve  he 
is  a  Socialist  to  the  extent  to  which  this 
principle  of  State  pensions  may  be 
pushed.  If  wo  grant  to  policemen,  who 
are  not  the  servants  of  the  State,  larger 
pensions  and  better  terms  than  are 
gmnted  to  the  great  body  of  Civil 
Servants,  how  does  the  case  stand  as 
regards  soldiers  ?  It  will  not  be  denied 
that,  to  put  it  mildly,  the  duty  of  a 
soldier  is  more  hazvrdous  than  that  of  a 
policeman.  It  may  not  he  at  certain 
periods  of  his  life,  but  I  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who,  by  his 
manner,  rather  seems  to  dispute  my 
proposition,  would  he  say  that,  taking 
an  ordinary  soldier  in  any  of  the 
marching  regiments,  with  his  chance  of 
having  to  engage  in  warlike  operations 
and  subject  himself  to  all  the  risks  and 
privations  of  a  campaign 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  And  climates. 

Mr.  storey  :  And  bad  climates- 
will  he  deny  that  the  risks  and  dangers 
to  life  and  health  are  greater  thnn  those 
encountered  by  an  ordinary  rural  police- 
roan  }  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
going  to  pension  an  ordinary  rural 
policeman  in  a  country  village  on  much 
better  terms  than  the  soldier  whose  duty 
it  is  to  suffer  and  risk  death  for  the 
Stale,  in  any  quarter  of  the  globe  !  How 
does  he  justify  that  ?  Now,  first  of  all, 
you  do  not  grant  any  pensions  to  your 
soldiers  at  all — no,  not  the  ordinary 
soldier.  I  am  sometimes  inclined  to 
ttiink  that  when  the  House  sees  the  sum 
total  of  £1,500,000  for  military  peu- 
eious,  it  does  nut  realise  what  it  means. 


I  daresay  a  good  many  good-natured 
kindly  folks  think  that  every  soldier — 
that  the  ordinary  Tommy  Atkins — ^gets 
a  pension.  Nothing  of  the  sort.  Your 
captains,  colonels,  and  majors  get  pen- 
fiiouB  ;  the  ordinary  soldier  is  not  entitled 
to  a  pension.  Now,  I  put  the  point  very 
seriously  :  first  of  all,  the  soldier  is  not 
entitled  to  a  pension ;  secondly,  if  he 
serves  for  21  years  he  brings  himself 
under  the  Pension  List,  and  the  pension 
you  grant  him  is  a  mere  bagatelle  com- 
pared to  this  pension  you  propose  to  give 
to  a  policeman.  What  is  the  reason? 
Where  is  the  justification  for  g^iving 
better  terms  to  the  policemen  than  to 
the  soldier  ?  Then  I  put  another  case, 
and  to  me  it  seems  a  very  serious  case. 
I  am  not  unwilling  that  you  should  be 
generous  towards  the  police,  though  I 
say  that  should  be  displayed  in  pay, 
rather  than  in  pension,  but  I  put  this 
]}ractical  point  to  the  Home  Secretary:  K 
a  man  joins  the  force,  and  within  a 
mouth  is  injured  in  the  execution  of  his 
duty,  or  within  any  limited  period,  it 
may  be  a  month,  it  may  be  a  day,  he  is 
then  entitled  to  a  pension  for  life.  Now 
take  the  case  of  a  soldier,  who  has 
promised  to  serve  for  seven  years.  He 
goes  to  war,  and  if  he  dies  in  consequence 
of  wounds  received  from  the  enemy,  I 
admit  his  family  are  entitled  to  a 
pension,  but  if  he  comes  home,  or 
goes  to  an  invalid  station,  and 
dies  in  pain  and  anguish,  after  illness 
arising  from  the  hard  life  of  the 
campaign,  his  wife  and  children 
under  the  law  that  governs  pensions  are 
entitled  to  nothing  but  a  simple  gratuity 
which  may  be  given  or  refused.  That, 
I  suppose,  you  think  fair  to  the  soldier? 
That  is  tlje  point  of  my  argument. 
["  No  !  "]  But  it  is.  That  is  what  the 
State  by  law  regards  and  decrees  to  be 
fit  and  proper  treatment  for  the  soldier. 
It  is  alwiiys  an  advantage  to  put  a  con- 
crete case.  I  know  a  case  of  a  man  who 
served  in  that  unhappy  Zulu  Wai-,  and  in 
the  fight  at  Isaudula,  where  one  of  our 
regiments  was  cut  up.  Tliis  poor  man 
was  not  killed  in  the  action  ;  he  escaped 
and  was  sent  to  Port  Elizabeth,  where  he 
died  of  exhaustion  induced  by  the  hard- 
ships he  endured  in  the  campaign.  His 
wife  was  witli  him,  and,  at  the  expense 
of  the  State,  she  was  sent  home,  and,  not 
unnaturally,  she  expected  that  her  case 
would  receive  some  consideration  at  tbe 
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bands  of  tho  authorities.  But  no  help 
was  given  her  because  lier  husband  was 
not  killed  in  action,  but  died  of  exhaus- 
tion that  followed,  and  under  the  regu- 
lations, which  are  thought  sufficient,  tho 
widow  was  not  entitled  to  State  assist- 
ance. As  a  matter  of  fact,  she  got 
nothing.  A  good  deal  of  sympathy  was 
evoked  for  her,  and  ultimntely  this 
poor  woman  applied  through  a  Member 
of  Parliament  to  be  sent  back  iu  a  troop- 
ship to  Port  Elizabeth,  where  she 
thought  she  had  an  opportunity  of  getting 
a  living.  The  circumstances  were  put 
before  the  Government  that  her  husband 
had  died  of  Imrdships  endured  in  tho 
war,  and  the  request  was  made  that  she 
might  bo  ])ermitted  to  go  out  in  a  troop- 
ship, and  the  answer  given  by  a  right  lion. 
Gentleman  wliosaton  that  Bench  undara 
formerGovernraent,  was  tliat  ho  wns  sorry 
that  he  had  no  money  to  do  any  such 
thing,  and  tlmt  moreover  it  was  against 
the  regulations.  Well,  tluvt  is  the  way 
we  treat  our  soldiers,  but  the  point  of 
my  argument  is,  if  you  consider  this  fair 
as  applied  to  the  case  of  a  soldier,  how  is 
the  case  of  the  policeman  ?  Here  is  a 
man  who  stays  at  home  at  case,  and  yon 
propose  that  if  he  meets  with  an  accident 
in  the  carrying  out  of  his  public  duty  he 
shall  be  entitled  to  a  pension  for  life. 
Now,  I  put  it  to  the  Home  Secretary, 
what  business  has  he  to  decree  to  a 
municijjality  that  it  shall  carry  out 
such  a  regulation  as  that  'I  He  does  not 
provide  the  money ;  the  municiiwility 
does  that.  One  jiart  of  my  objectinn  is, 
that  if  we  have  to  pay,  as  we  shall  have 
to  pay,  we  do  not  want  to  liave  Home 
Office  instructions  as  to  what  is  fair  and 
just  in  any  such  case.  Why  does  he 
want  a  cast-iron  system  ?  Cannot  he 
trust  a  municipality  to  deal  with  its  own 
servants  1  Your  proposed  jwnsious  to 
policemen  ara  to  be  on  a  more  magnifi- 
cent scale  than  the  best  of  their  country- 
men in  the  Civil  Service.  Of  course,  1 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  you  are  going  to 
treat  the  police  better  than  a  certain 
pampered  class  of  tho  commanity — it 
would  be  too  much  to  expect  that.  If  I 
were  to  enter  into  this  controversiiil 
matter,  I  should  provoke  heat  I  desire 
to  avoid,  but  I  am  within  my  right  if  I 
say  that  it  would  be  instructive  were  I 
to  show  the  methods  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  such  as  he,  pursue  in  dealing 
with  a  certain  pampered  useless  class  of 
Mr.  Storey 


officials.  But  I  pass  from  that.  I  main- 
tain that  it  is  now  proposed  to  treat 
policemen  on  more  libenil  terms  than 
the  Civil  Service,  and  to  give  them  better 
pensions  than  we  give  our  soldiers.  I 
was  amazed  to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's sign  of  dissent  as  I  contrasted  the 
life  of  a  soldier  and  a  policeman,  and 
said  the  duties  of  the  former  are  more 
dangerous.  Now,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  dealing  with  the  London 
policemen  alone,  1  should  not  be  dis- 
posed to  indulge  in  any  controversy 
wth  him.  I  can  realise  the  bitter  hard- 
ness of  the  life  of  a  London  policeman. 
I  know  what  it  means  perambulating 
these  huge  and  monstrous  streets,  spend- 
ing nights  and  days  in  what  is  very 
serious  duty.  If  the  Home  Secretary 
had  said  owing  to  the  exceptional  position 
of  the  Metropolitiin  Police,  tho  character 
of  the  duties  they  have  ta  dischat^e, 
the  wear  and  tear  of  body  and  mind,  he 
proposed  exceptional  j)ensiou  arrange- 
ments, then,  although  I  am  very  much 
opposed  to  the  whole  system  of 
pensions,  1  confess  I  do  not  think  I 
should  have  the  heart  to  oppose  him. 
But  I  complain  that  the  Home  Secretary 
will  persist  in  allowing  his  experience  of 
London  to  govern  his  settlement  for  the 
whole  force  of  the  country.  Now,  I 
speak  to  many  Members  who  live  in  the 
country,  and  I  ask  them  :  What  is  the 
position  of  the  rural  policeman?  He 
lives  in  a  village  ;  he  has,  perhaps,  now 
and  then  a  drunken  man  to  look  after; 
he  is  looked  up  to  by  the  villagers  as  a 
little  god  ;  he  is  held  in  the  greatest 
respect  by  all  the  decent,  quiet  people, 
and  even  the  well-to-do  people,  if  they 
do  not  feel  an  awe  of  him,  treat  him 
with  respect.  I  know,  in  my  electioneer- 
ing experiences  in  Durham,  in  village 
after  village  I  found  the  local  policeman 
a  sleek,  rubicund,  comfortable-looking 
sort  of  man,  evidently  not  over-worked 
in  body  or  mind,  and  better  known  in 
the  hxiality  than  anyone  else.  Does  any- 
body say  that  he  leads  a  life  of  excep- 
tional hardness  ?  And  this  man,  in  the 
]>rime  of  a  healthy,  comfortable  existence, 
the  Home  Secretary  decrees  shall  be 
pensioned  by  the  public !  The  pro- 
posal is  so  utterly  unreasonable  that  I 
believe  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken  the  time  and  trouble  to  ascertain 
the  opinion,  not  of  the  big-wigs  of 
localities,     not     of     Magistrates,     who 


are  niad  after  pensions,  but  the 
opinion  of  representatives  of  rate- 
payers I  think  he  never  would  have 
made  auch  a  proposal.  If  this  Uill 
passes,  this  is  the  position  we  shall  have 
in  Sanderland  within  a  brief  ])criod  of 
time.  We  shall  have  some  100  or  120 
ex-policemen  of  ages  between  50  ami  55 
walking  the  streets  of  the  town,  each  one 
in  the  possession  by  right  of  a  pension 
of  £50  or  £60  a  year.  This  may  not 
appear  a  very  serious  matter  to  lion. 
Gentlemen  around  me,  it  is  not  a  large 
sum,  but  think  of  the  fact  that  in  that 
town  of  Sunderland  at  the  same  time 
there  will  bo  10,000  men,  each  earning 
no  more  upon  an  average  than  these 
policemen  get  for  a  pension,  and  each 
one  contributing  townrds  those  pensions. 
Will  not  every  intelligent  man  among 
the  working  community  of  Sunderland 
ask  himself  the  question,  "  What  is  it  that 
these  men  have  done  for  the  State  uiore 
than  we  have  done  that  we  should  jmy 
them  £1  a  week  or  more  for  life  ?  He 
has  served  the  State  by  doing  duty  to 
hia  employers  for  wages  pnid,  and  we 
have  served  the  State  by  doing  our  duty 
to  our  employers."  And  the  demand  will 
grow  to  be  imperative  upon  the  successor 
to  the  Home  Secretary  and  this  Htuise 
that  if  we  carry  the  system  of  pensions 
out  of  the  Public  Service  and  into  private 
service  then  the  system  should  extend 
beyond  policemen  to  all  the  working- 
classes  in  the  country.  That  is  the 
inevitable  and  logical  result  of  this  pro- 
posal. H  this  were  January  or  March 
instead  of  August,  and  the  right  hou. 
Grentleman  were  compelled  to  deal  in 
argument  with  this  question,  I  think 
there  are  a  great  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
nearer  to  him  than  I  am  now  would 
demand  some  more  satisfactory  reasons 
from  him  than  ho  has  yet  given.  I 
admit  that  in  August  it  is  very  difficult 
to  induce  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
apply  themselves  to  the  consideration  of 
the  legitimate  outcome  of  their  own 
action,  the  creation  of  a  system  of  pen- 
sions for  the  whole  of  the  poorer  classes 
of  this  country.  How,  in  the  day  when  the 
demand  is  made,  can  we  conscientiously 
resist  it,  having  conceded  the  principle 
here  ?  So  long  as  I  live  1  must  remem- 
ber that  it  was  this  quiet  self-contained 
Home  Secretary  to  a  Conservative 
Government  who,  with  little  opposition, 
induced  the  State  to  adopt  this  8yst«m, 


of  State  SociaUsm  in  the  matter  of  pen- 
sions for  the  poorer  classes.  Now,  I  am 
pleading  all  this  time  for  some  separation 
between  the  Metropolis  and  other  parts 
of  the  country.  I  confess  I  was  very  much 
struck  in  reading,  as  I  have  done  very 
carefully,  the  notes  of  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Departmental  Committee  of 
188U,  with  the  following  question  and 
answer: — 

"  Since  thon,"  said  ona  gentleman  question- 
iag  a  witapBS,  "  tho  Government  of  which  be 
WHS  Home  l^ecr'tary  (that  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  fur  Derby)  brought  in 
a  Superannuation  Bill?"  "  Yes,"  said  the 
witness,  "  but  the  Metropolitan  Police  were 
very  much  disappointed  with  that  Bill."  (That 
is  Ui"  Bill  of  1872.)  "  It  did  not  opply  only 
to  the  Metropolitan  Police,  as  the  men  fully 
expectfd  it  wguld  do.  It  applied  to  every 
borough  and  county  throughout  the  country, 
and  the  men,  ri);htly  or  wrongly,  believed  that 
if  the  Bill  had  been  brought  in  fur  the  Metro- 
politan Police  only  it  wuuld  have  passed." 

I  agree  that  the  Metropolitan  Police  have 
reason  to  complain  that  their  claims  were 
mixed  up  with  those  of  the  police  all  over 
the  country.  In  my  judgment  the  Home 
Secretary  would  have  been  wiser  if  he  had 
introduced  a  Metropolitan  Police  Super- 
annuation Bill,  and  if  he  had  I  do  not 
think  lie  would  have  been  sitting  there 
on  the  first  Saturday  in  August  listening 
to  my  voictf,  or  any  other  voice,  in  opposi- 
tion to  his  proposal.  I  say,  giving  up 
tho  point  whether  there  should  be  super- 
annuation or  not,  if  be  will  have  super- 
annuation then  he  ought  to  separate 
London  from  the  rest  of  the  country.  I 
will  not  laliour  this,  because  I  have  an 
Amendment  to  propose  on  the  point, 
which  I  .shall  have  to  briefly  present  to 
the  House  ;  but  there  is  one  point  I 
forgot  to  mention  in  dealing  with  the 
superannuation  of  policemen.  I  should 
like  the  Home  Socretarj'  to  furnish  mo 
with  an  answer  to  a  question  which  will 
be  put  to  me  by  my  constituents.  I  shall 
have  to  tell  them  wo  have  pensioned 
the  ]ioiice.  Now,  I  shall  have  to  put  in 
an  appeal,  representing  a  shipping  com- 
munity, for  the  sailors  of  the  cormtry.  If 
you  superannuate  the  police,  and  provide 
for  their  old  age,  as  of  right,  why  not  do 
the  same  for  sailors?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleraan  seems  to  think  that  is  a 
horrible  proposal,  yet  I  can  convince  his 
judgment  that  he  ought  to  do  it,  by 
legitimate  argument,  and  one  with  great 
force  in  it.  Why  pension  the  police  1 
Because,  ho  says,  they  are  the  servants  of 
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municipalities,  and  mainiain  order.  That 
is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  reason,  he 
can  give  no  other.  Well,  I  plead  for  the 
sailors  of  the  Mercantile  Marine.  It  will 
not  be  denied  that  their  lives  are  as 
hard,  and  their  risks  as  great,  as  the 
lives  of  policemen.  What  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  reply  1  "  Oh,  but  they 
do  not  serve  the  State,  nor  do  they 
serve  municipalities."  Sir,  the  point  I 
enforce  is  that  they  serve  the  State  much 
more  directly  than  policemen  do. 
Whence  do  you  draw  your  men  for  your 
Royal  Naval  Force,  -when  war  breaks  out, 
if  not  from  the  Mercantile  Marine  ?  If 
the  Mercantile  Marine  should  go  down  in 
numbers  and  efficiency,  where  is  your 
reserve  of  men  when  you  engage  in 
warfare  with  another  nation  ?  On  that 
ground  it  is  hard  to  say  what  class  has  a 
better  claim  to  pensions  than  the  class  I 
venture  to  say  a  word  for,  and  shall  have 
more  to  say  for  in  the  nextSession  of  Par- 
liament Here  is  whfit  a  police  witness 
said  before  the  Departmental  Committee, 
and  it  is  well  worth  notice.  The  \vitneH.s 
is  asked  why  the  police  have  a  special 
claim  for  pensions,  and  he  replies — 

"I  have  seen  &  great  deal  of  night  work  my- 
self, and  I  8Hy  there  is  only  one  claps  of  men  at 
all  to  be  compared  with  polioemon,  and  that  is 
sailors  in  the  iMerchant  Service.  I  have  seen 
sailors  in  many  ports,  and  you  will  find  that 
sailors  at  AO  are  old  men,  and  the  reason  is  ex- 
posure at  night  to  all  weather,  and  want  of 
rest  at  night." 

That  is  evidence  in  support  of  a  Bill  I 
hope  next  year  to  introduce  to  provide 
for  the  supcrannnatinn  of  sailors  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Their  life  is  hard, 
and  they  are  absolutely  necessary 
for  tho  defence  of  the  country. 
As  briefly  as  I  could,  I  have  put  the 
reasons  why  we  should  not  accept  this 
clause,  and  I  venture  a  further  reason. 
I  have  read  the  evidence  before  the  De- 
partmental Committee.  The  questions 
■were  numerous  and  searching,  and  the 
answers  give  an  enormous  amount  of 
information  to  those  who  wish  to  master 
the  facts,  but  can  the  Home  Secretary 
toll  me  why  every  one  of  the  witnesses 
summoned  was  an  officer  high  up 
in  the  Police  Service  1  Look  through 
tho  list,  yoa  find  Head  Constables, 
Inspectors,  Sub- Inspectors,  and  Superin- 
tendents, but  not  a  single  witness 
from  the  rank  and  file.  If  we  had 
the  evidence  of  the  rank  and  file,  I 
think  we  should  give  a  very  different 
Mr.  Storey 


idea  of  what  the  wishes  of  the  London 
police  ore.  From  what  I  can  gather, 
what  the  ordinary  policeman  of  London 
wants  is  not  pension  but  increased  pay. 
The  witnesses  called  before  tho  Com- 
mittee were  in  the  position  of  officers  in 
tho  Force,  old  men  whose  lives  were 
running  out,  and  who,  naturally,  would 
think  of  pensions.  Therefore,  it  comes 
to  pass  that  the  Committee,  in  attempting 
to  get  the  opinion  of  the  jiolice  of  London, 
really  succeeded  in  obtaining  the  opinion 
of  the  old  men,  and  so  the  stress  is  laid 
on  pensions  at  a  certain  age.  But  I 
believe,  in  fact  I  think  I  may  say  I 
know,  that  if  the  younger  men  had  been 
summoned,  they  would  have  said,  "To 
us  pensions  are  a  secondary  matter  ;  the 
main  thing  is  a  considerable  increase  in 
pay."  Those  who  think  this  Bill  will 
settle  the  matter  are  greatly  mistaken.  I 
must  p:iy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
compliment  of  saying  he  does  not  think 
it  will  be  a  settlement.  He  has  honestly 
told  us  the  inevitable  result  from  an 
economical  point  of  view  ;  he  has  warned 
us.  From  the  moment  we  settle  this 
matter  of  pensions,  an  agitation  will 
arise  for  increase  of  wages.  It  is  not  the 
time  for  me  to  argue  if  this  will 
be  a  fair  demand  or  not,  but  if  the 
Metropolitan  Police  are  dissatisfied  with 
their  present  wages,  and  if  they  do 
ask  for  an  increase  and  obtain  it,  every 
jiennj-  of  that  increase  will  have  a  direct 
bearing  ujxin  this  Bill  which  we  are 
passing,  because  increase  of  pay  means  a 
fairer  burden  for  pensions  on  the  rate- 
payers. I,  for  my  part,  have  been  ex- 
tremely thankful  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  belong  to  an  old-fashioned 
economical  school,  and  I  have  never 
once  taken  j)art  in  putting  any  pressure 
on  any  Government,  or  nny  Member  of  a 
Government,  ou  behalf  of  Government 
servants,  as  a£»ninst  the  public  at  large. 
Neither  the  late  Government  nor  the 
j)resent  Government  can  charge  mo  with 
that.  I  stand  here  as  the  guardian  of 
the  public  purse  as  against  private 
interests.  I  do  not  stand  here  as  the 
champion  of  the  police.  I  sny  our  duty 
is  not  to  involve  the  public  in  burdens 
unless  we  are  righteously  convinced  that 
they  are  proper  burdens,  and  when  we 
are  so  convinced  it  is  our  duty  to  make 
tho.«!e  burdens  as  light  as  possible  to  the 
taxpayer.  It  is  on  that  principle  that  I 
raise   opposition  to  this   Bill.     I   have 


Police 


{August  2,  1890} 


only  one  thing  to  resent  in  the  discuRsion 
this  afternoon.  My  hon.  Friend,  wlio  is 
now  sitting  nbove  me,  has  talked  about 
obstruction.  Sir,  there  ha.s  been  no 
obstruction,  and  there  will  be  no  obstruc- 
tion, but  if  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men think  that  there  will  not  be  honest 
and  fair  discussion,  with  dne  regard  to 
the  gravity  of  every  point  of  the  Bill, 
they  are  very  much  mistaken.  My  hon. 
Friend  was  unjust  to  us,  and  if  he  does 
not  rise  in  his  place  and  publicly  apolo- 
gise, 1  shall  not  have  the  same  opinion 
of  him  that  I  have  entertained  hitherto. 
May  I  ask  him  what  are  the  facts  as  to 
this  Bill  ? 

•Me.  speaker  (interrupting):  The 
hon.  Member  is  dealing  with  the  whole 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and,  in  pursuing 
that  course,  is  not  in  order.  Tlio  ques- 
tion before  the  House  is  that  the  clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,  and  I  must  re- 
quest the  hon.  Member  to  confine  him- 
self to  that. 

Mb.  STOREY:  I  am  afraid  I  was 
going  beyond  the  question  immediately 
before  the  House,  because  it  is  extremely 
difiBcult  to  deal  adequately  with  a  whole 
clause  like  this,  involving,  as  it  does,  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  without  being  some- 
what profuse.  I  have  given  reasons  why 
we  should  omit  the  clause  altogether, 
and  if  the  House — as  I  am  afraid  will  be 
the  case — willingly,  and  with  its  eyes 
open,  embarks  in  a  scheme  of  State 
.Socialism,  I  can  only  say  I  have  made 
mj'  protest ;  I  can  do  no  more.  I  shall 
then  move  my  Amendment  to  exempt 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  those 
municipalities  that  wish  to  be  exempted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pages  1  and 
2,  to  leave  out  Clause  1. — {^Mr.  Storey.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
every  constable  in '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

(3.5.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  think  me  wanting 
in  courtesy  if,  in  answering  his  speech, 
wliich  has  lasted  three-quarters  of  an 
hour,  I  content  myself  with  a  very  few 
remarks.  The  hon.  Member  on  his  part 
was  wanting  not  only  in  courtesy,  but  in 
humanity,  to  the  House,  in  inflicting  on  a 
Saturday  morning 

Mr.  STOREY:  Where  was  the  humanity 
to  me  ? 


Mh.  MATTHEWS:  I  did  not  in- 
terrupt the  hon.  Member.  I  said  he  was 
guilty  of  even  inhumanity,  in  inflicting- 
on  the  House,  on  a  Satiirday  morning, 
a  speech  which  was  a  Second  Reading 
speech  on  topics  which  have  been  dis- 
cussed three  or  four  times,  and  which 
have  been  re-introduced  because  the  hon. 
Member's  hostility  to  the  Bill  induces 
him  to  have  recourse  to  every  method  he 
can  adopt  in  order  to  stay  its  progress. 
I  will  content  myself  with  saying  that 
every  propo.sition  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  based  his  argument  is  totally 
inaccurate.  He  seems  to  assume  there 
is  an  amount  of  ignorance  on  this  subject 
of  police  snjx,"riinnuation  which  passes 
the  bounds  of  credibility.  The  hon. 
Member  talks  about  introducing,  for  the 
first  time,  a  system  of  superannuation  of 
an  extravagant  character,  which  he 
assimilates  to  State  Socialism.  Does  the 
hon.  Member  not  know  that  since  the 
Police  Force  began  there  has  been  a 
system  of  police  superannuation  in  force, 
under  which,  by  the  permission  of  Parlia- 
ment, larger  superannuation  has  been 
given  to  the  police  in  many  parts  of 
England  than  this  Bill  projioses  ?  In 
talking  about  State  Socialism  as  he  doei* 
the  hon.  Member  is  trifling  with  the 
House. 

Mb.  STOREY  :  Allow  me  to  explain. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  must  decline  to 
give  way.  The  hon.  Member  talks  about 
State  Socialism. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  I  did  not  speak  in  the 
sense  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  impntep. 
to  me. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  say  that  in 
using  such  language  the  hon.  Member  if* 
trifling  with  the  House. 

Mr.  Storev  again  rose. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  must  decline  to 
give  way.  I  did  not  interrupt  the 
hon.  Member,  although  he  spoke  for 
three-qnai-ters  of  an  hour.  I  say  that 
the  hon.  Member  has  trifled  with  the- 
patience  and  indulgence  of  the  House. 

Mb.  CONTBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Withdraw. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  must  decline  to 
discuss  again  matters  which  have  already 
been  delated  twice  in  the  House  and 
once  in  the  Standing  Committee. 

Mb.  STOREY:  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  misrepresented  what  I  said.  ^ 
said  that  for    the   first   time  tYiQ  Sta^ 
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was  introdncing  a  compulsory  system  of 
police  superannuRtion  in  the  Municipali- 
ties, and  that  is  true. 

(3.11.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Tlio  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  has  put  his 
case  80  forcibly  that  I  will  not  go  into  it, 
even  though  there  is  a  conspiracy  of 
silence  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
to  which  conspiracy  expression  bos  just 
been  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary.  The  hoii.  Member 
for  Sunderland  has  compared  the  case  of 
the  policeman  to  that  of  the  soldier;  that 
there  sooms  to  be  a  doubt  whether  the 
ri.sk  of  the  policeman  is  not  greater  than 
that  of  the  soldier.  Perhaps  the  risk  of 
being  killed  in  battle  is  as  great  to  the 
policeman  a.s  to  the  soldier;  but  the  fact 
is  that  soldiers,  unlike  policemen,  have  to 
go  on  foreign  service  and  face  tropical 
climates.  [Crut  of  "Divide!"]  The 
life  of  a  private  soldier  in  India  is  one  of 
extreme  hardship.  [Jienewecl  cries  of 
"  Divide  !  "  ai\d  inUrruj)tio)i?^  Military 
Members  will  bear  me  out  when  I  say 
that  it  is  the  rarest  thing  in  the  world 
for  a  soldier  to  get  through  his  21  years' 
service  without  being  invalided  for  a 
time  ;  and  when  he  has  done  that  he  only 
geta  Is.  a  day,  orone-tiiird  of  the  amount 
it  is  proposed  to  give  the  police.  \Rene.ic(-d 
erie^  o/ "Divide!"]  I  see  the  Home 
Secretary  adopting  the  tactics  of  hon. 
Members  behind  him 

Mr.  JLiTTHEWS  :  Hear,  hear !     Di- 
vide, divide  ! 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  think  we  have 
reason  to  complain  that  the  Homo 
Secretary  refused  in  Committee  to  do 
that  which  has  been  done  by  the  Scotch 
Committee,  and  tliat  is  to  define  the  word 
"constable."  [Laughter.]  The  Home 
Secretary  may  laugh,  but  the  word  has  a 
popular  and  technical  meaning,  and  the 
evidence  shows  that  a  mere  constable,  as 
distinguished  from  an  officer,  rarely 
•aerves  for  25  years.  In  many  cases  be 
gets  promoted  and  ceases  to  walk  the 
streets,  and  in  many  other  cases  he 
retires  on  a  medical  certificate.  [Reneived 
criM  o/""  Divide  !"]  Under  the  present 
system  a  man,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, cannot  i-etire  until  he  has 
reached  the  age  of  60 ;  but  under  this 
Bill  he  may  retire  ot  the  age  of  43. 
Though  I  know  the  case  is  hopeless,  I 
feel  bound  to  make  this  protest. 

(3.U.)     Mb.  CONYBEARE:    I  am 
not  surprised  at  the  impatience  of  the 
Mr.  Storey 


right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Homo  Secre- 
tary, seeing  that  this  is  Saturday  after- 
noon ;  but,  fio  far  as  I  myself  am  con- 
cerned, no  one  can  accuse  me  of  having 
unduly  trespassed  upon  the  time  of  tho 
House.      Thi.s   is  tho   first   occasion  on 
which  I  have  ventured  to  open  my  lips 
ou  the  Bill  in  the  House,  and  I  had  not 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  on   it  in  the 
Standing   Committee.      Therefore,    the 
taunt  the  Homo  Secretary  addressed  to 
the  hon.  Member   for  Sunderland  will 
have  no  application  in   my  case.     I  am 
eipre.ssing  the   sentimenta   of  my  con- 
stituents in  opposing  the  jwlicy  of  the 
Government    in    this  matter.     I    have 
received  from  my  constituents  a  direct 
mandate  to  oppose   this  measure.     1  do 
not  think  that  the  manner  in  which  the 
Home  Secretary  met  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sunderland    reflects   g^eat 
credit  upon  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
was  discourteous  to  the  House,  and  we 
have  in  a  matter  of  this  moment  a  right 
to  look  for  a  little  more  courtesy  from 
the  occupants  of    the  Treasury   Bench. 
The    Homo     Secretary    has   refused    to 
answer    the    very   weighty    arguments 
which  have  been  advanced  in  this  matter, 
and  it  is  a  now  departure  when  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  whose  duty  it  is  to  listen 
to    and  meet  arguments,  simply   sit  in 
their  places  and  cry  out  "  Divide  "  when 
hon.  Members  are  speaking.     The  right 
hon  Gentleman    has    the    assurance    to 
accuse  the   Member  for   Sunderland   of 
trifling  with  the  House  because  he  spoke 
for    thrde-qunrters  of    an    hour.     Well, 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  trifled 
with  the  House  in  misrepresenting  the 
arguments    of    my    hon.     Friend     and 
refusing     to    allow    my     hon.     Friend 
to  correct   him.     As    to    this    clause    I 
object   to  its  jirinciple  on  two  grounds. 
I  am  not  going  to  argue  whether  this  is 
a  departure  to  State  socialism,  fur  T  am 
willing     that    we    should    have    State 
socialism  if  it  is  to  the   interest  of  the 
community  at  large.     But  I  think  this 
clause   ought   to   be   hotly   opposed    by 
every    Radical    and    Liberal     Memlier, 
because  it  embodies  the  principle  of  the 
control  of  the   police   of  the  country   by 
the   State,   which   principle    we   fought 
against    most    vehemently    during   the 
passage  of  the  Local  Government  Act  in 
1888.     If   there   is  one  principle   more 
than    another    dear     to    Radicals     and 
Liberals  it  is  that  the  Representatives  of 
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the  people  sliould  Lave  the  control  of 
their  own  polite.  What  was  it  that 
gave  BO  much  importance  to  the  action 
of  Sir  Charles  Warren  in  Trafalgar 
Square  1  Why,  the  burden  of  our  cry 
■was  that  the  elected  Representatives  of 
the  people  on  the  County  Council  should 
have  control  of  tlio  police.  One  strong 
argument  advanced  in  favour  of  the 
Metropohtan  Police  being  released  from 
the  control  of  the  Homo  Office  was  that 
the  City  Police  were  entirely  under  the 
control  and  management  of  the  electetl 
Representatives  of  the  City. 

•Mb.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  :  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  order.  Is  the  hon.  Member 
now  addressing  himself  to  the  Motion 
before  tlie  House  J 

•Mr.   SPEAKER;    No,   I   cannot   say 
that  the    hon.  Gentleman  is  addressing 
himself  to  the  question  before  the  House. 
,  (3.22.)     Ma.    COXrBEARE:    I   am 

^H  Bupporting  the  Motion  to  omit  Clause  1 
^H  on  the  ground  that  this  clause  establishes 
^H  the  principle  of  pensions  to  the  police, 
^^rand  my  reasjn  for  objecting  to  pensions 
^H  being  given  to  the  police  under  this  clause 
^™  is  that  it  involves  the  principle  of 
control  of  the  police  by  the  Statu.  I 
merely  introduced  the  question  of  the 
City  Police  as  nn  exemplification  of  my 
argument.  Another  reason  why  I  object 
to  the  clause  is  that  pensioned  policemen 
■will  be  able  tt)  compete  on  unfair  terms 
in  the  labour  market  with  other  citizens 
in  a  similar  ]-M>fiition  to  themselves.  I  do 
not  care  whether  the  age  is  46,  or  50,  or 
55.  I  imagine  that,  unless  a  man  can  be 
shown  to  liave  sustained  either  mental  or 
bodily  injuiy  in  the  course  of  his  duties 
in  the  force,  no  one  will  venture  to 
assert  that  a  man  of  55  is  necessarily  a 
decrepit  old  man,  who  should  retire  from 
the  public  service  in  receipt  of  a  pension. 
If  such  a  rule  were  applied  to  Members 
of  this  House,  I  should  like  to  know  how 
many  of  us  would  be  regarded  as  capable 
of  transacting  the  business  of  the  State. 
Well,  men  with  pensions  will  be  able  to 
take  at  merely  nominal  remuneration 
those  posts  which  require  trustworthiness 
and  honesty,  and  so  be  able  to  undersell 
others.  The  fact  that  the  system  of 
pensions  will  necessarily  establish  control 
by  the  central  Government  over  the 
police  constables  throughout  the  country 
may  lead  to  very  grave  fnctir)n  and 
discontent  among  the  force.  We  will 
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suppose    that   a   great   strike    question 
has    arisen    in    London    or    elsewhere. 
I  do  not  say  that  it  may  not  be  the  duty 
of   private  employei-s,   or  of    the   State 
itself  to  call  on  the  authorities  to  provide 
the  necessary  Police  Force  in  case  of  an 
emergency  ;   but  I  do  say  that  as  the 
pensions  to   be  given  to  the  police  under 
this    clause    would   be   granted    to   the 
Police  Authorities  of  this  country,  they 
will  very  much  depend  on  the  satisfac- 
tion given  to  the  Home  Secretary  and 
the  Government  by   the  way  in   wliich 
the  police  are  managed  and  controlled ; 
that  is  to  say,  that  practically  the  Police 
Force  will  not  be  under  the  control  of 
the  Local  Authorities,  but  will,  to  a  large 
extent,  be  controlled  from  headquarters. 
I    maiutiiin  that,  in   case   of  the    police 
being  called  upon  to  take  part  in  any 
such   crisis   as   I   have   indicated,  there 
would  necessarily  be  considerable  resent- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  workpeople  who 
were  interfered  with  by  the  Police  Force. 
There  would  be,  on   tlieir  part,  a   strong 
feeling  of  dissatisfaction  and  discontent, 
arising  from   the    fact  that    the  Police- 
Force,  controlled  to  a  great  extent  by  the 
Government,  was  being  used  adversely  to 
their   interests,  and  in  the  interests  of 
their  employers.      It  seems  to  me   not 
unlikely  that,  if  any  such  combination  of 
circumstances  should  arise,  there  would 
be  a  strong  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  and 
resentment  against  the   Force,  and,  con- 
sequently, that  the  moral  power  which 
shcjuUl   reside  behind  the  Force  would 
lose   its  effect,    so   that  the  authorities 
would  eventually  have  to  fall  back  upon 
that  group    of  Military    Forces   which 
every  Government  can,  on  an  emergency, 
call  into  requisition.      Hitherto,  we  have 
been  proud  to  rely  on  the  assurance  of 
the    moral   power   which  backs  up  the 
Executive   Authority  —  a    moral   power 
created  by  the  belief  that  they  are  acting 
in  harmony  with  a  feeling  of  the  great 
body  of  the  citizens.       It  is  tiiis  which 
has  controlled  public  opinion  in  times  of 
great  excitement,  and  I  venture  to  say 
that    if   it    were    felt    that    there  was 
nothing  behind  the  bare   use  of  jihysical 
force,  and  that  the   moral   power  which 
has  hitherto  supported    the  authorities 
was  wanting,  we  should  be  in  danger  of 
very  serious  disturbimces  in  this  country. 
It  has  been  argued  that  the  police  dis- 
chai^e    more   arduous    and    dangeTutiB 
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duties  than  are  performed  by  any  other 
body  in  the  community.  They  have  been 
compared  with  our  soldiers  and  sailors. 
I  am  not  going  into  tlio  arguments 
that  might  be  used  on  this  point.  But 
I  must  say,  from  my  own  knowledge  of 
the  conditions  under  which  another 
class  of  our  fellow-subjecta  have  to 
labour — I  allude  to  our  miners  in  parti- 
cular— the  accidents  and  incidents  of 
danger  to  which  they  are  constantly 
exposed  render  their  peculiar  calling 
much  more  difficult  and  dangerous  than 
that  of  the  police.  I  need  hardly  appeal 
t(5  the  recollection  of  hon.  Members  in 
order  to  awaken  their  sympathips  with 
a  class  of  men  who  are  subjected  to  the 
terrible  calamities  which  constantly 
overtake  the  men  beneath  the  surface  of 
the  earth.  I  believe  I  am  right  in 
saying  there  is  not  a  day  that  passes 
without  some  grave  accident,  involving 
either  loss  of  limb  or  loss  of  life  to  the 
poor  fellows  employed  in  our  mines. 
Therefore,  I  say  that,  if  you  ask  for 
pensions  for  the  police  on  the  ground 
that  their  calling  is  more  dangerous 
than  to  our  soldiers  and  sailors,  you  will 
have  to  face  the  question  of  extending 
the  pension  system  to  other  cla.sses  who 
are,  as  I  have  shown,  engaged  in  much 
more  parilons  occupations.  Rut  I  will 
take  another  case — the  case  of  the  dock 
labourers  and  gas  stokers  employed 
throughout  the  country.  What  answer 
would  you  make  to  these  men,  who  are 
employed  a  larger  number  of  hours,  and 
in  much  more  ardnuTis  work,  than  the 
police,  if  they  also  claim  a  right  to  be 
pensioned  ?  With  regnrd  to  the  gas 
stokers,  I  may  mention  the  cape  of  one 
of  my  constituents  who  is  employed 
during  84  hours  in  every  week,  and  who 
is  bound  to  work  fally  six  months  in  the 
year  at  night.  If  that  man  were  work- 
ing for  the  Stata  his  claim  to  a  pension 
could  not  possibly  be  resisted  if  tlie 
claim  urged  on  behalf  of  the  ])olice 
erajjloyed  on  night  duty  is  to  be  acceptwl. 
Mention  has  l)een  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  A^ember  for  Sunderland,  with 
whom  I  quite  agree,  of  the  light  cha- 
racter of  the  duties  performed  by  the 
rural  police.  The  only  duties  of  a  dan- 
gerous or  arduous  character  performed 
by  these  men  is  when  they  are  told  off 
by  the  Magistrates  and  landowners  of 
the  district  to  protect  their  g^me  against 
Mr.  Conyheare 


the  inroads  of  the  poachers,  and  I  nn 
hesitatingly  assert  that  at  least  19  out 
of  20  of  the  injuries  sustained  by  the 
rural  police  occur  during  the  time  they 
are  acting  as  gamekeepers  to  the  land- 
owners. This  is  a  consideration  we  are 
bound  to  keep  in  mind  when  asked  to 
grant  large  pensions  to  the  police, 
on  the  ground  that  their  occupation  is 
more  dangerous  than  that  of  other 
people.  Beyond  this  it  has  been  clearly 
shown  that  this  Bill  has  been  drafted 
not  in  the  interests  of  the  rank  and  tile 
of  the  Constabulary,  but  in  the  interests 
of  the  police  officers.  I  have  good 
grounds  for  saying  that  it  is  not  tlio 
rank  and  file,  but  the  officers,  who  are 
anxious  for  these  pensions,  and  this 
introduces  the  larger  question,  whether 
it  would  not  be  a  better  policy,  in  the 
interests  of  the  State,  to  giv«  a  fair  rata 
of  wages  to  those  employed  in  the 
service  of  the  State  and  to  leave  them 
the  responsibility  of  making  provision 
for  their  old  age,  thereby  encouraging 
those  habits  of  thrift  and  industry  which 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  are  constantly  endeavouring  to 
enforce. 

Mr.  Howard  Vincent  (Sheffield)  rose 
in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

•(3.42.)  Mr.  SPEAKER:  Although 
I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  put  the 
Motion  just  made  by  the  hon.  Member, 
I  feel  bound  to  say  that  after  the  discus- 
sion which  has  taken  place  I  look  with 
grave  apprehension  to  futnre  Debates  in 
this  House  if  hon.  MemTiers  are  to 
exercise  their  right  of  addressing  it  at 
the  extreme  length  which  has  charac- 
terised several  speeches  made  on  the 
present  occasion.  The  same  argTiments 
have  been  repeated  over  and  over  again. 
I  have  hitherto  refrained  from  giving 
eSect  to  the  Standing  Order  which  I 
have  the  power  to  enforce,  namely,  that 
if  a  Member  indulges  in  tedious  repeti- 
tion, either  of  his  own  arguments  or 
those  of  other  lion.  Members,  he  should 
be  silenced  I  have  preferred  to  leave  it 
to  the  good  sense  and  self-restraint  of 
hon.  Members  to  avoid  needless  repeti- 
tion ;  and  I  trust  that  now,  after  what 
has  been  said  in  the  interests  of  Delate, 
Second  Reading  speeches  will  not  be 
delivered  on  every  clause  of  this  Bill. 
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At  that  rate  real  ivnd  pertinent  discussion 
would  become  utterly  impossible.  If  I 
now  decline  to  put  the  Motion  for  tho 
Closure,  it  is  not  that  I  think  it  to  be 
made  without  reason,  but  because  I  do 
not  think  tlmt  time  would  be  saved  by 
the  Motion  being  put  at  this  particulai- 
point  in  the  Dc^bate. 

Mb.  COXYBEARE  :  After  what  you, 
Sir,  have  stat:;d  I  do  not  wish  to  con- 
tinue my  remarks,  but  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  this  is  the  first  and  only 
opportunity  I  have  taken  advantngo  of 
in  order  to  say  what  I  wished  to  put 
before  the  House  on  this  important 
question.  I  should  not  have  spoken  now 
but  for  the  fact  tliat  I  have  received  a 
distinct  mandate  from  my  constituents 
to  oppose  this  clause. 

Mb.  storey  :  In  asking  for  leave  to 
•withdraw  my  Amendment,  I  may  say 
that,  having  listened  to  what  you,  Sir, 
bave  just  said,  I  wish  the  House  to 
understand  tlmt  this  is  the  only  clause 
dealing  with  the  main  principle  of  tho 
Bill  to  which  my  Amendment  could  be 
directed.  Those  who  think  with  me 
have  felt  it  their  duty  to  raise  this  ques- 
tion on  a  clause  which  contains  the 
Hub.stantial  principle  of  the  Bill.  I  now 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(3.44.)  Mb.  storey  :  I  now  wish  to 
bring  b3fore  the  Hou.so  tho  precise  que.s- 
tion  on  which  I  shall  ask  a  Division. 
The  aeries  of  Amendments  I  have 
placed  on  the  Paper  would,  if  adopted, 
cause  the  clansa  to  read  as  follows  : — 

"Subject  to  tho  proviaioni  of  this  Act  (a) 
«very  constable  ia  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Force." 

this  being  intended  to  cover  not  only 
the  Metropolis,  but  the  police  of  alt  the 
boroughs  and  counties  in   the  Kingdom 

(*)  "  and  apy  Police  Force  without  an  adequate 
pension  fund,  and  (r)  Any  Police  Force  with 
nn  adequate  pension  fund,  the  ImoiX  Authority 
controllinj;,  which  shall  now  or  hereafter 
«ignify  in  writing  its  willingness  to  come 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act." 

This,  I  think,  will  explain  exactly  what  1 
propose.  With  regard  to  the  boroughs 
nnd  counties  having  an  existing  Police 
Foro3  with  an  adequate  pension  fund,  I 


claim  that  in  that  case,  and  in  that  case 
only,  tho  Bill  sh.iU  not  apply  unless 
the  authorities  who  are  in  that  happy 
condition  shall  signify  their  wish  to 
come  under  its  operation.  I  made  a 
sug^'estion  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  which  has  since  been  reinforced  by 
the  action  of  the  Government  in  exempt- 
ing one  Police  Authority,  namely,  that 
of  the  City  of  London  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  As  the  Home  Secretary 
told  us  yesterday,  they  have  done  this 
on  the  ground  that  the  City  of  London 
Police  Force  has  an  adequate  and 
sufficient  pension  of  its  own.  If  the 
Government  make  this  exemption  in 
the  casa  of  the  City  of  London,  I 
think  I  am  not  asking  too  much  in 
claiming  a  similar  exemption  for  the 
borough  I  represent.  I  aak  that 
that  and  other  boroughs  as  well  as 
counties  having  adequate  pension  funds 
should  be  not  absolutely  exempted 
from  the  Bill,  but  should  be  exempted 
unless  they  signify  their  willingness  to 
come  under  its  operation.  In  the  case 
of  Sunderland,  the  County  Council  has 
petitioned  Bgainst  the  Bill,  and  I  think 
it  is  the  only  Petition  of  that  kind  that 
has  been  presented.  [An  lion,  Membbr  : 
No !]  At  any  rat*,  1  was  asked  to 
prfsent  that  Petition  to  this  House.  The 
Petition  asked  that  the  Bill  should  not 
pass,  but  that  if  it  did  pass,  they,  the 
County  Council  of  Sunderland,  and 
similar  bodies  with  adequate  pension 
funds,  might  be  exempted  from  its 
operation  unless  they  chose  to  come 
under  it.  Of  course  1  know  that  in  the 
present  temper  of  the  Horau  Secretary,  it 
would  be  idle  for  me  to  speak,  even  had 
I  the  tongue  of  an  angel,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  go  into  mock 
heroics,  instead  of  using  an  argument 
for  an  answer.  It  may  be  very  easy  to 
browbeat  tho  minority,  but  the  minority 
may  be  right.  I  sny  that  Sunderland 
wishes  exemption  from  this  Bill.  We 
have  never  been  in  the  unhappy  position 
of  having  to  supplement  our  Pension 
Fund  by  our  rates.  We  have  a  fund 
amounting  to  £4,900,  and  with  that  the 
police  are  satisfied.  It  may  be  that 
many  counties  will  desire  to  come  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  because  the 
County  Police  are  not  managed  by  the 
chosen  Representatives  of  the  people, 
but  in  the  boroughs  the  Town  CoAincii- 
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and  Watch  Committee  represent  the 
ratepayers,  and  if  they  have  already 
adequate  pension  funds,  and  wish  to  he 
kept  outside  this  Bill,  I  do  not  see  why 
the  House  should  refuse  their  request. 
Although  we  are  in  a  minority — nay, 
because  we  are  in  a  minority — this  con- 
cession oue^ht  to  be  mnde,  because  our 
request  is  founded  on  reason  and  com- 
mon sense.  In  conclusion,  I  beg  to 
move  to  omit  the  word  "a"  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  "  the  Metropolitan." 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  in 
page  1,  line",  to  leave  out  the  word  "a," 
and  insert  the  words  "  (a.)  the  Metro- 
politan."— (J/r.  Store  I/.) 

Question  jiroposed,  "That  the  word  '  a ' 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"' 

(3.55.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  exempt  from  all 
the  operations  of  the  Bill  all  those  Local 
Authorities  which  have  adequate  pen- 
sion funds.  My  answer  to  his  demand 
is  twofold.  In  the  lirst  place,  I  say  tliat, 
as  far  as  I  am  aware,  not  a 
single  Police  Authority  in  the  country 
has  an  adequate  Pension  Fund.  As  lotig 
ago  as  1887  all  the  County  Police  Pen- 
sion Funds  were  exhausted  and  the 
Borough  Police  Pension  Funds  were 
rapidly  approaching  that  condition.  As 
far  as  I  am  enabled  to  ascertain  at  the 
present  moment,  the  Borough  Pension 
Funds  have,  for  the  most  part,  attained 
that  unhappy  position  :  and  in  answer  to 
what  the  Imn.  Member  for  Sunderland 
has  said  with  regard  to  his  own  burougli, 
I  would  remind  him  that  the  balance  in 
hand  on  account  of  the  Police  Pension 
Fund  is  not  now  £4,900,  which  was  the 
amount  last  year,  but  is  at  the  present 
£4,504,  showing  a  decrease  of  nearly 
£400. 

Mr.  STOREY:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  misinformed.  [CWes  o/"Order  I] 
The  friends  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  heal-  me,  and  while  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  exhibits  so  much  temper  I 
will  not  give  him  the  information  I  was 
about  to  have  afforded. 

Me.    MATTHEWS:    This   is    not    a 
matter  of  temper.     But,   nevertheless,  I 
think  it  right  to  remind  the  House 
a  jieriod  has  arrived  at   which  the 
Mr.  Storey 
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longation  of  the  Debates  in  this  House 
has  reached  an  almost  uneiidunible  limit. 
I  did  not  interrupt  the  hon.  Member 
during  the  whole  of  the  40  or  45  minutes  j 
he  was  addressing  the  House,  and  I  have 
not  yet  occupied  the  time  of  the  House 
for  five  minutes.  I  think,  therefore,  I 
ought  to  be  allowed  a  very  brief  period 
in  order  to  explain  my  views  upon  this 
question.  I  have  stated  that  the  Return 
I  luive  quoted  shows  that  the  Sunderland 
Police  Pension  Fund  is  approaching  thfr 
verge  of  insolvenc}-,  but,  even  assuming- 
that  I  am  wrong  in  that  statement,! 
nlthough  I  have  no  doubt  that  I  am  right,  > 
I  ask  the  House  to  consider  the  extraor- 
dinary proposal  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made,  namely,  that  the  Police  Authorities, 
having  the  management  of  the  pension 
funds,  can  afford  to  pay  the  pensions. 
For  the  last  13  years,  as  shown  by  the, 
Ile[Kirt  of  the  Committee  of  this  House,  [ 
pensions  for  which  the  ptilice  have  beeni 
waiting,  have  remained  unpaid,  and  yetl 
the  hon.  Gentleman  asserts  that  the 
Police  Authorities  have  sutficient  money 
in  hand  to  discharge  these  obligations, 
and  consequently  asks  this  House  to  ex- 
empt the  Police  Authorities  from  the 
operation  of  this  Bill,  leaving  to  those 
exempted  Authorities  the  arbitrary  dis- 
cretion of  paying  or  refusing  the  pensions 
to  which  the  police  have  become  entitlecl 
by  a  length  of  service.  A  more  incon- 
gruous, illogical,  and  preposterous  sng- 
srestion  it  h;is  never  been  my  lot  to  hoar 
brought  forward  in  this  House. 

C4.0.)      The    House   divided: — Ayes 
139  ;  Noes  33.— (Div.  List,  No.  •->21.) 

(4.6.)  Mr.  ATHERLEY  -  JONES : 
In  the  Amendment  I  have  to  move  I 
hope  I  may  obtain  the  support  of  Mem- 
bers opposite,  and  that  the  Home  Secre- 
tary will  at  any  rate  treat  it  as  an  open 
question.  Under  the  Bill  jiolicemen  in 
the  Metropolis  are  to  receive  a  jwusion 
of  two-thirds  of  their  pay  after  serving 
for  25  years,  whatever  their  age  may  be. 
The  List  Police  Bill  introduced  was  that 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
and  I  take  marked  notice  of  the  fact  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  absent  to- 
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day.  His  knowledge,  experience,  and 
judgment  would  have  been  of  infinite 
value  to  the  House  in  this  discussion. 
In  previous  Police  Bills  the  provision 
was  that  a  constable  must  reach  the  age 
■of  50  or  55  years  before  he  received  a 
pension.  A  provision  has  Ijeen  put  in 
the  Schedule  of  this  Bill,  that  outside 
the  Metropolis  the  age  must  be  not  less 
than  50.  It  is  preposterous  to  say  that 
a  policeman  who  lias  served  25  years  and 
left  the  force  at  the  age  of  45  should 
■foe  entitled  to  receive  a  pension  for  the 
rest  of  his  life.  A  man  at  45  is  perfectly 
well  able  to  perform  all  his  physiciil  and 
intellectttol  duties.  It  is  urged  by  the 
Home  Secrutarj'  that  the  wear  and  tear 
and  the  hardship  of  the  London  police- 
man's life  are  greater  than  of  the 
provincial  policeman  ;  but  I  have  been 
unable  to  find  from  statistics  that  the 
■one  is  more  rapidly  incapacitated  than  the 
other.  But  even  if  that  were  so,  wherever 
a  police  oHicer  is  incapacitated  through  in- 
firmity of  mind  and  body, ample  provision 
is  made  in  the  Bill  tu  meet  his  case. 
What  I  propose  is  the  limit  of  age  should 
be  50  or  .55.  Experienced  police  officers 
tell  me  that  the  result  of  the  Home 
.Secretary's  proposals  will  be  to  increase 
vastly  the  numlM-T  of  men  remaining  in 
the  force  for  25  years.  Thus  the  future 
pension  fund  of  London  would  be  enor- 
mously augmented.  At  present  it  is 
under  £200,000,  but  under  the  proposals 
«f  the  Home  Secretary  it  •will  soon 
reach  £500,000.  That  is  an  enormous 
increase  in  the  buiden  propoised  to  be 
placed  on  the  ratcpnyers,  and  it  is  a 
burden  which  is  not  justified.  In 
almost  every  case  the  men  who  leave  the 
Force  can  take  employment  elsewhere, 
even  if  they  have  not  a  pension.  I  am 
jiot  opposed  to  reasonable  pensions,  but 
in  the  interest  of  the  ratepayers  of  the 
MetropoJis  I  object  to  the  inn)Osition 
■upon  them  of  the  burden  of  maintaining 
a  body  of  men  in  absolute  idleness, 
when  they  are  perfectly  corajjctent  to 
maintain  themselves.  I  do  hope  that 
there  will  be  found  hon.  Members  on  the 
■other  side  of  the  House  to  join  with  me 
in  pressing  the  Home  Secretary  to  revert 
to  the  lines  of  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the    Member    for    Wolver- 
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hampton,  and  establish  the  same  stan- 
dard of  iige  for  earning  pensions  that 
yon  would  have  in  the  provinces  of 
England  and  Scotland. 

Amendment  pro jtosed,  in  page  1,  line 
10,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "and," 
to  the  word  "shall,"  in  line  12,  and 
insert  the  words  "  is  not  less  than  fifty 
years," — {^fr.  Atherley- Jones,) —  instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 


(4.17.)     Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon. 
Gentleman's   statement  was   correct   so 
went,    but     it     was     not 
Mr.    Hibbert    brought    in 
when     the     late     Govern- 
in    office — in    1882    and 
-and  neither  of  these  contained  a 
of  age.     Those  Bills  were  stoutly 


opposed  by  the  Representatives  of  the 
ratepayers'  interest,  and  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  that  hot  opposition  that  the 
limit  of  age  was  first  introduced.  In  Mr. 
Hibbort's  first  Bill  the  limit  of  age  was 
50  years,  but  in  the  second  Bill  it  was 
fixed  at  55  years.  In  the  next  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
there  was  a  limit  of  age,  but  with  power 
of  exemption.  The  police  all  loudly  pro- 
tested against  that.  It  was  somewhat 
more  severe,  but  was  to  conciliate  con- 
flicting interests.  But  through  the 
whole  of  the  controversy  there  was  no 
suggestion  as  to  contribution  from  public 
resources.  In  the  present  Bill  I  liave 
endeavoured  to  steer  a  middle  course. 
The  Bill  allows  each  Local  Authority  to 
fix  a  limit  of  t^e  if  it  thinks  fit. 

Mb.  ATHERLEY-JONES  :  Not  in  the 
Metropolis. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  the  same  authority  in  the 
Metropolis,  and  thoQgh  I  have  stated 
that  I  have  no  intention  of  fixing  a  limit, 
it  will  be  open  for  my  successor  to  do  so, 
["  No."]  The  Bill  will  enable  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  empower  the  Local 
Authority  to  impose  whatever  limit  of 
age  they  desire,  both  outside  and  inside 
the  Metropolis.  It  ought  also  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  if  no  men  are  allowed 
to  enter  the  force  uutil  they  are  25  years 
of  age,  they  will  have  reached  the  sug- 


1695  Police  {COMMONS} 

gested  age  of  50  years  before  they  are 
entitled  to  a  pension,  and  such  a  course 
may  have  its  ndviintagcs.  I  trust  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  think  it  necessary 
to  press  the  Amundment. 

(4.20.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  look 
on  this  as  a  very  important  Aniendment, 
as  it  goes  to  the  very  root  of  the  ques- 
tion. I  will  not  discu.ss  the  point  as  to 
what  ought  to  be  the  limit  of  ago.  All 
I  want  to  provide  for  is  that  there  shall 
be  some  limit  of  age,  and  that  yon  should 
impose  on  the  Locnl  Autiiority  the 
responsibility  of  saying  what  the  age 
shall  bo,  be  it  high  or  low.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  there  will 
he  no  limit  of  ago  in  the  Metropolis  if 
the  Bill  passes,  and  I  say  that  the  pro- 
posal is  an  entirely  new  one,  which  your 
House  never  had  made  before  in  connec- 
tion with  public  rates.  In  connection 
with  all  the  branches  of  the  police, 
whether  in  the  Motrop<.)Ii8  or  in  the 
country — save  in  the  City  itself — the 
limit  of  age  is  GO  years.  It  is 
impossible  for  a  man  to  retire  before  that 
age,  unless  he  is  broken  down  and  obtains 
a  medical  certificate.  What  is  the  rule 
of  the  Civil  Service  ?  Why  the  age  is 
60  years.  What  is  the  rule  of  the  great 
companies  and  railways  ?  Why  that  no 
pension  is  attainable  without  a  medical 
certificate  below  tlie  age  of  60.  The 
pensions  are  not  jiaid  on  the  maximum 
salary  received  at  the  age  of  60,  but  on 
the  whole  pay  during  the  period  of 
■ervice.  The  Representatives  of  the  rate- 
paj'ers  rebelled  against  the  scheme  pro- 
pounded by  Mr.  Hibbcrt.  Thej'  would 
not  have  it,  and  I  maintain  that  if  the 
Representatives  of  the  ratepayers  hivi 
time  to  consider  the  present  Bill  they 
would  rise  against  it  just  as  they  did 
against  that  of  Mr.  Hibbert.  If  we  are 
to  go  by  precedent,  we  see  that  in  the 
matured  draft  of  the  Bill  of  the  late 
Government  the  limit  of  age  was  put  at 
55  years ;  and  we  cannot  help  seeing  that 
without  a  limit  of  age  a  great  many  con- 
stables will  be  able  to  retire  at  the  age  of 
43,  a  great  many  at  the  oge  of  44,  and  a 
great  many  at  the  age  of  45,  for  large 
numbers  of  j-oung  men  enlist  into  the 
Mr.  Matt/iewt 
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force  at  the  ages  of  18,  19,  and  20.  It  is 
proposed  to  allow  the  policemen  of  the 
Metropolitan  di.strict  to  retire  into  civil 
life,  carrying  with  them  these  large 
pensions — three  times  the  amount  re- 
ceived by  our  soldiers.  I  hold  that  the 
result  will  be  that  your  best  men  will 
retire  into  civil  life,  carrying  these  high 
pensions  with  them,  and  you  will  be  left 
with  the  dregs.  The  retiring  age 
for  men  in  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Force  should  not  be  less  than  50. 
I  do  not  object  to  that  age  in  London, 
but  consider  it  very  reasonable. 
The  Committee  on  the  Scotch  Bill  haa 
struck  out  the  provision  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  proposes  to  strike  out  in 
this  Bill.  I  am  quite  wilHng  to  make 
the  limit  of  age  elastic,  in  order  to  enable 
consbibles  to  retire  at  50  and  officers  at 
60.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  support  my  l.on.  and  learned 
Friend  in  liis  Amendment.  There  is  only 
one  other  argument  I  wish  to  advance. 
I  think  that  if  you  make  no  limit  in  thfr 
Metropolis  you  will  have  an  agitation  in 
the  provinces  that  they  should  have  no 
limit  also.  They  will  say  we  will  bully 
the  Government  until  we  have  got  what 
has  been  given  to  the  men  in  the 
Metropolis.  I  never  will  support  ai> 
agitation  on  the  part  of  the  servants  of 
the  State.  There  has  been  agitation,  and 
now  we  are  reaping  the  fruits  of  our 
action  in  regard  to  it. 

•(4.34.)  SiB  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington, 
S.)  :  The  principle  of  this  Amendment 
seems  to  me  to  be  whether  it  is  necessary 
to  add  to  the  condition  of  25  years.  We 
have  a  limit  of  age,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Atherley-Jones^ 
contends  that  an  addition  is  necessary 
in  the  ease  not  only  of  the  provincial 
forces,  but  also  of  the  Metropolitan  Force. 
I  think  the  cases  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  cited  of  constables  being  able 
to  leave  the  Force  at  45  or  50  were  very 
extreme.  That  is  by  no  means  the 
general  rule.  The  general  rule  is,  that 
even  20  years'  service  has  exhausted  the 
enei-gy  of  a  constable,  and  that  ho  leaves 
the  Force  after  such  service.  The 
practical  resalt  of  the  figures  I  propose 
to  give  is  that  it  is  not  neoessary  to 
make    any     further     addition     to     the 
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condition  as  to  the  limit  of  age.  In 
1S85,  in  the  Metropolitan  Force,  out 
of  11,514  constables,  only  1"2  remained 
after  20  years  of  ago  and  up  to  25.  In 
1888  the  number  was  somewhat  increased. 
Those  remaining  amounted  to  1  '3  of  the 
whole  Force,  and  in  1889,  out  of  U,315 
constables,  only  329  were  remaining  up 
to  25  years'  service.  [Sir  G.  CAMPnEU, : 
What  about  the  oflBcers  ?]  1  am  deiiling 
with  the  whole  Force,  including  oiiicers. 
The  last  figures  I  have  cited  only  give 
2  per  cent,  as  remaining  up  to  25 
years.  What  is  a  fair  inference  to  be 
derived  from  the  figures  ]  It  is  that, 
at  any  rate  in  London,  the  demands  on 
the  constables  arc  such  that  they  cannot 
generally  fulfil  even  the  condition  of  25 
years'  service.  If  that  be  so,  I  ask,  is 
it  right  to  attempt  to  add  an  additional 
limit  of  age  ?  Is  it  not  our  proper 
course  to  endeavour,  by  a  system  of 
superannuation,  to  retain  as  long  as 
possible  in  the  Force  those  men  of  ex- 
perience and  character  who  have  re- 
mained for  a  very  considerable  period. 
As  a  Metropolitan  Member,  I  shall 
strongly  oppose  this  Amendment. 

(4.38.)  Mb.  E.  IIOBERTSON:  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  haa  rather 
mistaken  the  question  raised  by  the 
Amendment.  The  clause  pniposes  to 
leave  it  to  the  Local  Authority  to  pre- 
scribe what  shall  bo  the  limit  of  age,  and 
the  question  raised  by  the  Amendment 
is  whether  or  not  there  should  be  a 
uniform  limit  of  ago  in  all  places.  The 
Home  Secretary  told  us  earlier  in  the 
Debate  tliat  a  Scotch  Member  was 
travelling  out  of  his  province  if  he  pre. 
Bumed  to  express  an  opinion  upon  this 
English  Bill.  That  seems  a  startling 
statement  to  come  from  a  Unionist 
Minister,  and  I  can  only  attribute  it  to 
the  Home  Rule  principles  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  began  his 
political  career.  As  a  matter  of  fivct,  we 
Scotcli  Members  have  a  direct  interest 
in  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  Whatever 
provisions  may  be  agreed  to  in  the  Eng- 
lish Bill,  there  will  bo  Scotch  Members 
and  English  Members  also  who  will  in- 
sist on  the  Scotch  Police  having  as  good 
terms  as  the  English  Police.  We  there- 
fore   have  a  direct   interest    in  seeing 


that  no  extravagant  conditions  are  im- 
ported into  this  Bill.  As  to  whether 
the  limit  should  be  universal,  I  will  again 
recall  to  the  attention  of  the  House  the 
important  evidence  laid  before  the 
Scotch  Committee  on  the  question.  Cap- 
tain Munro,  a  police  expert,  laid  it  down 
as  a  governing  principle  that  between 
one  Pohce  Authority  and  another  there 
should  be  uniform  treatment  as  to  pen- 
sion. As  to  the  question  of  the  limit  of 
age,  this  same  expert,  the  only  one 
called  before  the  Committee,  gave  it  as 
his  opinion  that  in  all  forces  the  limit  of 
age  should  be  5.^5  for  constables  and  60 
for  otficers.  Unless  the  Government 
can  give  us  some  stronger  reasons  than 
those  already  adduced  for  the  rejection 
of  this  Amendment,  I  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  support  the  Amendment. 

.  •(4.43.)  Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  As  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Durham 
(Mr.  Atherley-Jones)  has  made  several 
references  U.)  Metro[X)litan  Members,  and 
has  mentioned  me  by  name,  I  should  like 
to  say  a  very  few  words,  I  suppose  I 
have  no  right  to  complain  that  I  and  my 
Colleagues  liave  again  and  again  been 
charged  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man with  being  actuated  by  the  most 
sordid  motives  in  the  position  we  have 
taken  up.  I  do  expect,  however,  from  a 
learned  Member  of  the  House  that  his 
statements  shall  be  coherent  and  in- 
telligible. I  submit  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  statements  against 
us  were  neithercoherent  nor  intelligible. 
He  says  we  are  neglecting  the  interests 
of  the  ratepayers.  If  we  are  neglecting 
the  interests  of  tiie  ratepayers  we  stand 
to  lose  very  much  more  than  we  can  ever 
hojw  to  gain  by  conciliating  a  mere  hand- 
ful of  policemen.  In  the  great  popular 
constituency  like  that  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  the  police 
vote  is  absolutely  inappreciable  ;  and 
even  if  it  were  not,  I  am  not  hard 
op  for  a  few  scores  of  votes  or  even  for 
a  few  hundreds.  Again,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is,  I  think,  wrong  aa 
to  his  information.  He  says  that  upon 
the  statistics  of  the  past  a  policeman  is 
not  worn  out  sooner  in  the  Metropolis 
than  in  the  rest  of  the  country.  That 
is  directly  contrary  to  the  information 
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afforded  by  the  Parliamentnry  Paper  I 
hold  in  n\j  Imnd.  This  Paper  shows 
that  the  average  period  of  service  of 
men  pensioned  in  the  Metrojiolitan  Police 
Force  is  21  years.  Taking  the  10 
boroughs  which  precede  the  Metropolis 
in  the  list,  the  average  length  of  service 
performed  by  constables  before  they  are 
pensioned  is  over  27  years.  I  have  only 
to  add  that  the  position  of  my  consti- 
tuents, and  I  think  of  the  Metropolitan 
ratepayers  genei-ally,  is  this  :  They  know, 
as  every  Member  of  the  House  knows, 
that  for  years — for  nearly  10  years  past 
— certain  promises,  of  which  this  now 
before  the  House  is  one,  have  lieen 
held  out  to  the  Police  Force  by  both 
Political  Parties,  and  they  desire  that  the 
public  faith,  having  lieen  in  tiiis  way 
pledged,  should  bq  kept ;  and,  moreover, 
they  are  quite  willing  to  Ijear  the  burden 
of  additional  cost,  if  any,  in  order  to 
secure  the  incalculable  advantages  which 
spring  from  a  contented  Police  Force. 

•Mii.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  question 
has  been  dobatetl  at  great  length  on  this 
and  other  occasions,  and,  therefore,  I 
trust  the  House  will  now  oome  to  a 
decision. 

Mb.  STOREY  :  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  just  left  the  House.  I  do 
not  think  he  wishes  to  divide  on  this 
point  in  view  of  the  suggestion  which 
has  been  made  to  him. 

(4.47.)  The  House  divided: — Ayes 
114;  Noes  47.— (Div,  List,  No.  222.) 

(4.55.)  Mk,  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  wish 
to  move  an  Aniondnient  in  line  15.  It 
ia  to  omit  the  word  "receive"  and 
insert  "  thereupon  the  Police  Authority 
may  if  it  thinks  fit  grant  him.'' 
This  point  was  carefully  considered  by 
the  Committee  on  the  Scotch  Bill.  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  is  to  leave  it 
to  the  Police  Authority  in  each  case  to 
say  whether  or  not  a  constable  shall 
have  a  pension. 

Amendment  propo.sed,  in  page  1,  line 
15,  to  leave  out  the  wonl  "  receive, " 
and  insert  the  words  "thereupon  the 
Police  Authority  may  if  it  thinks  fit 
.grant  liim." — (i/r.  Edinuiid  HoberC- 
ion.") 

Question   proposed,    "That  the    word 
'  receive  '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
Mr.  Pinker sijM 


(4.56.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
OF  STATE  roB  the  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuart  Wortlev,  Sheffield, 
Hallam) :  This  is  a  question  whether  the 
police  shall  have  a  right  to  a  pension  or 
not.  If  we  accepted  this  Amendment,  we 
should  really  surrender  the  principle  of 
the  Bill. 

(4.58.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  think 
it  is  a  wrong  principle,  and  one  that 
ought  Bot  to  be  adopted  in  regard  to 
any  branch  of  the  Public  Service.  I  shall, 
therefore,  vote  with  iny  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  I  admit  I  moved  this  Amend- 
ment in  Grand  Comn>ittee,  and  got  no 
.support  for  it.  The  Liberal  Government 
nccept,  to  a  certain  extent,  this  principle ; 
but,  then,  two  blacks  do  not  make  a 
white. 

Mr.  STOREY:  I  think  policemen 
ought  not  to  be  pen.sioned  by  order  of 
the  State  when  they  are  jiaid  by  the 
ratepayers.  The  ratepayers  ought  to 
have  some  option  in  regard  to  pensions, 
and,  in  order  to  give  effect  to  that  prin- 
ciple, I  shall  vote  with  my  hon.  aiid 
learned  Friend. 

•(4.59.)  Mr.CHILDERS:  There  seems 
to  be  an  impression  in  the  minds  of  the 
L'onimittfo  that  this  Amendment  was 
adopted  in  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Scotch  Bill.  Tlie  question  as  affecting 
the  ordinary  pcmsions  where  no  medical 
CL-rtificate  was  necessary  was  discussed 
at  great  length  on  the  Scotch  Bill,  and 
the  Motion  was  rejected  by  i\  majority  of 
14  to  4. 

(5.0.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  I  con- 
sider it  is  fundamentally  wrong  in 
principle  to  destroy  local  control  and  to 
nmke  the  Homo  Office  the  operative 
authority  all  over  the  country.  I  am 
glad  the  Amendment  has  been  proposed, 
and  however  large  the  majority  against 
us  may  Ix",  I  think  we  ought  to  support 
that  Amendment  t<»  a  Division.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  it  would 
practically  destroy  a  policenians  right 
to  n  pension  altogether,  but  I  do  not  agree 
with  him.  You  may  adopt  tlie  principle 
tlmt  every  constable  .shall  have  a  right  to 
a  pension,  and  you  miiy  embody  that 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  but  still  yoa 
may  leave  the  Local  Authorities,  the 
representatives  of  the  ratepayers,  to  act 
up  to  that  principle  and  to  put  it  in  force. 
I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  conflict  of 
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principle  in  the  position.  But  whether 
thnt  be  so  or  not,  it  is  material  to  the 
view  I  take  that  we  should  nmke  every 
effort  in  our  power  tliat  the  locality, 
through  its  representntives,  sLould  have 
the  controlling  power,  and  not  the  Home 
Office. 

(5.5.)  The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  133  ; 
Noes  22.— (Div.  List,  No.  223.) 

•(5.11.)  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  appeal 
to  the  lion.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  not  to 
press  the  other  Anieudraents  btaiiding  in 
his  name.  The  hon.  Member  mast  have 
gathered  from  the  Divisions  what  the 
view  of  the.  Hou.se  i.s,  and  I  ho{)e  that 
the  hon.  MeuibLT  vs-ill  not  put  the  House 
to  the  trouble  of  considering  Amend- 
ments which  he  knows  the  Hous.'  will 
not  approve.  The  hon.  Meuilwr  has 
already  expressed  his  views  on  every 
possible  aspect  of  the  Bill. 

(5.12.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  should 
be  glad  if  I  could  accede  to  the  wish  of 
the  right  hon.  Goutleman.  I  feel  that 
it  is  rather  hard  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  should  be  kept  sitting 
here,  at  an  ineouvenieut  time,  because 
his  Colleagues  have  made  such  a,  mess 
of  the  Session.  I  quite  admit  that  I  have 
expressed  myself  at  length  upon  my 
objections  to  the  Bill,  and.  therefore,  I 
shall  now  be  brief.  Still  there  are  some 
matters  of  principle  to  which  I  must 
allude,  though  I  will  not  take  tlieUuuse 
through  the  Lobbies  unless  I  have  a 
prospect  of  reasonalile  support.  I  was 
not  a  Member  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Scotch  Bill,  bat  I  have  great  faith  in  the 
wisdom  of  my  own  countrymen,  and  I 
find  they  have  made  an  Amendment 
in  their  Bill  not  on  a  local  but  a  general 
question,  which  is  this  ;  According  to 
the  English  and  the  Scotch  Bill,  any 
man  who  is  incapicitattd  from  injury 
received  in  the  execution  of  his  duty  is 
entitled  t«  retire  on  a  pension  for  life. 
We  none  of  us  want  to  alter  that,  but 
Clause  3  is  very  different.  Where  a 
man  is  imsipncitated  not  by  the  per- 
formance of  his  duty,  but  because  it 
turns  out  that  he  is  nnsound 
in  mind  or  body,  and  iuLivpable 
of  the  work  required  from  him,  in 
consequence  of  that  infirmity,  the  ques- 
tion is  :  After  what  period  of  service 
should  he  be  pensioned!  The  Scotch 
Gommittoe  decided  for  20  years,  and  I 


think  they  are  right.  If  yo\i  adojit  15 
years  the  result  will  be  that  for  five 
years  the  man  will  be  trying  imperfectly 
to  learn  his  duties,  for  the  next  10  years 
ho  will  Ix*  doing  his  work  badly,  and  the 
end  of  that  term  he  will  receive  a 
pension  for  the  remainder  of  his  life. 
Well,  I  do  not  think  that  is  desirable. 
It  will  always  bo  in  the  jwwer  of  the 
Police  Authority  to  award  a  gratuity. 
I  should  like  to  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  opportunity  of  expressing 
liis  view  why  we  should  not  here  adopt 
20  years  for  the  term  of  service  instead 
of  15. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
17,  to  leavfi  out  the  word  "fifteen," 
and  insert  the  word  "twenty." — [Sir 
George  Cnmphdl.^ 

Question,  "That  the  word  'fifteen,' 
stand  part  of  the  Bil!,"  put,  and  nega- 
tived. 

(5.17.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  The 
next  Amendment  is  a  very  necessary 
one,  and  I  scarcely  know  how  the  Under 
Secretary  can  resist  it 

(5.17.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE:  I  de- 
sire to  propose  an  Amendment  which 
ai-ises  before  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member,  that  is,  to  add  after  the 
words  "  infirmity  of  mind  or  liody,"  the 
words  "arising  from  his  duty."  It 
appears  to  mo  desirable  to  limit  the 
right  to  receive  a  pension  in  this  way, 
because  it  is  clear  infirmity  may  arise 
from  causes  altogether  outside  his  duties 
as  a  constable. 

Amendment  projvised,  in  page  1,  line 
19,  after  the  word  "  body,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  arising  from  his  duties." — {Mr. 
Conybeare.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(5.18.)  Mr.  STDART  WORTLEY: 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  look  lower 
down  in  the  Bill,  he  wiU  find  that 
cases  of  infirmity  brought  about  by 
vicious  habits  are  abundantly  provided 
for  by  a  discretion  given  to  the  Police 
Authority. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  1  really  think 
the  Under  Secretary  will  not  resist  this 
Amendment.  What  I  now  propose  is  to 
provide  that  where  a  constable  has  no* 
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been  subjected  to  a  deduction  from  his 
pay  for  a  reasonable  period  the  amount 
of  his  pension  shall  be  in  proportion  to 
such  exemption.  I  know  it  has  been 
said  that  no  Buch  case  will  arise,  because 
by  law  every  constable  is  obliged  to 
allow  some  deduction  from  his  pay  to 
form  a  fund.  But  then  a  difficulty  arises 
from  the  refusal  to  insert  the  definition 
of  a  "  constable."  Proceeding  further, 
we  find  that  chief  constables  do  not  novT 
contribute  to  the  fund  ;  no  deduction  is 
made  from  their  pay.  I  say  it  is  a 
monstrous  job  to  pive  chief  constables 
full  pensions,  while  they,  unlike  other 
members  of  the  Force,  are  not  required 
to  contribute  by  deductions  from  their 
pay.  I  cannot  see  why  there  should  be 
this  exemption.  In  every  Bill  brought 
before  the  House  there  has  been  some 
proviso  of  this  kind.  There  was  such  in 
the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  ;  in  the  Scotch  Bill  there 
is  a  complicated  set  of  rules  for  the  same 
purpose.  If  I  am  right,  as  I  think  I  am, 
that  chief  constables  do  not  have  to 
submit  to  deductions,  then  I  do  hope 
that  the  Government  will,  in  fairness, 
accept  my  Amendment.  It  is.  indeed, 
an  important  matter  of  principle,  and  I 
do  not  think  I  could  have  put  it  more 
briefly. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  5,  at  the  end  of  Clause  1,  to  add  the 
words — 

"  Provided  that,  it  a  eonstnblo  has  not  been 
euhjectcd  tu  the  deduction  from  his  pay  heri?ia- 
«ft«r  provided,  as  a  i-ODtribution  to  the  pension 
fund,  for  «t  least  two-thirda  of  his  whole 
Ben'ii'P,  the  pension  awarded  to  him  ehiiU  be 
diminished  to  such  an  extent  as  to  the  Police 
Authority  may  seem  reasonable  under  the 
circumstance*." — (•S'l/-  Gtuiiir  CampbtU.) 

Question  prop<:>8ed,  "That  those  words 
be  thtire  inserted.'' 

•(5.22.)  Mr.  STUART  WORTLEV : 
So  far  as  chief  constables  are  concerned 
the  Police  Authorities  have  power  to 
attain  the  same  object  as  is  secured  by 
the  deductions  from  the  pay  of  ordinary 
constables  ;  they  can  fix  the  salary  of 
the  Chief  .Secretary  pro  rata  as  vacancies 
arise. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  But  existing 
chief  constables  ? 

•Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman   will    allow   me  to    proceed. 
Sir  (J.  CamjMl 


The  same  object  is  secured  by  the  fixing^ 
of  the  aninunt  of  the  salary.  My  argu- 
ment applies  to  the  past  as  well  as  to  the 
future.  So  far  as  ordinary  constables 
are  concerned  the  Amendment  ought  not 
to  be  entertained.  To  insert  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  to  introduce  that  element 
of  uncertainty  and  pussible  caprice  which 
it  is  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  avoid. 

(5.23.)  Mb.  storey  :  I  submit  tlmt 
this  is  not  a  reasonable  answer  to  a 
reasonable  Amendment.  The  case  we 
put  is  this  :  Is  a  constable  who  has  made 
contributions  to  the  fund  from  his  pay 
to  receive  no  advantage  in  his  pension 
over  the  man  who  has  made  no  such 
contribution  ?  Really,  what  the  Under 
Secretary  has  said  is  no  more  than  an 
argument  against  any  system  of  pensions 
at  all,  for  the  Local  Authority,  on 
engaging  a  man.  can  arrange  for  a  scale 
of  pay  that  shall  prevent  the  question  of 
pension  arising.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
put  the  case  of  men  who  are  to  receive 
pensions  of  hundreds  of  pounds  a  year, 
making  no  contributions,  as  ordinary 
constables  are  required  to  do.  Really, 
we  have  had  no  re[)Iy  to  justify  this. 

•(5.24.)  Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  would 
strongly  urge  the  Government  to  accept 
the  Amendment.  The  question  has 
been  discussed  before  and  was  con- 
sidered in  the  Committee  on  the  Scotch 
Bill  aa  satisfactorily  settled.  As  it  is  a 
matter  of  great  importance,  I  hope  the 
Government  will  consider  whether  some 
Amendment  could  not  be  introduced  into 
thu  Hill  which  would  remove  the  apparent 
injustice  to  the  common  constables. 

•(5.25.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Such  an 
a])peal  coming  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  certainly  deserves  tiio  fullest 
consideration  from  the  Government. 
The  proper  place,  however,  for  the 
Amendment  suggested  would  be  in  a 
later  clause  of  the  Bill.  Though  1  can 
give  no  defiuite  pledge,  I  will  certainly 
undertake  that  the  point  shall  be  re-con- 
sidered. 

(5.26.)  Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  1  should 
like  to  know  how  it  is  the  suggestion 
acquires  such  importance  when  repeated 
from  the  Front  Bench  ?  Before  we 
divide,  I  would  ju.st  mention  as  a  reason 
why  chief  constables  should  be  put  on 
the  same  footing,  at  least,  as  ordinary 
constables,  that   they  are   usually  men 
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who  are  in  receipt  of  pensions  for  service 
in  the  Army. 

(5.27.)  Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  :  I  cer- 
tainly feel  that  there  is  every  reason  for 
some  such  an  Amendment,  and  that 
chief  constables  should  not  escape  those 
deductions  to  which  constables  have  to 
submit. 

(5.27.)  Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  I 
would  suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  that 
he  should  accept  the  specific  promise 
made  and  withdiaw  his  Amendment 
now. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(5.28.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  The 
point  I  have  now  to  rai.se  is  also  an  im- 
portant one,  it  is  whether  any  discretion 
is  to  be  allowed  to  Police  Authorities  iu 
the  amount  of  pensions.  The  House 
has  decided,  I  think  wrongly,  that  a 
man  shall  have  the  right  to  claim  a 
pension  after  a  certain  period  of  service, 
but  the  question  arises,  whether  a  man 
having  completed  his  t«rm  shall  receive 
the  same  pension,  whether  his  conduct 
has  been  good,  bad,  or  indifferent.  The 
words  I  propuse  have  good  authority, 
they  are  taken  from  the  Civil  Service 
Superannuation  Act,  and  they  run  as 
follows : — 

"Pro^-idcd  also,  th«t  the  Police  Authority 
may  xrant  to  any  constable  a  pension  of  leaa 
amount  than  he  would  have  been  entitled  to 
receive  if  his  defaults  or  demerits  in  relation  to 
the  public  service  appear  to  them  to  justify 
such  diminution." 

It  being  half  past  Five  of  the  clock, 
Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration,  as 
amended,  stood  adjourned. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  to  be  re- 
sumed upon  Monday  next. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Resolution,  [Ist  August]  reported. 

Revesuk  Departments. 

"That  a  sura,  not  exceeding  £1,583.846  (in- 
cluding a  Supplementary  sum  of  £50,000),  h« 
grmnted  to  Her  Mnjesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1891 ,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Working  Expenses  of  the  Post  UHice 
Telegraph  Service." 

Me.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham):  I 
wish  to  call  attention  to  what  1  may 
characteri.se  as  an  extraordinary  state- 
ment made  last  night  by  the  Postmaster 
General  in  the  Debate  relating  to   the 


question  of  the  telegraph  clerks  at 
Cardiff.  I  was  not  present  during  the 
Debate.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  that  the 
Postmaster  General  has  left  town  for 
Carlsbad.  I  wns  surprised  to  read  the 
following  in  the  report  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  in  the  Timeg  : — 

"  The  editor  of  an  infamous  print,  the 
Wftitrn  Mail,  seemed  to  have  done  his  best 
to  induce  the  servants  of  the  Telegraph  Office 
to  disclose  information  for  publication." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  smarting 
under  attacks  made  upon  him  in  the 
Wesleni,  Mail  for  his  conduct  in  remov- 
ing from  Cardiff  certain  telegraph  clerks 
who  had  written  to  the  local  Press,  and 
ho  appears  to  have  lent  a  ready  car  to 
stories  told  to  him  about  the  way 
in  which  the  Western  Mail  attempted 
to  obtain  official  information  from 
clerks  in  the  Telegraph  Office.  Now 
I  personally  refrained  from  taking  any 
part  in  the  Debate,  IxKiause  it  might  be 
supposed  I  had  an  interest  in  the  matter, 
ns  1  am  one  of  the  proprietorsof  this  news- 
paper, and  I  therefore  left  it  in  the 
hands  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cardiff.  I  must  say,  however,  it 
seems  a  most  unwarrantable  proceeding 
on  the  part  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
to  stand  up  in  his  place  in  Parliament 
and  bring  a  shameful  charge  of  that  kind 
.against  a  newspaper  of  large  circulation 
and  high  stamling,  which  has  probably 
done  as  much  service  for  the  Conserva- 
tive cause  in  the  country,  and  for  the 
public  interest,  as  even  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  has 
doue  in  the  course  of  his  long  public  life. 
I  believe  the  only  conceivable  foundation 
for  a  charge  of  that  kind  is,  that  a 
telegram  relating  to  the  movements  of 
the  Postmaster  General  himself  found  its 
way  into  the  columns  of  the  Weitern 
Mail.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
going  down  to  Cardiff,  and  sent  a  tele- 
gram to  say  he  could  not  come  at  the 
tiniL'  he  intended,  but  would  a  little 
later.  That  was  a  matter  which  inter- 
ested the  telegraph  clerks  more  than 
ordi  nary  telegrams  would,  and  they  appear 
to  have  talked  about  it  to  one  another,  and 
the  news  got  round  in  the  office,  and  one 
of  the  Post  Office  clerks — not  one  of  the 
telegraph  clerks — appears  to  have  con- 
voyed the  information  in  a  gossiping  way 
to  one  of  the  reporters  of  the  newspaper. 
Whether  a  thing  of  that  kind   justifies 
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the  Postmaster  General  in  coming  down 
and  saying  that  a  newspaper  which 
publishes  a  telegram  of  that  sort  is  an 
infamous  print  and  tries  to  corrupt 
public  servants  I  will  leave  it  to  the 
House  to  say.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  au 
exceedingly  unfair  and  improper  thing 
for  any  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  take 
advantage  of  his  position  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament  to  bring  such  charges  against 
men  who  are  quite  as  honourable  as 
himself.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  present  I  should  probably  have 
ased  much  stronger  language ;  as  it  is, 
I  will  content  myself  with  saying  that 
the  Western  Mail  is  no  more  an  infamous 
print  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
an  infamous  Minister.  If  this  is  the 
way  in  which  he  deals  with  outside  and 
unofficial  critics,  then  \  can  only  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  come  back 
from  Carlsbad  in  better  health  and 
better  temper,  or  I  shall  bo  very  sorry 
for  the  unfortunate  servants  in  the  Post 
Office  and  Telegraph  Service,  who  are  at 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mercy. 

Resolation  agreed  to. 

STATUTE    LAW    REVISION    BILL 

[LORD.S].— (No.  251.) 

SECOND   llEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Clarke,  Plymouth) :  When  the  Com- 
mittee had  this  Bill  under  consideration 
they  came  to  the  coiiclusiun  unauiraonsty 
that  certain  fcirmal  parts  of  various 
statutes,  such  as  long  nreambles,  might 
■well  be  omitted  in  the  revised  edition, 
and  the  draughtsmen  were  instructed  to 
prepare  another  schedule  of  preambles 
which  might  Ix)  dealt  with  in  the  same 
way.  This  Bill  is  the  result  of  their 
work,  and  if  it  is  passed  we  sliall  be  able 
at  once  to  issue  three  volumes  of  the 
revised  edition.  I  trust,  therefore,  that 
the  House  will  allow  it  to  proceed. 

•Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  should 
like  to  confirm  that  statement.  This 
Bill  merely  carries  out  the  wishes  of  the 
Committee,  already  appioved  by  the 
House,  and  it  is  desirable  to  carry  out 
this  reform  in  the  interesf.s  of  the  general 
body  of  the  people,  who  have  long  been 
promised  a  cheap  and  convenient  edition 
of  the  Statutes. 

Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean 


Dn.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
really  must  object  to  Bills  like  this  being 
passed  in  this  way.  If  it  is  so  important 
let  the  Government  make  it  the  first 
Order  of  the  Day  on  Monday.  I  must 
continue  to  oppose  measures  being  taken 
at  such  an  hour  as  this. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

On  the  Motion  for  Adjournment : — 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  What  wiU  be  the  busi- 
ness for  Monday  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  jACKSOjf,  Leeds,  N.) :  Sub- 
stantially the  first  Order  on  Monday 
will  be  the  Pohce  Bill,  and  it  is  proposed 
to  go  on  with  these  Bills,  and  as  soon  as 
they  have  passed  this  House  to  take 
Supply. 

SiK  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Both  Police 
Bills  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Yes. 

Mr.  i^EXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  Is  there 
to  be  a  Supplementjiry  Estimate  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Yes;  I  have  laid 
one  on  the  Table  to-day. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  With  i-egard  to  the 
Savings  Banks  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury singled  me  out  yesterday  aa  the 
only  opponent  of  this  Bill.  If  he  looks 
on  the  Paper  ho  will  find  33  notices  of 
opposition. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  quite  aware 
of  that,  and  I  think  it  reflects  great 
credit  on  the  hon.  Member's  industry. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  imply  by 
that  that  the  opposition  is  not  hmid  fide. 
If  so,  I  can  assure  him  that  my  opposi- 
tion is  7 

Db.  TANNER :  And  I  also  may  say 
that  in  consequence  of  communications  I 
have  received  from  Ireland  1  must  oppose 
the  BUI. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  may  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  we  have  met  the  case 
of  Ireland  by  agreeing  to  exempt  that 
country  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
•Six  o'clock  until  Monday  next. 
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COMMISSION. 
The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal 
Assent  :• — 

Poor  La-w  (Ireland)  Rating. 
Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland) 

(OflBcers'  Superannuation). 
Boiler  Explosions  Acfc,  1882,  Amend- 
ment. 
Infectious  Disease  (Prevention). 
Anglo-German  Agreement. 
Foreign  Jurisdiction  (Consolidation). 
Statute  Law  Revision. 
Removal    Terms     (Scotland)      Act 

(1886)  Amendment. 
Birstall    Wesleyan     Chapel     Trust 

Scheme  Confirmation. 
Shrewsbury   and    Holyhead 
(Anglesey  and  Carnarvon). 
And  a  number  of  Private  Bills. 
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attiimpt  to  deal  with  the  great  difficulty  in  the 
case,  that  of  the  altered  position  of  the 
Collector  General  and  hi8  staff,  his  duties  heing 
the  same,  or  nearly  the  same  under  the  BUI, 
with  only  one-third  of  the  sum  available  for  the 
payment  of  himaolf  and  his  staff." 

Then  he  recommends  that  the  rating 
clauses  of  the  Bill  ought  to  be  struck  out, 
and  that  the  preamble  be  amended  accord- 
ingly. Since  that  decision  was  arrived  at 
clauses  have  been  prepared  which  have 
been  agreed  to  by  certain  parties  to  the 
Bill.  It  was  thought  extremely  desirable 
by  them  that  the  matter  should  be  again 
brought  before  the  same  Committee, 
when,  of  course,  any  opponents  of  the 
new  clanses,  whoever  they  might  be, 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  being 
lieai'd.  It  was  a  point  of  some  difficulty, 
and  it  was  thought  by  myself  far  better 
that  the  matter  should  be  settled  in  a 
satisfactory  manner  here,  and  sent  down 
in  a  siitisfuctory  form  to  the  Commons. 
That  is  all  I  have  to  say  now  about  the 
matter.  It  is  not,  of  course,  for  mo  to 
express  any  opinion,  or  to  make  any 
statements  as  to  the  merits  of  the  case,  in 
regard  to  which  I  am  afraid  I  am  not 
competent  to  speak. 


Road 


METROPOLIS   MANAGESTENT    AND 
BUILDING  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(No.  168.) 
Report   from  the  Select   Committee, 
That  the  Committee  adjourned  on  Friday 
last  over  this  day  ;  read,  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 

DUBLIN  CORPORATION  BILL. 
Thi  Earl  oif  MORLEY  :  My  Lords, 
the  Motion  that  stands  in  my  name 
requires  a  few  words  of  explanation. 
The  Motion  is  that  the  Bill  relating  to 
the  Dublin  Corporation  be  re-committed 
so  far  OS  relates  to  Part  IV.  The  facts 
of  the  case  are  these :  Wheji  the  Bill 
came  up  from  the  House  of  Commons 
these  clauses  relating  to  the  collection 
of  rates  were  in  such  a  condition  that 
the  Committee  to  which  the  Bill  was 
referred  did  not  consider,  under  the 
cii-cumstances,  they  were  able  to  pass 
the  clauses.  Perhaps  I  had  better  read 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee's  state- 
ment on  the  subject.     He  states — 

"  I  have  to  remark  in  the  first  instance,  that 
tho  Bill,  as  it  Ifcft  the  other    House,  did   not 

VOL.  CCCXLVII.     [xniED  series.] 


Moved — 

"  That  tho  Bill  be  re-committed  so  far  as 
relates  to  Part  IV.  (Rates),  and  the  corres- 
ponding recitals  in  the  preamble." — (7Vk« 
Chairman  nf  Committtit.) 

•The  Makqcess  of  WATERFORD 
(who  spoke  by  leave  of  the  House 
sitting)  :  My  Lords,  I  must  really  make 
the  strongest  protest  I  am  able  against 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl.  I  do  not 
tliiuk  the  Motion  comes  exactly  from 
himself.  I  think  it  is  a  change  of  front 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  a  very  extraordinary  change  of 
front  it  is.  I  will  put  before  your 
Lordships  very  shortly  what  happened 
with  regard  to  his  Bill.  Originally, 
when  the  Bill  came  into  another  place, 
it  proposed  to  transfer  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Collector  General  to  the 
Corpwation.  Well,  that  was  opposed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
amended,  and  it  was  then  arranged  that 
the  Corporation  should  collect  its  own 
rate.s,  and  that  the  other  rates  should 
still  be  collected  by  the  Collector  General. 
Tho  Bill  was  then  placed  before  a 
Comm^ittee  of  your  Lordshifs'  House. 
It  was  again  opposed  by  Her  Ma- 
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jesty's  Government,  these  clauses  were 
opposed  by  the  Government  in  the 
person  of  Sir  Richard  Wyatt  acting  for 
the  Government,  it  was  opposed  by  the 
Charabei-s  of  Commerce  in  Dublin,  who 
represent  the  largest  ratepaj'ers  in  that 
town.  It  wjis  also  opposed  by  the  Port 
and  Docks  Board.  Now,  let  me  point  out 
what  happened  then.  All  these  difierent 
bodies  have  l)een  heard  by  counsel 
upstairs,  at  great  expense  to  them  ; 
and  now,  by  the  re-committal  of  this 
Bill,  they  must  go  tlvrough  all  that 
expense  again.  It  is  a  most  unsatis- 
factory ari*angeraen t ;  and  I  am  sure 
your  Lordships  will  agree  with  me  that 
if  the  Government  opjxisod  this  Bill  up- 
stairs they  shonld  not  have  changed 
front  now,  and  come  forward  with  a 
large  sheaf  of  other  clauses  which 
the  Government  mode  no  mention 
of  before  that  Committee.  I  may 
mention  that  the  clauses  in  Part  IV. 
of  this  Bill  were  unanimously  re- 
jected by  the  Committee  upstairs. 
These  new  clauses  which  tlie  noble 
Chairman  has  suggested  will  improve 
the  Bill  are  perfectly  unworkable. 
They  are  most  complicated ;  and  to 
prove  to  your  Lordships  that  even  the 
framers  of  these  clauses  do  not  tliiuk 
much  of  them,  they  have  inserted  a 
proviso  at  the  end  that  if  either  of  the 
parties  object  to  them  they  are  at  the 
end  of  six  months  to  become  a  dead 
letter  and  to  no  longer  have  effect.  I 
think  on  the  part  of  the  framors  them- 
selves that  is  not  saying  very  much  in 
favour  of  these  clauses.  I  say  these 
clauses  simply  do  not  carry  out  the 
original  decision  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. That  decision  was  that  the  Cor- 
poration shonld  collect  its  own  rates. 
This  does  not  even  aiTange  for  that; 
but  it  arranges  that  the  Corporation  is 
to  interfere  with  the  collection  of  all 
rates.  I  must  protest  very  strongly 
against  this  change  of  front  The 
expense  of  this  re-committal  will  to 
everybody  be  very  great.  The  opponents 
received  no  notice,  and  at  the  last 
moment  these  clauses  are  brought  for- 
ward, clauses  wliich  are  very  crude,  and, 
as  I  venture  to  think,  though  I  cannot 
claim  great  skill  as  a  draughtsman,  ex- 
tremely badly  drawn.  From  my  own 
knowledge  of  the  country  also  I  believe 
them  to  be  absolutely  unworkable. 
They  arrange  that  the  Corporation  shall 
The  Marqwita  of  Waterford 


have  the  appointment  of  two-thirds  of 
the  staff  by  which  they  provide  really 
for  the  collection  of  the  whole  of  the 
rates  in  Dublin.  I  hope  sincerely  that 
if  your  Lordships  agree  to  refer  this  Bill 
to  the  Committee  again  the  Committeo 
will  not  follow  the  example  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  but  will  adhere 
to  their  former  decision. 

The  Ddke  of  ABERCORN  ;  I  beg  to 
supjiort  every  word  which  has  been 
said  by  the  noble  Lord  wiio  has  just  eat 
down,  and  to  protest  most  strongly 
against  the  action  taken  in  re-committing 
this  Bill.  The  clauses  relating  to  rating 
have  been  unanimously  rejected  by  the 
Committeo  upstairs.  At  the  same  time, 
other  similar  clauses  have  been  inserted 
at  the  action  of  certain  persons,  and  I 
shall  bo  very  much  obliged  if  tlie  noble 
Lord  will  inform  the  House  why  the 
wishes  of  those  certain  persons  who  have 
met  these  clauses  with  approt»ation  have 
been  consulted  in  the  matter,  and  why 
this  Bill  is  to  be  laid  liefore  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs  again  without  any  notice. 
It  has  caused,  I  am  bound  to  say,  great 
consternation  among  a  large  number  of 
Her  Majesty's  citizens  in  Dublin,  who 
had  no  notice  that  this  action  was  to  be 
taken,  and  who  thought  that  when  the 
Bill  came  down  from  the  other  House 
all  further  legislation  on  that  head  -was 
at  an  end.  I  must  say  that  I  think  the 
various  opponents  of  this  Bill  have  great 
cause  of  complaint,  for  not  only  have 
they  been  taken  comjilt-tely  by  surprise, 
but  they  will  be  put  to  great  expense  in 
having  to  employ  counsel  at  great 
expense  to  rc-arguc  the  case. 

Tmk  Eakl  Of  MORLFA':  I  think  I 
ought  to  explain,  in  answer  to  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Duko,  that  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  have  had  ample 
warning  or  notice  in  this  matter.  ITie 
Motion  which  I  have  miule  has  been  on 
the  Paper  for  a  week,  and  ample  oppor- 
tunity has  therefore  been  given  to  any 
persons  desirous  of  opposing  the  Bill, 
and  discussing  the  matter  before  the 
Committee. 

TnE    LORD     PRIVY    SEAL    (Ear^ 
Cadooajj):    I   rise   not   at    all    for    *■' 
purpose    of    entering  into   the   mp/ 
which    have    been    referred   to   1  . 
noble  Lt)rda,  or  with  any  desinj..  ng,(_ 
longing   this   discussion,  but 
point  out  that  the  questior 
House  is  whether  this  Bill  , 
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coinmitted  or  not.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  in  my  opinion  the  noble  Lord,  tho 
Chaii*man  of  Committees,  has  shown 
good  ground  fur  such  re-committal,  and 
I  hope  your  Lordsliiiis  will  agree  to  it. 
On  Qaestion  agreed  to. 

SWAZILAND. 

QUESTK.  N  — OBSEUVATIONS. 

Earl  GRAXVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  put  a  qut-stion  to  the  noble  Loi-d 
the  Secretary  <if  Stdto  for  the  Colunies. 
The  Session  is  more  or  less  aiiproat^lring 
an  end,  and  it  would  be,  I  think,  very 
desirable  if  he  could  inform  the  House 
what  is  the  Atiite  of  the  negotiations 
with  regai'd  to  Swaziland,  whether  any 
arningement  lia-s  lioen  come  to  with  tlie 
South  Afrieiiii  Republic,  and  whether, 
before  we  iidjo\irn,  Her  Jilajesty's 
Government  will  be  prepared  to  pUu-e 
before  the  Uouse  any  Papers  on  the 
matter  t 

•The  SKCRETAHY  of  STATE  for  thk 
COLONIES    (IxTd    KNUTsFORn):     My 
Lords,  I  am  glnd  the  noble  Earl  has  been 
good  enougli  ti>  put  this  question  to  nie, 
because    the   matter  i.s  one  which  is  of 
great  importance  and  which  has  natnrally 
excited  much  intere.st  in  this  country  as 
well  as  in  Snulli  Africa.  I  am  happy,  there- 
fore, to  be  able  l<>  slate  that  we  learned 
yesterday  that  the  result  of  tho  negotia^ 
tions,    conducted    in    a    most   friendly 
spirit   betwei'ii   Her  Majesty's   Govern- 
ment and  the  ( iovornment  of  the  Sonth 
African  Republic,  has  been  the  making 
of  a  Conventi"n  which  secures  the  in- 
dependence  I'f  Swaziland,  and  a   joint 
Government  nver  the  white  settlers  fora 
term  of  ycare.a'id  providesother  terms,  to 
which,  with  y.Mir  Lordships'  permission, 
I   will   shortly   ref>.'r.     This  Convention 
has  l«en  siymii  by  tho  President,  and 
is    to    be    siibinitted    this    day    to    the 
Volksraad for  i-itification.    Papers  will  be 
presented  to  P  irliameiit  on  the  subject 
as  sofiu  as  ])0-.-,iblL',   but,  looking  at  the 
im^KJrtance  uf   the  subject,  I  trust  your 
Lordships  will  illow  mo  to  make  a  short 
.    statement  in  tvplanation  of  the  course  of 
'"'events  which  i.'l  up  to  these  negotiations, 
^*-'-i»d  also  of  til*'  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
the  c^A^pfijjjQ,,^      Swaziland  has  an  area  of 
theCha       g^jo,)     ^^^re     miles,     and    is 
ment  on  t^^^^  „„  ^,^00  sides  by  the  South 
•■  Ih»Te  to  .  Ili'piiiilio       It    has   a    native 
Uio  Bill.  OB  it  ,  of  .ilKmt  63,000,  about  9,000 
VOL.  CCC. 


of  this  number  being  fighting  men.  In 
the  Report  of  Sir  Fnuieis  de  Wintou,  to 
which  I  shall  have  occasion  later  on 
to  refer,  he  well  describes  the  Swazia  as 
"a  happy,  contented,  work-hating,  wild 
people."  As  regards  the  numlier  of 
whit*  residents  it  is  very  difficult  to 
make  any  accarate  calculations ;  but 
referring  to  Sir  Francis  de  Winton's 
Report,  I  may  observe  that  he  says 
that— 

"  As  regards  tho  White  residents,  it  ia  dif- 
ficult to  arrive  at  theircorrectnuinlois.somany 
persona  being  non-reaideot,  though  i>o»seised  tit 
interesla  in  Swnziland,  and  a  proper  register 
of  those  entitled  to  vote  for  the  While  Com- 
mittee never  having  been  kept.  The  mineral 
holders,  miners,  canteen  and  store  keepers, 
miesionaries,  and  a  few  fiermantnt  farmers  are 
the  only  residents  in  the  country.  These  con- 
sist chiefly  of  subjects  of  Great  Britain.  Tho 
non-residents  consist  of  grazing  holders  and 
concessionaire*.  These  are  chielly  subjects  of 
IheTnmsvaMl,  or  persons  who  have  interests  iu 
the  South  African  Kepublic.  Kcmghly  speak- 
ing, the  subjects  ;ind  sympathisers  of  the  South 
African  Uepublic  represent  3  to  1  as  to  other 
natinniilities,  but  they  do  not  repietent  mnoh 
capitaL" 

As  regards  the  trade  of  tho  country,  it 
may  be  sliortly  stated  that  the  main 
trade  is  through  Delagoa  Bay  and  Natal. 
The  trade  Iwtween  Natal  and  Swaziland  is 
alwnt  £70,000  a  year,  and  it  may  be  said 
that  the  trade  and  commerce  of  Swaziland 
gi-nerally  have  been  chiefly  created  by  the 
wants  of  the  white  residents,  and  are 
almost  entirely  in  the  bands  of  English- 
men, with  the  exception  of  one  or  two 
Germans.  Little  is  produced  in  tho 
country  out  of  which  revenue  can  bo 
collected.  The  present  revenue  of  the 
country  mainly  consists  of  rents,  obliga- 
tions and  transfer  fees  due  under 
concessions;  licences,  taxes,  and  Cus- 
toms dues.  The  former  are  paid  to 
the  King  or  Representative  of  the  Swazi 
nation,  and  are  computed  to  amount  to  about 
£20,000  a  year,  while  the  other  portion 
of  the  revenue,  that  is,  tho  poilion 
derived  from  licences,  taxes,  and  Cus- 
toms dues,  may  be  stated  at  about 
jEH,000  h  year.  I  need  not  weary  your 
Lordships  by  going  into  the  early  history 
of  Swaziland,  a  full  account  of  which  is 
contained  in  Sir  Enmcis  de  Winton's 
Report ;  but  I  may  mention  that  the 
independence  of  the  Swazis  and  the  con- 
tinuance of  that  independence  were  fully 
recognised  by  Article  12  of  the  Con- 
vejition  of  1884,  known  as  the  C!on- 
vention  of  London,  and  made  between 
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in  fact,  we  did  send  up,  Colonel 
Martin  with  police  to  act  with 
the  Transvaal  officers.  On  Ssptember 
26  of  last  jear  Sir  Francis  do 
Winton  was  appointed.  I  will  not 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  the  instruc- 
tions which  Were  issued  to  Sir  Francis  de 
Winton.  They  will  appear  with  the 
Report  which  will  be  preseuted  to  Par- 
liament. I  will  only  read  one  pariigniph 
of  the  instructions  given  to  him,  a^  show- 
ing the  line  we  desired  to  take  in 
reference  to  this  matter. 

"  In  your  discuBsions  with  the  Commiisiencr 
o{  the  South  African  Republic  and  in  any  recom- 
mendation you  may  niuke,  you  are  at  liberty  to 
take  into  consideration  the  relations  of  the 
affairs  of  Swaziland  to  ihe  iatereats  of  South 
Africa  generally  ;  bearing  in  mind  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  desire  to  arrive  at  a 
satisfactory  and  enduring  understanding  with 
tbe  South  African  Republic  in  regard  to 
all  the  tribes  and  countriex  bordering  thereon, 
and  that  it  is  an  essential  fcutnre  of  our  policy 
that  there  shall  bo  no  undue  restrictions  on 
the  developmemt  and  advancement  of  British 
trade  and  enterpaise  in  any  part  of  South 
Africa." 

But  pending  those  proceedings  and  the 
settlement  of  the  question  it  was  neces- 
sary to  appoint  a  temporary  Commission 
to  keep  peace  and  order  in  Swaziland, 
in  place  of  the  White  Committee,  to 
which  I  have  before  referred,  and  Colonel 
Martin  was  appointed  the  British  Com- 
missioner. I  desire  now  publicly  to 
express  our  sense  of  tlie  good  service 
rendered  liy  Colonel  Martin,  for  it  is 
largely  owing  to  iiis  tact  and  judgment 
that  peace  and  order  have  been  hitherto 
preserved  under  very  trying  circum- 
stances in  Swaziland.  Turning  ivgain  to 
the  Report  of  Sir  Francis  de  Winton, 
it  is  manifest  from  what  I  have  said  of 
the  legal  position  of  the  Governments  nf 
the  two  countries  with  regard  to  Swazi- 
land that  there  were  three  alternative 
courses  which  might  be  taken  con- 
sistently with  the  preservation  of  the 
independence  of  the  Swazis  —  either 
the  government  of  the  whites  might 
be  handed  over  to  the  Transvaal 
Government,  or  we  might  take  it 
in  hand  ourselves,  or  there  might 
be  a  Joint  Government.  Sir  Francis  de 
Winton's  recommendations  were  opposed 
to  a  Joint  Government.  He  thouglit 
that  complications  would  probably  arise 
from  that  form  nf  government.  He 
pointed  out  in  his  Report  the  conditions 
under  which  alone  Her  Majesty'  Govern- 


ment could  administer  the  government 
of  the  whites  ;  that  it  would  cost  about 
£22,000  a  year,  and  that  we  should  not 
have  any  full  command  of  the  Revenues; 
and  there  were  other  reasons  which  ho 
urged  for  consideratiou  if  that  course  was 
to  be  adopted.  He  ahso  laid  down  nine 
conditions  which  would  have  more  or 
less  to  be  observed  and  enforced  if  the 
government  of  the  white  settlers  was  to 
be  lianded  over  to  the  South  African 
Rejmblic.  On  the  whole,  looking  to  his 
Report  and  remembering  the  conversa- 
tions which  I  have  had  with  him,  I 
think  I  am  not  doing  him  an  injustice  in 
saying  that  he  was  in  favour  of  our  allow- 
ing the  South  African  Republic  to  take 
over  the  administration  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  white  settlers.  But,  after 
very  full  and  careful  consideration,  and 
looking  to  the  strong  feeling  in  this 
country,  and  also  to  what  we  believed  to 
ba  the  strong  feeling  of  the  Swazis, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  decided  in 
favour  of  a  Joint  Government  over  the 
white  settlers.  I  need  not  now  trouble 
your  Lordshiijs  with  the  details  of  the 
various  points  which  have  been  discussed 
before  the  terms  of  the  Convention  were 
settled ;  but  merely  say  that,  subject  to 
the  main  principles  of  preserving  the  in- 
dependence of  the  Swazis  and  securing 
the  Joint  Government  over  the  white 
settlers,  we  have  been  most  anxious  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  South  African  Re- 
public. The  exact  tLTms  of  the  Conven- 
tion, as  finally  settled  and  as  signed 
yesterday,  and  which  tho  President  is 
going  to  lay  before  tho  Volksraad  to- 
day, have  not  yet  arrived,  but  we  know 
sufficient  of  the  substance  of  them,  from 
the  draft  agreements  and  correspon- 
dence which  has  passed,  and  I  am  able 
to  point  out  the  main  features  of  the 
Convention  to  your  Lordships: — -1.  The 
indejiendeaee  of  the  Swazis,  as  recognised 
by  the  Convention  of  1884,  is  reaffirmed 
and  secured ;  the  control  and  manage- 
ment by  the  Swazi  Government  of  all 
affairs  in  which  natives  are  concerned 
remain  unaffected.  2.  It  is  provided 
that  there  shall  bj  a  joint  administration 
over  the  white  settlers,  under  a  procla- 
mation to  bo  issued  by  the  Swazi  Regent 
and  Council.  3.  A  Court  of  Justice 
will  be  established  to  administer  Roman 
Dutch  law;  to  decide  all  cases,  criminal 
or  civil,  between  white  settlers  ;  and  to 
inquire  into  the  validity  of  disputed  con- 


1719 


SwaxUand. 


{LORDS} 


Swaziland. 


1720 


cessions.  4.  All  lawfully  acquired  rights 
are  to  be  recognised  by  tlio  Joint  Go- 
vernment Committee,  and  by  all  Judicial 
Tribunals.  5.  The  Government  of  the 
South  African  R.'nubliu  undertakes  not 
to  interfere  to  the  north  or  north-west  of 
the  R^publio,  and  to  support  by  its  in- 
fluence the  establishment  of  order  and 
government  bj'  the  British  South  Africa 
Company  within  the  jurisdiction  and 
under  the  powers  gmnted  to  that  com- 
pany by  their  charter.  6.  Her  Majesty's 
Goverrmient  recognise  the  right  granted 
to  the  South  African  Republic  by  con- 
cession from  the  Swiizi  King  to  cop.struct 
a  railway  thi-ongh  Swaziland  towards  the 
sea.  They  also  aj)pTOvo  of  the  South 
African  Ru-public  making  Treaties  to 
secure  a  right  to  continue  that  railway 
to  the  sea  at,  or  near,  Kosi  Bay,  and  to 
obtain  a  concession  of  an  area  of  ten 
miles  in  radius  from  a  point  at,  or  near, 
that  Bay.  7.  Provision  is  made  to  prevent 
the  sovereignty,  control,  or  management 
of  Kosi  Bay,  or  of  the  area  above  men- 
tioned, falling  into  the  hands  of  a 
foreign  Power.  8.  Provision  is  also 
made  for  the  entering  of  the  South 
African  Republic  intf)  the  existing  Cus- 
toms Union  Convention  with  the  Cape, 
the  Orange  Free  SUite,  and  Bechuanu- 
laud,  upon  terms  to  be  agreed  upon.  9. 
Failing  such  agreement  w^ithin  six 
months,  the  arrangement  as  to  Kosi  Bay 
is  to  lapse,  but  the  Joint  Government  of 
Swaziland  will  continue  for  three  years 
certain,  and  will  not  be  (•rminated 
after  the  expiration  of  the  three  years 
unless  six  months'  previous  notice  be 
given  by  either  Party.  If  the  South 
African  Republic  enters  into  the 
Customs  Union,  no  limit  of  iime 
is  named  for  the  ending  of  the 
Convention.  I  fear  that  I  have  troubled 
your  Lordships  at  some  length,  but  some 
such  short  sketch  of  the  position  of 
affairs  was  necessary  to  enable  your 
Lordships  to  appreciate  the  effect  of  the 
Agreement  that  has  been  made  with  tbo 
South  African  Republic,  and  I  trust 
tiiat  when  that  Agreement  is  looked  at, 
and  wjien  the  position  of  the  two 
countries  with  respect  to  Swaziland  is 
understood,  the  country  will  ajiprove 
of  it,  and  will  "regard  it  as  a  satisfact«iry 
arrangement  The  inde]3endence  of 
Swaziland  is  secured,  a  Joint  Govern- 
ment is  provided  for  the  white  settlers, 
and  we  have  been  able  to  satisfy 
Lord  KiMtsford 


the  natural,  and  very  legitimate,  desire 
of  the  South  African  Republic  to  hav& 
some  port  on  the  sea  coast,  while  at  the 
same  time  provision  has  been  made  to 
prevent  that  harbour,  or  port,  from 
falling  into  the  hands  of  a  foreign  Power. 
Although  all  the  terms  of  the  Conven- 
tion may  not  approve  themselves  to 
everybody,  yet  I  feel  confident  that  th& 
Convention,  on  the  whole,  will  bo 
approved  in  this  country  as  a  satisfactory 
settlement  of  questions  which  were  in  a 
very  unsettled  condition,  and  which 
would,  undoubtedly,  if  lef tunsettled,  have 
led  to  grave  complications  and  very 
serious  ti-ouble.  I  desii-e,  in  conclusion, 
to  recognise  the  friendly  attitude  of  the 
South  African  Republic  throughout  this- 
matter,  and  the  good  services  rendered 
by  Mr.  Hofmeyr,  who,  at  great  personal 
inconvenience,  went  up  himself  to  advise 
the  President  as  regards  the  Convention. 
Nor  ami  conclude  without  bearing  testi- 
mony to  the  great  servicts,  ability,  and 
judgment  shown  by  Sir  Francis  de 
Winton  and  Sir  Henry  Loch.  It  is 
lai-gely  owing  to  the  tact  and  judgment 
of  Sir  Henry  Loch  that  this  tronblesome 
question  has  been,  as  I  trust,  settled  in  iv 
friendly  spirit,  and  that  our  good  rela- 
tions with  the  South  African  Republic? 
have  been  maintained  unimpsured. 

Thk  Earl  or  KIMBERLEY:  Uj 
Lords,  I  am  sure  every  one  must  have 
listened  with  the  greatest  interest  to  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 
The  matter  is  so  complicated  and  impor- 
tant thnt  I  think  it  would  be  unwise  to 
enter  into  any  discnssinn,  or  to  express 
any  opinion  on  it  now,  and  until  we  see 
the  Papers.  1  can  only  say  that  I 
earnestly  trust  that  the  hope  which  the 
noble  Ixird  has  expressed,  that  tliis  will 
be  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  very 
difficult  questions,  may  be  fulfilled.  I 
only  rise  for  tlie  purpose  of  asking  the 
noble  Lord  to  say,  if  he  can,  within  what 
territory  Kosi  iSiy  is  situated,  and  with 
whom  the  negotiations  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  railway  to  Kosi  Bay  are  to  be 
conducted.  I  should  also  like  to  ask 
whether  there  ai-e  any  provisions  in  the 
Convention  in  regard  to  the  transit  of 
goods  over  that  line,  and  as  to  the  datieR- 
to  be  levied  at  the  port. 
•Lord  ELXUTSFORD  :  I  have  been 
obliged  necessarily  to  cut  my  statement 
rather  short.     The  territory  at  Kosi  Bay 


belongs  to  the  Queen  Zambili,  and  is  in 
Amat(ingalaud.  The  Suutli  African  Ro- 
pnblic  coald  not,  according  to  the  terms 
of  the  Convention  of  1S84,  enter  into  any 
Treaty  on  the  South-caatof  the  Transvaal, 
but  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  now 
support  the  Transvaal  Government  in 
making  Treaties  with  the  Chiefs  and 
with  Queen  Zambili  for  constructing  and 
maintaining  the  railway  and  the  Imrboiir 
at  Kosi  Bay.  Attention  will  be  paid 
to  securing  free  rights  over  the  rail- 
way which  is  to  be  constructed  from 
the  Eastern  border  of  the  Transvaal, 
through  Swaziland,  and  on  through  the 
Queen  Zambili's  territory  to  Kosi  Bay. 
I  should  not  like  to  give  an  absolute 
answer  on  the  other  point  until  wo  have 
the  Convention  before  us,  but  I  have 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  subject 
was  discussed. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBKRLEY  :  I  would 
ask  one  other  question  if  the  noble  Lord 
will  pardon  me,  and  that  is  whether  the 
position  of  Anmtoiigaland  will  bo  in  any 
way  altered,  except  as  regards  the  par- 
ticular strip  of  land  required  for  the 
railway  1 
•Lord  KNUTSFORD  :  No,  except  that 
a  certain  portion  of  land  on  each  side  of 
the  railway  will  be  reserved  to  the  South 
African  Republic,  and  an  area  of  land  at 
or  near  Kosi  Bay. 

SUPfiEME  COURT  OF  JUDIOATUBE 

BILL.— (No.  231.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  ivgreed  to. 

ALDERSUOT    ROAD.S    BILL.— (No.   219.) 
House    in    Committee    (according   to 
Order). 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 

r  roR  WAR  (Earl  Bkownlow)  :  I  have  no 

lAmendment   in    the  Bill   itself,    but  I 

Itoropose  to  add  a  few  words  at  the  end  of 

lit  in  fulfilment  of  a  promise  given  in  the 

other  House  by  the  First   Lord   of   the 

Treasury.     It  will  come  after  Clause  8 

at  the  end. 

Moved  to  insert — 

"  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  shall,  one 
month  before  selling  any  prirt  of  the  lands 
ghown  on  the  plan  referred  to  in  this  Act,  (five 
notice  of  his  intention  to  the  veatrv  of  the 
parish  in  which  such  lands  are  giluatcd,  and  to 
ho  county  council  of  Surrey,  and  shall  con- 
sider any  objections  irhich  they  may  make  to 
luch  intended  sale." 


Amendment  agreed  to :  the  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  to-morrow,  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No, 
•2-i7.) 

BANKRUPTCY   BILL- (No.   237-) 
House  in  Committee  (on  re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  had 
proposed  to  move  some  Amendments,  but 
I  believe  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
will  try,  if  I  state  what  they  are,  to  meet 
them  in  the  further  stages  of  the  Bill. 
One  has  refei-cnco  to  the  absolute  bar 
upon  the  discretion  of  the  Court  in 
granting  discharges  in  the  event  of  a 
person  being  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court 
guilty  of  anj'  of  the  misdemeanours 
mentioned  in  the  Act.  I  object  to  the 
form  in  which  that  absolute  bar  is 
placed.  The  second  point  has  reference 
to  the  question  which  was  raised  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite  with 
reference  to  the  obligation  to  disclaim 
onerous  leases  and  so  forth.  As  both  of 
those  Amendments  will,  I  understand, 
be  made  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
at  a  further  stage  of  the  Bill  I  do  not 
propose  to  move  them  now. 

Bill  reported  without  further  Amend- 
ment, and  to  be  read  3"  on  Tlinrsday 
next. 

PHARMACY  ACT  (IRELAND)  (1876) 

.AMENDMENT  BILL.-(No.  172.) 
Amendments    reported   (according  to 
order) ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  to-morrow. 

CENSUS  (ENGLAND   AND    WALES) 

BILL-(No.  226.) 

COMMtTTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order.) 

Clause  5. 
•The  PAYMASTER  GENERAL  (The 
Earl  of  Jersev)  :  I  have  one  Amend- 
ment in  this  clause.  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  words  in  page  2,  line  14, 
after  the  word  '"  and  "  be  inserted,  "  In 
the  case  of  a  dwelling-house  in  Wales  or 
the  County  of  Monmouth."  This  i& 
to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  the 
persons  referred  to  as  speaking  Welsh 
are  only  those  living  in  Wales  and 
Monmouthshire. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Clause  H. 


•Thk  Eakl  of  POWIS  :  My  Lords,  we 
have  been  told  that  this  Bill  goes  exactly 
on  the  lines  of  the  Bill  of  1880,  but  in 
this  clause  there  is  an  important 
difference.  In  the  Census  Bill  of 
1880  the  phrase  used  is  "constable  or 
other  ix)lice  officer  for  every  parish," 
which,  of  course,  restricts  the  use  of 
rural  constables  to  the  local  constables, 
and  does  not  nmke  the  County  Constabu- 
lary liable  to  be  called  in  in  addition  to 
their  present  duties,  which  are  extensive 
enoujjrh,  to  assist  as  enumerators.  Now, 
I  think  it  is  very  desirable  that  this 
phrase  should  be  maintained,  because  the 
County  Constabulary  are  much  fewer  in 
pointof  numbers  than  they  are  in  Ireland, 
for  instance,  where  they  do  this  and 
every  other  sort  of  work  ;  and  it  will  be 
especially  burdensome  in  the  smaller 
Welsh  counties  where  the  number  of 
county  constables  is  very  small  in  com- 
parison with  the  area.  It  would  be  very 
undesirable  that  they  should  be  taken 
away  to  act  as  enumerators,  which  would, 
of  course,  employ  them,  not  only  during 
the  two  days  when  the  Returns  are 
given  out  and  taken  back,  but  would 
give  them  a  good  deal  of  other  employ- 
ment. This  makes  but  a  very  small 
apparent  change,  but  its  consequences 
would  be  considerable.  In  accordance, 
therefore,  with  the  Act  of  1880,  the 
word  "  for  "  is  used,  and  in  jiage  14,  line 
24,  I  move,  therefore,  that  the  word 
"  in  "  be  struck  out,  and  the  word  "  for  " 
nubetituted.  We  shall,  jirobably,  be  told 
that  this  is  a  power  which  is  only 
intended  to  be  used  in  special  circum- 
stances, but  the  convenience  of  using 
drilled  men  for  this  work  would  be  so 
great  to  the  Department  that,  no  donbt, 
the  cases  of  pressure  and  necessity  will 
bo  found  Iti  be  very  numerous,  and  it 
will  aid  greatlj'  iu  establishing  a  pnvctice 
which  is  not  now  the  law  of  emjiloying 
the  constabulary  for  the  purjiose  of  doing 
census  work. 

Moved,  in  line  24,  to  leave  out  the 
wordC  in,")  and  inserfthe  woi'd  ("  for.") 
—{Tin  Earl  of  Powis.) 

•The  Earl  of  JERSEY:  There  is  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Loeal 
Government  Board  to  employ  the  County 
Constabulary  as  regular  enumerators,  but 
those  words  were  put  in  in  order  to  i)ro- 
vide  for  emergencies  or  pressure,  and  to 


meet  difficulties  in  certain  cases  in  which 
the  overseers  or  relieving  officers  could 
not  be  got  to  act  as  enumerators.  I  wish 
to  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  intend  to  employ 
the  latter  in  the  first  instance,  and 
it  would  only  bo  in  very  exceptional 
cases  that  they  would  be  called  upon  to 
employ  the  parish  constables.  1  believe 
there  are  some  parishes  in  which  parish 
constables  are  not  now  chosen.  I  hope 
the  noble  Lord  will  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  put,  and  negatived. 

Report  of  the  Amendment  to  be 
received  to-morrow. 

CENSUS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.— (No.  227.) 
House    in  Committee   (according    to 
order) ;   Bill    reported    without   amend- 
ment ;  to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 

CUSTOMS    CONSOLrDATION    ACT.   1876, 
AMENDMENT   BILL.-(No.  152.) 
Read  3"  (according  to  order)  with  the 
Amendment,  and  passed,  and  returned  to 

the  Commons. 

LONDON    COUNTY   COUNCIL   (MONEY) 
BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1", 
and  to  be  printed.  (No.  248.) 

PARLIAMENTARY  REGISTRATION  EX- 
PENSES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Monday  next:  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal 
[E.  Cadogan.])  (No.  249.) 

RESERVE  FORCES  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1*, 
and  to  lie  printed.  (No.  250.) 

TRAMWAYS  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL  (IRE- 
LAND)   (SOUTH    CLARE    RAILWAYS) 
BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1' ; 

to   be   printed ;     and    referred    to    the 

Examiners.     (No.  251.) 

PROCEDURE  IN  LUNACY. 
QUESnON  — OBSEEVATIO.NS. 

Lord  HERSCHELL,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Lord  Chancellor  "  whether  his  atten- 
tion litis  been  called  to  the  letter  of  Dr. 
Percy   Smith    in    the    Britinh  Medical 
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ijoumn!  oi  19th  July,  exemplifying  tbo 
difficulty  now  frequently  experienced  in 
finding  Magistrates  to  undertake  the 
requii'ed  duties  of  certifying  lunatics, 
land  the  hardship  thus  inflicted  on 
lunatics  and  their  relatives  ;  and  whether 
he  ■will  consider  what  measures  can  be 
taken  to  lessen  as  far  as  possible  the 
inconveniences  thus  arising,"  said :  My 
Lords,  I  have  to  call  the  attention  of  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  to  a  somewhat 
important  matter  connected  with  the 
working  of  the  Lunacy  Act.  Complaints 
are  made  that  there  is  a  difficulty  experi- 
enced in  finding  a  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
whose  act  is  necessary  for  the  purpose 
of  completing  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  in  reference  to  the  detention  of 
lunatics.  My  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  particular  case  where,  a  lunatic 
having  been  admitted  into  Bethlehem 
Hospital  under  an  urgency  order,  it 
became  necessary,  in  order  to  com- 
Iply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Act,  and  to  justify  the  continued 
detention  of  the  lunatic,  to  obtain  the 
neces.sary  documents  from  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace.  The  relations  of  the  lunatic 
endeavoured  to  comply  with  the  Act. 
There  were  four  Justices,  I  believe,  in  the 
district,  who  were  qualified  in  the 
manner  provided  Ijy  the  Act  to  act  iu 
lunacy  matters.  Three  of  them  were 
absent ;  and  the  fourth  declined  to  act, 
and,  I  believe,  suggested  a  visit  to  tiie 
J  Btipendiary.  A  visit  was  made  to  the 
I  Stipendiary,  and  in  this  particular  in- 
[  stance  correctly  enough  he  stated  he  was 
unable  to  do  what  was  required  of  him 
in  the  al)senco  of  the  petitioner.  But  in 
many  cases  I  am  informed  the  stipen- 
diaries decline  to  exercise  this  jurisdic- 
tion under  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
which  euiibles  them  to  do  so,  if,  as  I 
understand,  it  is  inconsistent  with  their 
ordinary  duties.  Tlio  result  is  that  in 
cases  of  unquestiuued  lunacy  the  un- 
fortunate relations  of  the  lunatics  are 
driven  from  one  place  to  another 
endeavouring  to  find  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace  who  can  perform  the  functions 
required  of  a  Justice  under  the  Act,  and 
a  very  considerable  amount  of  trouble, 
annoyance,  inconvenience,  and  difficulty 
is  entailed,  which  I  am  quite  sure  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  will  feel  it  is 
desirable  to  avoid  as  far  us  possible  iu 
the  case  of  persons  who  are  often 
sufficiently  distressed  at  being  compelled 


to  part  with  those  who  are  dear  to  them. 
I,  therefore,  desire  to  ask  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  whether  he  will  inquire 
into  the  matter,  in  order  to  see  what 
steps  can  be  taken  by  which  those  in- 
conveniences can  be  mitigated  as  far  as 
possible. 
•The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  I  have 
had  information  from  various  quarters 
that  some  difficulty  has  been  experienced 
in  obtaining  judicial  authority  for  recep- 
tion orders  in  cases  of  lunacy.  The  Act, 
whicli  made  a  very  considerable  change 
in  the  law,  has  only  been  in  operation 
for  three  months,  and  some  difficulty 
was  reasonably  to  be  expected  at  firsr. 
So  far  as  it  has  arisen  from  insufficiency 
in  the  number  of  justices  oppointed.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  at  the  meetings  of 
justices  at  Michaelmas  the  appoint- 
ments for  next  year  will  be  made 
in  the  light  of  the  experience 
which  has  been  obtained.  The  allega- 
tion that  Stipendiary  Magistrates  have 
manifested  a  disinclination  to  carry  out 
the  duties  entrusted  to  them  by  the 
Statute  is  a  serious  one,  which  must 
necessarily  engage  the  attention  of  the 
Home  Office.  It  would  be  the  Home 
Office  which  would,  in  the  first  instance, 
make  inquiry  in  that  direction,  but 
I  think  there  mast  be  some  misunder- 
standing in  the  matter.  The  tenns  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament  are  quite  clear. 
I  do  not  understand  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  to  suggest  any  alteration 
of  the  law.  The  principle  of  having  a 
Judicinl  Authority  met  with  such  general 
iissent  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
and  the  detmls  were  so  carefully  con- 
sidered, that  it  would  be  uujastifiable  to 
raise  any  of  the  questions  over  again  for 
some  time  to  come.  I  think  your  Lord- 
ships may  rely  upon  those  who  have  the 
working  out  of  the  Act  cast  upon  them 
to  get  over  such  difficulties  as  present 
themselves  in  the  practical  and  cordial 
spirit  to  which  we  are  accustomed  in 
this  country.  I  have  no  doubt  that  at 
the  approaching  Michaelmas  Sessions  the 
Magistrates  will  take  care,  as  far  as  in 
them  lies,  that  if  any  inconveniences  are 
found,  the  deficiency  will  bo  supplied. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  has  called 
my  attention  to  the  letter  which  has 
given  occasion  for  his  observations.  1 
cannot  part  with  that  letter  without 
saying  that  the  spirit  in  which  it  is 
written  is  not  one  which  gives  it  much 
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credit  TvitU  me.  My  nolile  Friend,  as 
well  ^  myself,  may  perhaps  be  aimed  ut, 
I  as  he  and  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
Lord  Selborne  both  had  to  do  with  tlie 
measure  until  I  took  charge  of  it,  and 
finally  passed  ic  through  the  House.  I 
can  only  say,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
the  suggestions  made  by  Medical  Authori- 
ties received  the  most  careful  att^jntion. 
I  received  a  deputation,  including  Sir 
Andrew  Clark  and  other  eminent  per- 
sons, pai'ticularly  in  that  line  of  medical 
study,  and  their  suggestions  were  not 
only  listened  to  but  many  of  them 
adopted  at  my  instance.  After  the  Bill 
had  passed  in  this  House,  the  Home 
Secretary  al.so  received  more  than  one 
deputation  on  the  subject.  I  cannot  say, 
therefore,  that  this  letter  comes  credited 
with  a  spirit  of  great  candour  on  the  part 
of  the  writer.  But  the  subject  certainly 
requires  attention,  and  if  the  facta  should 
turn  out  as  they  are  represented,  un- 
doubtedly they  are  facts  which  (mgbt  to 
be  dealt  with,  and  I  can  only  say  they 
shall  receive  any  attention  1  can  give  to 
them. 

TBAMWATS  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL  (IRE- 
LAND)     (SOUTH     CLARE     RAILWAYS) 
BILL— (No.  2,il.) 
To  be  retui  2*  on  Monday  next. — (The 
Lord  Privy  Seal  [£.  Ctuiogan\). 

House  adjourned  at  a  qunrter  past  Five 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock, 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  .^tA  Aiiffiist,  1S90. 


ROYAL  ASSENT. 
Message   to  attend    the    Lords  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The    House    went ; — and     being   re 
turned; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent 
to  the  Bills  mentioned  on  page  1709. 

Q  UEST 10  NS. 


THE   CALEDONIAN   CANAL. 
Mr.    FRASER-AUCKINTOSH     (In- 
vemessshire) :   I   beg  to   ask   the   Lord 
Lord  Ilcdahury 


Advocate  if  he  will  state  by  what  au- 
thority and  at  whose  instigation  a  locked 
gate  has  been  recently  placed  on  Go- 
vernment property  aoruss  the  much- 
frequented  east  bank  nf  the  Caledonian 
Caual  at  Fort  Augustus,  near  to  Loch 
Ness,  although  the  canal  banks  have  been 
accessible  to,  and  used  by,  the  public 
ever  since  its  opening  "0  years  ago .; 
and  whether  he  will  order  its  imme- 
diate removal  ?  , 
The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P- 
B.  RoBEBTSos,  Bute) :  The  gate  in  ques- 
tion is  situated  on  private,  not  on  Go- 
vernment property,  and  presumably  has 
been  placed  there  by  the  proprietor. 
The  Canal  Commissioners  have  a  right  of 
free  access  to  the  banks  and  are  at  pre- 
sent negotiating  with  the  jMViprietor  to 
secure  that  this  right  is  fully  given 
effect  to,  but  I  have  no  power  to  order  & 
removal  of  the  gate. 

MADAGASCAR. 

Mk.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  aware 
that  great  anxiety  is  caused  t<3  those  in- 
terested in  missions  in  Madagascar  by 
the  report  that  this  country  may  givu 
France  a  free  hand  in  Madaga.scar  in  re- 
turn for  assenting  to- our  Protectorate  in 
2janzibar ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
largo  part  of  Madagascar  has  been 
civilised  and  Christianised  by  British 
Protestant  missionaries  ;  whether  great 
anxiety  was  caused  to  those  missionariea 
hy  the  pretensions  of  France  some  years 
ago,  and  whether  a  peaceful  settlement 
was  then  come  to,  under  which  Madagas- 
car is  making  rapid  progress  ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  refrain  from  doing  anything  which 
may  give  France  a  [)ri'text  to  encroach 
on  tho  liberty  of  the  Malitgasy  people  or 
disturb  the  full  rights  now  enjoyed  by 
the  British  missiouories  and  their  ad- 
herents ? 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  May 
I  ask  whether,  considering  the  very 
harsh  treatment  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Shaw, 
the  Government  will  take  care  that  tho 
missionaries  are  properly  jirotected? 
•Thk  under  SECRETARY  or  STATE 
lOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir.  J.  Ekb- 
GVSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  I  think  my 
,<inswer  will  cover  both  questions.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  well  aware 
of  the  work  and  claims  of  British  mis- 
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sionariea  in  Miukpasoar,  and  will  not 
foil  to  cousider  tUc-m  in  all  circum- 
stances. 

Mk.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) : 
Will  the  Governnjent,  \u  tiny  nogotia- 
tiona,  regard  the  cluiuis  of  tbe  ilalo- 
gasies? 

•Sir  J.  FEEGUSSON  :  lliat  question 
(Joes  not  arise  out  of  my  answer. 

BLACKBURN  .SCHOOL  BOARD. 

Mr.  CODDINGTON  (Blackburn) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  why  he  refuses  to 
sanction  the  rules  and  regulations  sub- 
mitted by  tlie  Blackburn  School  Banrd, 
for  the  management  of  the  May  son  Street 
Day  Industrial  School,  jirovidod  by  that 
Board,  and  -which  has  now  been  ready 
for  occupation  for  nearly  throe  montlis, 
and  the  teachers  and  other  oflicera  for 
which  have  been  appointed  for  the  same 
time,  and  more  es{)ecially  as  such  rules 
and  regulations  are  bnat-d  on  those  pre- 
pared for  the  Day  InduKtrial  Schools  cf 
Nottingham,  Gateshead,  ^Vulverhampton, 
Newcastle,  Leeds,  Liverpool,  Sunderland, 
Great  Yarmouth,  and  Oxford,  which  have 
been  sanctioned  by  previous  Home  Secre- 
taries? 

The  secretary  oi  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMl'JNT  (Mr.  Matthews. 
Birmingham,  E.) :  The  Order  in  Council 
of  March,  1887,  which  regnlutes  Day 
Industrial  Schools,  expressly  jirorides 
that  religious  instruction  at  those  schools 
shall  be  given  to  the  children  by 
ministers  of  the  religious  persuasion,  to 
which  they  belong  with  no  restriction  on 
the  denominational  eliaracter  of  that 
instruction.  The  rules  proposed  by  the 
Blackburn  School  Board  do  not  at  all  give 
effect  to  this  provisi(.n.  nor  do  they  corre- 
spond with  the  rules  of  the  other  schools 
mentioned.  They  prohibit  the  teaching  of 
any  distinctive  religious  cutechi.sm,  or 
formulary,  and  for  Roman  Catholic 
children  provide  for  religious  instruction 
only  by  an  tussistaut  mistress,  and  if  they 
are  numerous  enough  to  form  a  class.  I 
have,  therefore,  declined  to  sanction  these 
rules,  and  have  advi.sed  the.  adoption  of 
the  same  rule  as  that  which  oiituins  at 
the  Salford  and  .Manchester  Schools. 
The  Inspector  of  Industrial  Si'hools  has 
strongly  urged  the  adoption  in  future  of 
such  rules  as  will  accord  with  the  in- 
tention of  the  Order  in  Council,  and  will, 
ttt  the  same  time,  remove  the  causes  of 
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that  discouteut  which  has  arisen,  and 
will  necessarily  arise  in  schools  where, 
owing  to  the  imperfect  provision  being 
made  in  tlie  rules,  particular  denomina- 
tions have  reason  to  believe  that  insuffi- 
cient opportunity  is  allow^ed  for  the 
religious  instruction  of  the  children,  be- 
longing to  them. 

EAST  AFRICA— THE  INDIAN  ABKABI 
(EXCISE)  SY.STEM. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  SillTH  :  I  beg  to  iwk 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  it  is 
reported  that  the  British  East  African 
Company  purposes  introducing  the  Indian 
Abkari  (Excise)  sy.stcm  in  Eastern 
Africa ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
condemnation  of  that  system  in  India  by 
this  House  last  Session,  the  Government 
will  interfere  to  prevent  such  a  coarse 
being  adopted? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  We  are  not 
aware  of  the  report  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member,  but  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  that  of  other  Powers,  is  to 
check  and  restrain  the  importation  of 
ardent  spirits  among  the  natives  o£ 
Africa. 

TUE  BDHMESE  DACOIT  BOH  YAN 

MYUN. 
SiK  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  can  now  give  the  House  any 
information  as  to  the  capture  and  trial 
of  the  Burmese  Dacoit  Boh  Yaji  Mynn  ? 
•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  oi  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GoKST,  Chatham): 
With  the  permission  of  the  House,  I 
will  read  a  telegram  which  has  been 
received  by  my  noble  Friend  from  the 
Viceroy,  dated  August  Ist. 

"  YouiT,  29th.  Hegnrding  Yan  Myna 
Docoit.  Following  received  from  Chief  Com- 
miuioner  ot  Burtnn :  '  When  proclamation 
recently  issued  in  MyingjHn  district,  oS°ering 
free  pardon  to  lesser  dacoits.Ynn  Mvnii  specially 
excepted  by  name,  and  reward  S.OUO  rupees 
offered  for  his  apprehension.  On  the  28tb  of 
May  last  Macdcnald,  sab-dirisional  officer, 
beard  Yan  llyun  meditated  surrender,  and 
sent  out  a  pongyi  to  communicate  with  him. 
ilnodonald  says  no  promise  was  made,  but 
we'; — 

I  presume  he  means  "  he  " — 

'told  him  if  he  came  in  Authorities  would 
probably  show  him  mercy  and  spare  hi*  lif«- 
Miicdonald  also  told  Pongyi  if  Yan  Myun  sur- 
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rendered  he  would  plead  for  hia  life.  Van 
Myun  surrendered  two  daya  later,  having  re- 
ceived no  further  promise.  He  has  been  tried 
by  Deputy  Commissioner  of  District,  and  sen- 
tenced to  death,  and  he  appealed  to  Judicinl 
Commissioner.  Appeal  not  yet  decided,  and 
sentence  not  carried  out.  Yan  Myun  first 
alleged  ho  surrendered  on  the  understanding 
that  Macdonald  would  do  his  utmost  to  get  his 
life  spared ;  subsequently  that  he  received  a 
promise  that  his  life  would  be  spared,  but  would 
have  surrendered  anyhow,  owing  to  coDstant 
terror  of  being  murdered.  If  Judicial  Com- 
missioner confirms  sentence,  it  will  not  bd 
executed  until  Chief  Commissioner  has  con- 
sidered case.  Sir  Charles  Croathwaite  (who  is 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Burma)  states  that  we 
can  rely  upon  him  to  prevent  even  apparent 
breach  of  faith.' " 

ASSAJI  TEA  PLANTATIONS. 
Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  difference  in  the  mortality  between 
coolies  employed  on  the  tea  plantations 
•f  Assam,  under  the  Act  of  1882,  and 
those  not  under  the  Act,  and  to  the  fact 
that  the  average  mortality  of  the  coolies 
under  the  Act  is  double  tliat  of  those  not 
under  it ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  tlic 
non-Act  labourers  are  free  agents,  who 
take  service  on  healthy  plantations,  while 
Act  labourers  are  imported  from  a  dis- 
tance under  long  contracts,  and  are  often 
placed  on  unhealthy  plantations,  and  that 
Act  labourers  are  often  engaged  by  con- 
tractors for  unhealthy  places,  in  entire 
ignorance  of  the  conditions  of  plantation 
life  ;  whether  he  has  observed  that  the 
death  rate  on  some  of  those  unhealthy 
plantations  ranges  from  200  to  270  per 
1,000,  or  eight  times  the  average  mor- 
tality of  Assam  ;  that  on  two  plantations 
in  1884  more  than  half  the  coolies  died  ; 
that  many  of  tlie  coolies  desert  and 
perish  in  the  jungle ;  and  that  many 
others  come  lack  from  the  tea  gardens 
crippled  for  life,  and  have  to  depend  on 
charity  ;  and  whether  the  Government 
of  India,  in  the  investigation  tliey  are 
now  making  into  the  subject,  will  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  ceasing  to  enforce 
labour  contracts  entered  into  for  a  term 
of  years  1 
•Sib  J.  GORST:  The  answer  to  the 
first  question  is.  Yes.  The  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  Slate  has  been  fre- 
quently called  to  this  matter  by  ques- 
tions in  Parliament,  and  it  has  been 
pointed  out  that  such  questions  are  sug- 
gested by  those  who  desire  to  substitute 
ft  system  of  free  immigration  for  the 
Sir  J.  Gorst 


safeguards  of  the  Act  of  1882.  The 
answer  to  the  second  question  is  also  in 
the  affirmative.  The  Government  of 
India  consider  that  the  higher  mortality 
among  the  labourers  under  the  Act  is  to 
a  great  extent  accounted  for  by  the  fact 
that  these  are  chiefly  new  comers,  while 
the  non-Act  labourers  are  generally  old 
hands  who  are  seasoned  and  acclima- 
tised. As  to  tiie  second  paragraph  of 
the  question,  it  is  one  which,  as  I  have 
before  pointed  out  to  the  House,  is  based 
on  isolated  facts  picked  out  of  the 
official  Reports  of  many  years  past.  It 
gives  a  mc>st  erroneous  impression  of  the 
actual  state  of  the  tea  gardens.  The 
answer  to  the  fourth  question  is,  Yes. 
This  is  one  of  the  pointa  which  is 
engaging  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

THE  WORLD'S  PRODUCTION  OF  GOLD 
AND  SILVER. 
Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  in  view  of  the  increasing 
interest  iu  the  subject  and  its  import- 
ance, he  can  arrange  for  an  annual 
Return  of  the  World's  production  of 
gold  and  silver  (based  on  the  most 
approximate  sources  of  information 
available  to  the  Government),  and  the 
extent  of  their  use  in  commerce,  the 
arts,  and  coinage  respectively,  as  is  done 
by  the  Director  of  tlio  United  States 
Mint  I 

♦Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (.Mr.  GoscBEN,  St.  George'.s  Han- 
over Square) :  Such  an  annual  Retum 
as  the  hou.  Alember  suggests  would,  if  it 
were  trustworthy,  be  no  doubt  ex- 
tremely instructive.  But  there  are 
many  difficulties  in  the  way,  and  any 
Return  we  could  give  would  practically 
be  based  upon  the  same  information 
which  is  already  used  by  the  Director  of 
the  United  States  Mint.  I  will,  however, 
make  further  inquiries  on  the  subject. 

BROMPTON  CEMETERY. 
Mk.  KBIBER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retivry  of  Stat-o  for  the  Home  Department 
how  many  coffins  of  deceased  persons 
remain  above  ground  in  Brompton  Ceme- 
tery, and  is  their  number  allowed  to  be 
increased  every  year ;  Is  lie  aware  that 
such  coffins  are  sometimes  found  to  have 
become  so  deteriorated  by  age  as  to  allow 
the  csotpe  of  noxious  gases  from  their 
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contents  ;  and  wliether,  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  health  of  tlio  Metropolis,  he 
will  consider  tlie  expediency  of  pro- 
hibiting any  further  interment43  in  open 
catacombs,  or  of  entirely  closing  the 
cemetery  as  a  place  of  burial,  or  for  any 
other  jjurpose  tlian  an  open  space  ? 

Mr.  MAITHEWS  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Inspector  that  there  are  587  leaden 
coffins  deposited  aixive  ground,  and  about 
10  fresh  ones  are  placed  in  the  catacombs 
every  year.  It  is  the  fact  that  the  lead 
of  some  of  these  coffins  occasionally  gives 
way  ;  but  as  the  catacombs  are  daily 
■visited,  anything  amiss  is  immediately 
discovered  and  dealt  witli.  With  regard 
to  the  cemetery  generally,  the  Inspector 
is  satisfied  that  tiie  regulations  now  in 
force  ■will  jjrevent  it  fnim  becoming 
dangerous  to  the  public  health  ;  but  with 
regard  ti>  cofEiis  ilejwsited  in  the  cata- 
combs, I  am  now  in  con.sultation  with 
the  Office  of  Works  with  a  view  of 
adopting  more  stringent  regulations, 
which  will  remove  all  reasonable  cause  of 
apprehension. 

LANARKSHIRE  JIINERS. 
Mr. DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Kanark, 
N.E.) ;  I  had  intended  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Dejiartment 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
tfiecomiilaiiits  of  theLsmarkshirc  miners, 
that  they  have  no  place  to  jjrepai-o  their 
cartridges,  cartridges  being  the  only 
form  in  which  they  are  permitted  by  the 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act  to  take  gun- 
powder into  the  mines  ;  and  whether, 
since  the  preparation  of  the  cartridges  in 
their  own  houses  is  attended  with  great 
danger,  even  when  compressed  gun- 
powder is  used,  which  is  expensive,  and 
not  always  made  up  in  suitable  quan- 
tities, he  will  consider  the  expediency  of 
legislation  to  amend  the  general  rules 
of  the  Act,  and  make  it  compulsory  on 
colliery  owners  to  provide  magazines  in 
which  the   miners  can  make  their  cart- 

I  ridges  ?     At  tlic  request  of  the  riglit  hon. 

'  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  postpone  the  ques- 
tion until  Thursday. 

BRITISH  HONDURAS. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  Sttitc  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Colonial  Office  has  been  called  to  the 
letters  by  Mr.  James  Arthur,  a  merchant 
of   Belize,   appearing    in   the   Times  of 


Monday,  21st  July,  and  the  Sorith 
American  Jmirnul  of  26th  July,  com- 
plaining of  the  manner  in  which  the 
colony  of  British  Honduras  has  been 
administered  by  Sir  Roper  Tuckfield 
Goldsworthy  since  his  appointment  to 
the  Governorship  in  1884,  and  more 
particularly  ■with  reference  to  a  serie* 
of  arbitrations  in  which  the  colony, 
without  being  adequately  represented, 
has  been  mulcted  in  considerable  sums 
for  alleged  breach  of  contract  entered 
into  between  the  Government  of  the 
colony  and  a  Mr.  C.  T.  Hunter,  a  friend 
of  the  Governor  ;  whether  a  serious  con- 
stitutional crisis  has  arisen  in  consequence 
of  the  resignation  of  all  the  unofficial 
members  of  the  Legislative  Council, 
such  resignation  having  been  caused  by 
the  proceedings  of  the  Governor ; 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  will  cause  inquiries  to  be 
instituted  into  the  coirectness  of  these 
statements,  either  by  sending  out  to  the 
colony  a  Commissioner  at  the  cost  of  the 
tiixpayers  or  otherwise ;  and,  whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  whole  of  the  correspon<lencc  which 
has  passed  between  the  Colonial  Office 
and  the  Governor  of  the  colony  relating 
to  the  Hunter  Contract  case,  both  before 
and  after  the  last  arbitration  held  in 
liondon  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOR  THK  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  EastToxtoth)  :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  seen  the  letters  of  Mr. 
Ai-thur.  The  arbitrations  referred  to 
were  held  by  his  instructions,  and  the 
colony  was,  in  his  opinion,  adequately 
and  ably  represented  at  them.  ITie 
unofficial  membere  of  the  Council 
tendered  the  resignation  of  their  seats 
in  consequence  of  the  vote  for  the 
amount  awarded  in  the  final  arbitration 
being  passed  by  the  official  majority  in 
accordance  with  the  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  in  so  doing  they 
stated  that  their  action  was  not  intended 
to  express  any  reflection  upon  the 
Governor.  The  Secretaiy  of  State  has 
ample  material  for  judging  as  to  the 
correctness  of  Mr.  Arthur's  statements, 
and  sees  no  need  for  sending  out  a 
Commissioner.  He  does  not  think  that- 
any  good  object  would  be  obtained  by 
laying  the  Papers  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  but  he  will  be  glad  to  let  the 
hon.  Member  see  them,  if  he  deaires. 
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SUPERANXfATroX  OF  MINE 
INSPECl'ORS. 

Sir  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Hereford) :  I 
beg  to  ask  tUe  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  by  a  Treasury  Minute,  dated 
14th  June,  1859,  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury,  in 
pursuance  of  Section  4  of  "The  Super- 
annuation Act,  1S59,"'  declared  that  a 
period  of  seven  years  should  bo  added  to 
the  service  of  luspdctorsuf  Miaes  for  the 
purpose  of  computing  their  superannua- 
tion allowance  ;  whether,  on  the  8th 
April,  1873,  Mr.  Thomas  Cadman  wus 
appointed  an  Inspector  of  Mines;  whether 
Mr.  Cwlnian  retired  in  consequence  of 
ill-healt)i  in  Jauuarj-,  1SS7,  after  14 
years'  strvicu  ;  whetlier  Air.  Cudiuau's 
superannuation  allowance  was  calculated 
on  17-('0tlifl  of  his  pay  instead  of 
21-60ths,  to  wliich  lie  was  entitled,  on 
the  grnuad  that  for  four  years  he  had 
been  Assistant  Inspector,  whereas  in  fact 
he  had  Ix'en  from  the  fii-st  appointed 
Inspector,  though  employed  to  do 
assistant's  work  ;  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Homo  Department,  ia  a 
letter  luldressed  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Trcsaaury,  dated  11th  October,  1887, 
stated  that  up  to  thnt  date  it  had  been 
the  belief  of  the  Secretjiry  of  State  and 
the  Civil  Service  Commissiouers  tliat 
persons  thus  employed  were  entitled  to 
the  status  of  Inspectors,  no  intimation  to 
the  contrary  having  been  received  from 
the  Treasury ;  and  whether,  under 
these  cii-cumstances,  the  Treasury  will 
re-consider  the  matter,  and  award  to  Mr. 
Cadman,  and  others  in  a  similar  position, 
the  full  Bujieraunuation  allowance  to 
which  Inspectors  of  Mines  are  entitled. 

The  SECRETARY  to  thk  IREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jai^ksos.  Leed.s,  N.)  :  The 
Estimates  show  tliat  there  are  two  clnsses 
of  In-spectors  of  Klines — Inspectors  and 
Assistant  In.spectors.  The  nvimber  of 
eaich  class  is  limited,  and  cannot  he 
altereil  without  the  assent  nt  the 
Treasury.  It  was,  as  stated  in  the 
question,  to  j)crform  the  duties  of  the 
latter  cla.%s,  that  Mr.  Cadman  was 
appointed  in  1873.  The  number  of 
Inspectors  was  at  that  time  fixed  at  12, 
and  there  was  no  vacancy  among  them. 
Mr.  Cadman  continued  to  perform  the 
duties  nnd  to  receive  the  salary  of  an 
Assistant  Ins|)ector  until  his  appotnt- 
ment,  in  1876,  to  bo  an  Inspector,  when 


he  became  entitled  to  the  higher  BsUf 
and  s;:ecial  mte  of  |>cnsiun  attached 
tbnt  class.  A.ssistiint  Inspectors  act 
■ubordination  to  the  lnN|>ectors,  and  C 
only  become  Insjjectcjrs  by  promotion 
the  (K'currouce  of  a  vacancy.  Th 
salaries  are  Iowit,  and  they  do  not  fa, 
the  essential  i^oiiditiun  for  a  special 
of  pension  wliich  is  required  by  the 
sectiim  of  the  Superannuation  A 
innsmnch  as  they  may  be  appointed  at 
ag^'  (*23),  not  exceeding  that  at  whi 
public  service  ordinarily  begins.  Un 
Mr.  Cndmau's  retirement,  no  inquiry 
addressed  to  the  Treasury,  either  fr< 
the  Home  Office  or  the  Civil  Servi 
Commissioners,  as  to  the  right 
Assistant  Inspectors  to  8|)ecial  terms 
pension  ;  but  the  fact  that  Mr.  Cadm 
was  appointed  aftt-r  obtaining  a  cert 
cate  of  qunliticiition  from  the  lat) 
Department  was  notice  to  them  and 
him,  under  the  terms  of  the  seed 
referred  to,  that  he  was  not  entitled 
the  sjiecial  terms  of  pension  granted 
that  section,  which  provides  that  perse 
appointed  to  iifliccs  placed  under  it  m 
obtain  pensiuns  without  Laving  obtain 
Civil  Service  cortifioates. 

•I  NjLONKr.  BLCNDELL  (Lancashi 
S.W,,  Ince)  :  Was  Mr.  Cadman  gazett 
into  the  Service  as  an  Inspector 
un  A.s.sistiint  Inspector,  and  are  th 
any  duties  an  InsjK'ctor  can  perfoi 
which  an  Assistant  I n8[xictor  cannot  1 

•Ml!.  JACKS(1N  :  I  liavo  iX)itited  < 
that  the  number  of  Inspectors  cannot 
increased  without  the  sanction  of  1 
Treasury.  As  there  was  no  vacaix 
Mr.  Cailnmn  could  not  bo  appoint 
He  entered  the  Service  by  open  com] 
tition,  nnd  must,  therefore,  havo 
notice  that  ho  was  not  entitled  to 
[>ensioned  on  special  terms. 

SWAZILAND. 
Mu.  BRADIjAUGH  (Northampton 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Cnder  Secretary 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is  awi 
that  II  Convention  has  been  signed  wi 
the  Tr.msvaal  tiovernment,  and  whetl 
that  Convention  excludes  Her  Majest; 
Government  from  the  paramou 
jKisition  in  Swaziland  conceded  to 
under  tho  Cunveution  of  1884  ; 
whether  llpr  Majesty's  Government  h 
acquicRccil  in  the  demand  of  the  Trai 
vaal  Stiite  for  extension  of  their  site 
the  sea  f 
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Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  K  Convention 
has  been  signed  by  President  Kruger, 
Itind  will  1x3  presented  this  divy  to  tbo 
tVolksraad.  Papers  ure  in  course  of 
(preparation,  iiml  will  lic  presented  as 
soon  as  possilile,  including,  of  course, 
Sir  Francis  de  Winton's  Report.  In  the 
meantime  it  may  be  convenient  to  state 
the  Bulwtauce  of  the  Convention,  the 
.final  terms  of  which  we  have  not  yet 
'received.  (1)  The  independence  of  l\\£ 
Swftzis  as  recosjnised  by  the  Convention 
of  1884  is  n--aftirmed  and  maintained, 
and  the  control  and  management  by  the 
Swazi  Government,  of  all  affairs  in 
whidi  natives  only  are  concerned,  re- 
mains unaffected.  (2)  It  is  provided 
[that  there  shall  lie  a  joint  Administra- 
tion over  the  white  settlers,  under  a 
Proclamation  to  be  issued  by  the  Swazi 
Regent  and  Cc^uncil.  (3)  A  Court  of 
Justice  will  bo  established  to  administer 
Roman  Diiteh  Law,  and  to  decide  all 
cases,  criminal  and  civil,  between  white 
settlers,  and  to  inquire  into  the  validity 
of  disputed  concessions.  (4)  All  law- 
fully acquired  rights  to  be  recognised  by 
the  Joint  Government  Committee  and 
by  all  Judicial  Tribunals.  (5)  Tlie 
Government  of  the  South  African  Re- 
public undertakes  not  to  interfere  to 
the  North  or  North-West  of  the 
Repnblic,  and  to  sujiport  by  its  influence 
the  establishment  of  order  and  govern- 
ment by  the  British  South  Africa  Com- 
pany within  the  jurisdiction  and  under 
the   powers   gmnled   them  by  Charter. 

(6)  Her  Majesty's  GovernmeTit  recog- 
nises the  right  granted  to  the  South 
Africa  Republic  by  concession  from  the 
King  of  Swaziland,  to  construct  a  rail- 
way through  Swaziland  towards  the  sea. 
They  also  apprnTc  of  the  South  Africa. 
Republic  making  Treaties  to  secure  a 
right  to  continue  that  railway  to  the 
sea  at  a  point  at  or  near  Kosi  Bay,  and 
to  obtain  a  concession  of  an  area  of  10 
miles  in  radius  at  or   near   Kosi    Bay. 

(7)  Special  provision  i.s  made  to  prevent 
tho  sovereignty,  control,  or  management 
of  Kosi  Bay,  or  the  area  above  men- 
tioned, falling  into  the  hands  of  a  foreign 
Power.  (8)  Provision  is  also  made  for 
the  entering  of  the  South  Africa  Re- 
public into  the  existing  Customs  Uninn 
Convention  with  the  Cape,  Orange  Free 
State,  and  Becbuanaland,  on  terms  to  bfc 
agreed  upon.  (9)  Failing  such  A^ee- 
ment  within  sis   months,  the  arrange- 


ment as  to  Kosi  Boy  is  to  lapse  ;  bat 
the  Joint  Government  of  Swaziland  is 
to  continue  for  three  years  certain,  and 
will  not  lx(  terminated  after  the  expira- 
tion of  three  years,  unless  six  months' 
previous  notice  be  given  by  either  party. 
Tf  tlio  South  Africa  Republic  enters  tho 
Customs  Union,  no  limit  of  time  is 
nunied  for  tho  termination  of  -the  Con- 
vention. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness:  Will  the 
Papers  bo  in  tho  hands  of  hon.  llembers 
befiiro  the  discussion  comes  on? 

Bakon  H.  r.K  WORMS :  It  may  hardly 
Im  possible  to  pi-oduce  them  by  that 
time. 

•Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  Con- 
sidering  the  importance  of  the  matter, 
it  is  most  desiral)lii  that  at  least  a  Paper 
containing  a  summary  of  the  terms 
should  be  printed  before  the  discussion 
comes  on. 

•The  first  LORD  of  tiii:  TREASURY 
CMr.  W.  li.  SMini,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
P.ipers  similar  in  character  will  be  laid 
on  the  Table. 

ARMENIA. 
Mr.  O'KELLY  (Roscommon);  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreiifn  Affairs  wlien  he  proposes  to 
issue  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd's  Report  on  the 
late  outrages  in  Armenia,  especially  in 
Erzeroum  I 

•Sin  J.  FERGUSSON :  Reports  on  the 
Asiatic  pro\'inces  of  Turkey  cannot  be 
ready  for  presentation  this  Session. 

ENGRAVER  TO  THE  BOARD  OP 
INLAND  REVENUE. 
Mr.    BRUNNER    (Cheshire,    North- 
wich)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury    whether   tho    vacancy    to  the 
post  of  Engraver  to  the  Boai-d  of  Inland 
Revenue  has  yet  Iwen  filled  up ;  and,  if 
So,  when,  and  in  whose  favour  ] 
•Ma.    JACKSON:    The    late    Deputy 
Engraver     to     tho    Board     of     Inland 
Revenue,    Mr.    W.    De    La    Rue,   was 
apiiointed    last    year     to    the    post    of 
honorary  Engraver  to  the  Board. 

"  EMPEROR  OF  GERMANY." 
Mr.  BRUNNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  for  what  reason  the  German 
En)peror  was  styled  the  •'  Emperor  of 
Germany ''  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  at 
tho   opening  of  the  Session;  and  par- 
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ticularly  whether  he  ■was  then  so  de- 
scribed at  the  request  of  the  German 
Foreign  Office  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  There  vais  no 
request  from  tlie  German  Foreign  Office 
for  the  description  mentioned.  It  has 
been  already  stated  that  hereafter  the 
style  "  German  Emperor "  will  be 
officially  employed  in  this  country. 


and  the  Cape, 
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ANGLO-GERMAN  AGREEMENT  AND 
THE    CAPE. 

Me.  summers  (Huddersfield) ;  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  tliut  the  Cape 
Colony  House  of  Assembly  has,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  Hon.  Cecil  Rhodes,  unani- 
mously passed  a  Resolution  regretting 
that  the  Cape  Government  was  not  con- 
sulted with  regard  to  the  Anglo-German 
Agreement,  as  far  as  itconcernedtheterri- 
tory  south  of  the  Zambesi ;  and  whether 
he  is  now  in  a  position  to  state  what  was 
the  nature  of  the  communications  that 
are  alleged  to  have  taken  place  between 
the  Home  Government  and  the  Govern- 
men  at  the  Cape,  with  reference  to  the 
matters  dealt  with  in  the  Anglo-German 
Agreement,  before  that  Agreement  waa 
made  ? 

Mk.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
I  l)eg  to  ask  the  right  hoc.  Gentleman 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the;  House  of 
Assembly  of  the  Cape  Colony  has  unani- 
mously passed  the  Motion  submitted  by 
the  Hon.  Cecil  Rhodes,  expressing  regret 
that  the  Cape  Colony  waa  not  consulted 
with  regard  to  the  Anglo-German 
Agreement, asfarasitconcerned  theterri- 
tority  south  of  the  Zambesi  River,  and, 
further,  that  a  Motion  by  Sir  Thomas 
Uppington,  to  the  effect  that  the  colony 
would  deeply  resent  any  interference 
with  the  direct  control  of  the  Cape 
Parliament  over  the  Walfiach  Bay  terri- 
tory, was  also  unanimously  passed ; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  been  made  acquainted  with  the 
igpronnds  on  which  the  two  Motions  have 
been  based,  by  any  communications  or 
protests  from  the  Cape  Government 
made  prior  to  the  signing  of  the  Anglo- 
German  Agreement,  or  up  to  the  present 
time  ;  whether  he  will  state  the  nature 
of  such  communications  or  protests,  if 
any,  to  the  House ;  and  whether  he  vrill 
now  state  to  the  House  what  provisions 
of  the  Anglo-German  Agreement  were 
Atr.  Jirunner 


laid  before  the  Cape  Government,  and 
what  provisions  were  withheld  from  the 
Cape  Government,  in  the  communica- 
tions which  ho  has  stated  took  place 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Cape  Colony  Ministers  before  the 
signing  of  the  Agreement. 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  wiU  ask  to 
reply  at  the  same  time  to  the  question 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Northampton  (Mr.  Channing). 
As  regards  the  first  paragniph  of  both 
questions  we  have  no  official  knowledge. 
As  to  the  second  and  third  paragraphs, 
we  have  received  no  such  communica- 
tiDns  or  protests.  As  to  the  fourth  para- 
graph the  negotiations  were  conducted 
in  London  and  Berlin ;  the  High  Com- 
missioner's opinion  was  taken,  as  is 
stated  in  the  Despatches  published  with 
the  Agreements,  on  the  questions  of 
territory  contiguous  to  the  British  Pro- 
tectorate of  Bechuanaland.  The  Cape 
Government  was  not  a  party  to  the 
negotiations,  its  territories  were  not 
affected  by  the  Agreement,  and  the 
general  provisions  were  not  laid  before 
it  previously  to  the  conclusion  of  the 
Agreement.  It  is  not  usual  to  consult 
a  colony  with  respect  to  Treaty  negotia- 
tions unless  it  is  affecte<l  by  them. 

•Mb.  SUMMERS:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  state  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  communications  which  wore 
alleged  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
about  a  month  ago  to  have  taken  place 
between  the  Home  Government  and  the 
Government  of  the  Cape  Colony  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  Certain  com- 
munications have  passed  with  the  High 
Commissioner ;  but,  as  was  stated  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  they  were 
not  of  a  nature  to  be  communicated  to 
the  House. 

Db.  CLARK :  In  the  White  Paper  Re- 
port there  is  a  reference  to  a  transfer  of 
territory  in  the  Walfisch  Bay.  What  is 
the  territory  referred  to  1 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  There  is  no 
question  of  the  transfer  of  any  territory 
in  the  Walfisch  Bay  district.  The  fact 
is  that  the  territory  there  has  never  been 
defined.  I  stated  quite  distinctly  that 
the  Cape  Colony  had  not  been  directly 
consulted. 

Dr.  CLARK :  Are  we  to  understand 
that,  when  determining  the  question  of 
Walfisch  Bay,  the  negotiations  will  bo 
between  Germany  and  the  Cape  Colony  1 
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•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  must  aek  for 
notice  of  the  question. 

Mn.  BUCHANAN  (Edbbnrgh,  W.)  : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to 
eay  that  the  delimitation  of  the  German 
sphere  into  Damaraland  does  not  vitally 
affect  the  question  ? 

•SiE.T.  FERGUSSON  :  I  must  also  ask 
for  notice  nf  that  question. 

•Mk.  summers  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  communications  which  he 
asserts  took  i)lace  with  the  Cape  Colony  ! 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  must  bo  under  a  misapprehension. 
I  said  that  oommunications  had  passed 
between  the  Home  Government  and  the 
High  Commissioner,  the  High  Com- 
missioner being  Governor  of  the  Cape; 
but  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
find  that  I  did  not  state — at  alt  events  I 
did  not  intend  to  state — that  communica- 
tions had  jMissed  between  the  Home 
Government  and  the  Cape  Government. 

-•Mr.  SUMMERS:  My  question  had 
reference  to  two  points — the  communica- 
tions which  have  passtd  between  the 
Home  Government  and  the  High  Com- 
mii-sioner,  and  the  communications 
which  have  passed  between  the  Home 
Government  and  the  Cape  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  distinctly  told 
mo  tliat  conimunicfttions  had  ])assed  not 
only  with  the  High  Commissioner,  l>ut 
also  with  the  Cape  Government,  and  that 
they  were  of  a  confidential  character,  the 
effect  of  which  it  was  not  desirable  to 
state  because  the  negotiations  were  pro- 
ceeding. Thns?  negotiations  have  now 
concluded,  and  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  can  now  state 
what  the  nature  of  those  communications 
was ,' 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir,  I  cannot. 

MURDER  OF  K  BRITISH  SENTRY  AT 
liinH.\L'l\AK. 
Mn.  VVKBSTER  (St.  Paneras  E.^:  I 
beg  to  a.sk  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  state- 
ments in  the  Daihj  Graphic,  of  "J'Jth 
July,  have  b-eu  called  to  his  attention 
relating  to  the  recent  murder  of  a 
British  solJier  by  n  Spanish  Carabinero, 
on  the  neutral  ground  betwixt  Gibraltar 
and  Spanish  territory  ; — 

"  The  fncti>Hp|)ear  to  have  been  as  follows:  — 
On    the  Di^lil   io   i|ue8tion    some     smugglers 
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(Spaniards)  were  observed  attempting  to  ran  a 
cargo  on  the  nential  ground.  The  English 
sentry,  having  orders  to  prevent  such  action, 
gave  the  alarm,  and  a  snmll  patrol  attempted 
to  seize  the  offenders,  who  at  once  ran  back 
into  the  English  lines.  'JTie  Spanish  Carab- 
inerocs  were  quickly  on  the  spot,  and  one  of 
these,  a  mounted  mnn,  galloping  up  to  the 
English  soldiers,  turned  deliberately  in  his 
saddle,  and,  firing  at  one  of  our  men,  shot  him 
dead.  As  the  act  took  place  on  neutral  ground, 
a  short  diatance  beyond  our  lines,  and  as  the 
perpetrator  at  once  made  off,  no  action  could  be 
taken  by  the  authorities,  or  by  the  coroner  who 
presided  at  the  inquir}- ;" 

If  these  statements  are  correct ;  and 
whether,  in  such  a  cose,  he  is  in  a 
position  to  inform  the  Uou.se  if  any  com- 
munications have  jjassed  between  the 
British  and  Spanish  Governments  upon 
the  subject? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  account,  as 
given  in  the  question,  appears  to  be  in- 
accurate in  several  pirticulars  ;  but  the 
matter  is  under  the  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  who  are  in  com- 
municsUion  with  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject. 

NEWFOUNDLAND. 
Sib  GEORGECAMPBELL(Kirkcaldy, 
itc.)  ;  I  beg  to  aslv  tiie  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  yet  received  any  in- 
formation regarding  what  is  going  on  in 
Newfoundland  ;  whether  the  measures 
taken  by  Captain  Baldwin  Walker,  R.N., 
under  the  instructions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  to  ciiforco  the  modus 
rivendi  by  closing  Mr.  Baird  s  lobster 
fact4jry  and  otherwise,  arc  still  Iwing 
carried  out  ;  and  whether,  under  pres.su ro 
of  legal  process  in  the  Newfoundland 
Courts,  they  have  beeu  suspended  t 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  informed  from  time  to 
time  by  the  Governor  of  Newfoundland 
of  what  is  going  on  in  that  colony.  The 
Reports  received  from  him  show  that 
most  of  the  rumours  which  have  been 
published  in  the  newspapers  are  gross 
exaggerations,  and  that  the  difficulties 
which  have  occurred  in  connection  with 
the  fishery  this  season  have  not  been  of 
a  serious  niiture.  The  measures  tiken 
by  Sir  Baldwin  Walker  to  enforce  the 
modus  vicendi  will,  where  necessary, 
continue  to  ba  carried  out ;  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  only  two  factories  have  been 
closed  out  of  all  those  in  operation  on  the 
coast.  The  instructions  under  which 
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that  officer  has  acted  have  not  been  sus- 
pended. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Has  the  embargo 
regarding  Mr.  Baird's  factory  been 
removed,  and  has  this  been  done  on 
pressure  of  legal  process  in  the  New- 
foundland Courts  1 

•Sir  J.   FEEGUSSON:   I  will- make 
inqairy. 

IRELAND— SHADOWING. 

Me.  FLYNN  (Cork.N.):  Ibegtoaskthe 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  law  as 
laid  down  in  38  and  39  Vie.,  c.  S6, 
which  enacts  that  every  person  commits 
a  misdemeanour  who,  with  a  view  to 
compel  any  other  person  to  abstain  from 
any  act  which  he  has  a  legal  right  to  do, 
persistently  follows  such  person  from 
place  to  place,  or  persistently  watches  or 
besets  the  house,  or  other  place,  where 
snch  other  person  resides,  or  works,  or 
carries  on  business  ;  and  whether  he  can 
say  if  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
Act  repeals,  or  the  constabulary  regula- 
tions over-ride,  these  sections  of  the  Act 
qxioted ;  and,  if  not,  under  what 
authority  or  Statute  constables  net  who 
are  engaged  in  shadowing  duty  in  Ire- 
laud,  when  they  shadow  fanners,  cattle 
dealers,  and  others,  engaged  in  business 
at  different  fairs  and  markets  in 
Ireland. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University)  :  I  am  aware  of  the  enact- 
ment referred  to  in  the  question,  w^ich 
has  no  applicatinn  whatever  to  the  action 
of  the  [wlicc.  It  refers  to  costs  in  rela- 
tion to  trade  disputes  done  wrongfully 
and  without  legal  authority,  and  foi  the 
purpose  of  intimidation. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Do  the  instructions  to 
the  police  warn  them  not  to  obstruct 
jiersons  who  ai'e  engaged  in  the  trans 
action  of  business? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  am  not  aware  of 
the  precise  instructions,  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  put  a  question  upon  the 
Pap2r  I  will  inquire. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Atccrney  Gcuer.il  fur  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  thatiigeiitleniau. 
named  William  Lee,  was  closel}'  shadowed 
in  Youghal  Ijy  two  ixjlicenien  last  Tues- 
day evening  ;  whether  tliis  action  was 
t.ikcn  on  instructions  given  by  authority  ; 
and  whether  it  was  done  in  oonsc?quence 
Sir  J.  Fergunson 


of  ilr.  Lee  being  a  local  organiser  of  the 
labour  movement  V 

Mr.  madden  :  As  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  specify  any  district  when  he 
originally  placed  this  question  on  the 
Paper  the  Constabulary  --Vnthorities  were 
unable  to  make  the  necessary  inquiries. 
They  are,  however,  now  proceeding. 

HAULBOWLINE  DOCKS. 
Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  how  many 
labourers  and  artisans  are  now  employed 
at  Haulbowline  Docks  :  what  buildings 
have  lieen  completed  during  the  past 
and  present  linancial  years  ;  what  total 
amount  has  been  spent  on  the  works  up 
to  the  present  time  ;  and  whether  there 
is  any  immeduito  prospect  of  their  com- 
pletion 1 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  HA.MILTOK,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  About  .50  men  are  employed 
daily,  on  the  average.  No  new  buildings 
were  erected  during  the  past  financial 
year,  but  various  works  were  carried 
out  at  a  cost  of  £6,800,  and  it  is  pro- 
posed to  spend  on  similar  works  about 
£6,200  during  the  present  financial  year. 
The  total  cost  of  the  extension  works, 
which  were  completed  in  1888,  exclu- 
sive of  the  annual  minor  works  and 
repairs,  was  about  £567,000.  The  ex- 
tension works  have  beeen  practically 
completed,  but  it  may  be  necessary  to* 
make  some  small  addition  hereafter. 

Dr.  TANNER:  How  sjou  will  the 
docks  bo  able  to  receive  a  ship? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  1  am  not  cer- 
tain, but  I  think  that  a  ship  could  be 
docked  there  at  the  present  moment. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipiu-mry,  S.)  : 
Money  was  obtained  for  the  erection  of 
certain  machinery  last  year  or  the  year 
before.  Has  the  machinery  Ijeen  erected, 
and,  if  so,  what  is  being  dcjne  with  it ;  if 
any  work  has  been  done,  wliat  is  its 
character  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  That 
is  a  question  which  requires  notice. 

constaboijAry  force  fond. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfnst,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ' 
ask  the  Attorney  Genenil  for  1  re  land  what 
is  the  present  condition  if  the  Constabu- 
lary Foi-ce  Fund,  particularly  as  to  the 
gross  assets,  the  annual  receipts,  and  the 
annual  expenditure  ;  by  whom  the 
account  is  kept,  by  whom  it  is  audited. 


Merchandise  Marks  (Adqust  4,  1890}  Act — Irish  Lard.         1746 


F 


.d  whether  any  periodical  statements 
are  published  or  furnished  to  the  con- 
tributors ;  what  is  the  intention  of  the 
Irish  Government  in  regard  to  the  fund  ; 
and  whether  they  are  disposed  to  wind 
it  up  at  the  desire  of  the  contributors. 

Mb.  madden  :  The  condition  of  the 
Constabukry  Force  Fund  has  been  for 
some  time  engaging  the  careful  attention 
of  the  Irish  Government  in  commuuiai- 
tion  with  the  Treasury.  The  question 
is  now  in  an  advanced  stage,  and  we 
hope  to  be  in  a  position  at  an  early  day 
to  make  a  statement  on  the  subject 
which  will  be  satisfactory  to  all  parties 
concerned. 

Mr.  SEXTON;  I  will  repeat  the 
c[ueBtion  on  Monday. 


PRIMARY  TRAINING  COLLEGES. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ney Greneral  for  Ireland  whether,  in 
equalising  the  position  of  the  Irish 
Primary  Training  Colleges,  account  will 
be  taken,  in  the  case  of  the  non-official 
colleges,  of  the  special  annual  charges 
arising  against  their  credit  funds,  owing 
to  the  disadvantage  arising  from  in- 
equality of  treatment  up  to  the  present 
time? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  Hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question 
^—imtil  to-morrow. 

V       DRAINAGE  OF  DERRY  PRISON. 

Dr.  FITZGERALD  (Longford,  S.) : 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  if  he  can  state  what  alterations 
have  been  made  in  the  drainage  of 
Derry  Prison  since  Major  Beamish  issued 
his  Report  with  regnnl  to  the  sanitary 
condition  of  the  prison ;  and  how  often 
the  dttsthole  of  the  prison  is  now 
cleared  out  ? 

Mk.  MADDEN  :  The  General  Prisons 
Bimrd  repcirt  that  since  tho  Report 
referred  to  one  of  the  drains  in  the 
female  prison  has  been  altered,  and  now 
discharges  into  the  Bennet  Street  sewer, 

'  and  a  ventilating  pipe  has  been  erected 
at  the  head  of  the  Bennet  Street  sewer. 
Tiie  dusthole  referred  to  is,  by  order  of 
the  Board,  cleared  out  once  a  month.* 

^1    LAND  COJIMISSION— DERRY  AND 
^1  DONEGAL. 

^  Mk.  DALTON  (Donegal,  W.)  :  I  beg 
[  to  ask  the  Attorney  Genenil  for  Iifland 
'      if  he  can  explain  how  it   happened  that 
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at  the  sittings  of  the  Chief  Land  Com- 
missioners in  Derry  on  the  18th  of  June, 
in  tho  case  of  General  Tredennick,  land- 
lord, James  O'Donnell,  tenant,  the  Conrt 
made  an  order  to  have  the  tenant's  case 
re-heard  at  the  next  sitting  of  the  Chief 
Commissioners  in  Donegal,  though  the 
case  was  adjudicated  upon  three  years 
ago  by  the  Sub-Commissioners  and  the 
landlord  did  not  give  notice  of  appeal 
within  the  time  required  by  law  t 

Me.  MADDEN  :  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners report  that  the  facts  are  as  stated 
in  the  question.  They  have  adopted  the 
course  referred  to  in  order  to  enable  a 
mistake  in  the  area  and  denomination  of 
the  holding,  set  forth  in  the  Order  made 
by  the  Sub-Commission,  to  be  rectified. 
This  mistake  was  ascertained  for  the 
first  time  at  the  sitting  of  the  Land 
Commission  in  Derry  in  last  June,  in  the 
hearing  of  a  case  between  the  tenant's 
father  and  the  same  landlord  by  the 
admission  of  the  tenant  who  was  a 
witness  in  the  case. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT— IRISH 
LARD. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference  to 
"The  Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887," 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  reports  of  the  proceedings  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Provisions  Curers' 
Association  of  Ulster,  held  at  Belfast 
on  the  25th  July,  when  it  was  resolved 
that— 

"  Special  legislation  is  needed  to  protect  the 
Iriab  lard  trade,  'which  has  been  practically 
undermined  by  the  Bjstem  of  shipping 
'  American  lard  refined  in  Belfast,'  branded  as 
'  Pure  bladdered  lard,  Belfast,'  " 

and  also  that,  for  the  efficient  working 
of  the  above  Act  as  a  protection  to  the 
public — 

"  It  is  essential  to  appoint  a  Public  Prose- 
cutor and  Inspectors  to  carry  out  its  pro- 
vision!)  ;  " 

and  whether,  considering  the  very  in- 
fluential and  representative  character  of 
the  meeting  referred  to,  and  the  im- 
pirtance  to  the  public  in  being  supplied 
with  lard  in  its  pure  state  when  they  ask 
for  it  under  that  name,  he  will  consider 
what  steps  can  be  taken  in  tho  direction 
pointed  out  by  the  resolutions  adopted 
nt  said  meeting? 
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Mr.  madden  :  I  liave  been  informed 
that  no  such  resolution  has  been  re- 
ceived as  that  mentioned  in  the  Urst 
paragraph  of  the  question.  I  will, 
however,  make  inquiries  into  the 
matter. 

Mb.   DAVID  M'GAW. 

Me.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  Mr.  David 
M'Gaw,  of  Enniskillen,  has  been  paid  the 
.£300  offered  to  him  in  settlement  of  his 
claim  in  May  last  ? 

A  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
H.  Maxwell,  Wigton)  :  No  payment  has 
been  made  to  Mr.  McQaw.  When  his 
application  was  laid  liefore  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury,  their  Lordships  felt  them- 
selves unable  to  renew  the  offer  of  1 884, 
having  regard  to  the  rent  received  in  the 
interval  by  Mr.  McGaw  in  excess  of  the 
value  of  his  premises,  and  to  the  coats 
thrown  upon  the  Department  by  his 
rejection  of  that  offer.  As  an  act  of 
■grace,  however,  and  still  denying  any 
legal  liability,  they  have  authorised  a 
payment  to  him  of  £100  on  certain  con- 
-ditions,  and  the  matter  is  under  his  con- 
..sideration. 

CLERK  OF  THE  BANDON  UNION, 
Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  whether  it  has 
■been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  tiiat  tlie  clerk  of  the 
Bandon  Poor  Law  Union  was  absent 
from  his  oflBce  12  days  in  December,  10 
in  January,  8  in  February,  10  in  April, 
and  10  in  May;  and,  if  brought  under 
their  notice,  has  the  Board  demanded 
any  explanation  from  the  clerk  of  this 
neglect  of  duty  ;  and,  if  an,  what  explana- 
tion has  been  tendered  ? 

Me.  MADDEN :  It  appears  from  a 
letter  received  from  the  clerk  of  the 
Bandon  Union  that  he  wiis  absent  froju 
his  office  on  the  days  mentioned  in  the 
k ■question  owing  to  ill-health  ;  but  he  stites 
that  he  is  now  recovered,  and  hoptjs  to 
he  able  to  attend  at  his  office  regularly 
in  future. 

FERMOY  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mb.    FLYNN :  I     beg    to    ask     the 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  lie 

is  aware  that  at  the  last  Fermoy    Petty 

.Sessions,    Mr.  Redmond    Donegan    was 

I  charged    with    and     found     guilty     of 


assaulting  Mr.  J.  D.  Bremner,  T.C.,  and 
was  fined  by  the  Magistrate  28.  6d.  and 
costs ;  that  at  the  same  Sessions  Mr. 
James  Maye,  charged  with  a  technical 
assault  on  a  policeman  (which  occurred 
so  far  back  as  September,  1889),  was 
sentenced  to  seven  days'  imprisonment  at 
hard  labour  ;  and  if  he  can  explain  why 
the  latter  case  was  tried  before  a  Court 
constituted  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  consisting  of 
two  Resident  Magistrates,  whilst  the 
former  was  tried  before  a  Bench  of 
ordinary  Magisti-ates,  under  the  ordinary 
law? 

Me.  MADDEN  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  difference  in  the  modes  of  procedure 
and  in  the  punishments  inflicted  was 
due  to  the  difference  in  the  nature  of  the 
assaults.  The  assault  on  Mr.  Bremner 
is  reported  to  have  been  a  very  trifling 
one,  committed  liy  an  old  man  on  a  com- 
paratively young  man  in  the  course  of  an 
angry  discussion.  The  other  assault  was 
not  a  technical  one  as  suggested  in  the 
question,  but  an  actual  and  deliberate 
one,  committed  in  open  Court,  where 
Maye  was  at  the  time  on  trial,  and  where 
the  constable  was  on  duty. 

ilH.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  difference  in  the  procedure 
in  the  two  cases  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
Maye  was  a  Nationalist? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  say  distinctly— no, 
Sir. 

THE  EAST  LANCASHIRE  REGIMENT. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  teg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  rep<jrt  in 
the  Newry  JiejMrter  of  2Gth  June,  1890, 
of  an  action  for  trespass  against  Captain 
Irwin,  of  the  East  Lancashire  Regiment, 
brought  before  the  County  Court  Judge 
of  Down  at  the  la-st  sitting  of  the  County 
Court,  at  Newry,  from  which  it  appears 
that,  on  the  15th  July,  1889,  Captain 
Irwin  and  about  CO  men  uf  his  regiment 
were  going  through  a  "  night  attack," 
in  the  conrs?  of  which  a  number  of  his 
men  trespassed  on  the  lands  of  Mr. 
James  Goodman,  of  Cloghmore,  and  did 
damage  to  his  crops ;  whether  he  has 
observed  that  it  appeared  in  evidence 
that,  when  Mr.  Goodman  protested 
against  the  tres{xiss  on  his  crops,  one  of 
the  soldiers  pointed  a  revolver  at  him 
and  threatened  to  shoot  him  ;  whether  Mr. 
Goodman  offered  to  leave  to  arbitration 
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the  amount  of  loss  sustained  by  him  ; 
whether  Colonel  Griffiths,  on  14th 
August  last,  in  answer  to  a  letter  of  Mr. 
T.  J.  Marron,  solicitor  for  Mr.  Goodman, 
referred  Mr.  Marron  to  Captain  Irwin 
as — 

"The  officer  who  was  in  solo  command,  and 
who  wag  solely  reaponsiblo  for  any  occurrence 
connected  with  his  party  on  that  night  "  ,\ 

whether  et  the  trial  advantage  was 
taken  of  the  fact  that  the  trespassers 
were  under  the  immediato  command  of 
tho  colour  sergeant,  and  that  the  proper 
defendant  was  not  before  the  Court  ;  and 
whether  the  Judge  is  correctly  reported 
to  have  said — 

"He believed  damage  had  been  done  by  the 
military,  but  he  could  not  hold  Captian  Irwin 
liable," 

and  he  dismissed  the  ease  ;  and  whether 
he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into  tho 
matter,  and  see  that  fair  compensation 
bo  given  to  Mr.  Goodman  for  the  damage 
done  to  his  property  by  the  soldiers  on 
that  occasion  1 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  It  appears  that  in  July, 
1889,  a  patrol,  consisting  of  a  corpora! 
and  two  privates  of  the  East  Lancashire 
Regiment,  trespassed  on  Mr.  Goodman's 
ground.  No  revolver  was  in  possession 
of  the  party,  and  they  had  no  blank  or 
ball  cartri(%e  with  them.  One  of  the 
men  was  said  to  have  pointed  his  rifle  at 
Mr.  Go<idman.  Captain  Irmn,  who  was 
asked  to  settle  the  matter,  offered  to 
cover  the  alleged  damage,  which  was 
refused,  and  Ciptain  Irwin  was  unable 
to  get  any  answer  regarding  it.  A 
Bummuns  was  taken  out  against  Captain 
Irwin,  but  was  dismissed  owing  to  the 
non-appearance  of  the  complainant.  The 
case  was  brought  forward  again  at  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  it  appeared  from 
the  evidence  he  had  before  him  the 
amount  of  compensation  offered — namely, 
^1 — was  ample. 

Mr.  sexton  inquired  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  received  the  Report, 
from  which  it  appeared  that  the  County 
Court  Judge  thought  the  damage  had 
been  committed,  and  expressed  no  opinion 
as  to  the  .£5  claimed  being  excessive 
damage,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  would  pay  tlie  £5,  as  the  case 
was  dismissed,  because  Captain  Irwin 
was  not  the  proper  officer? 


Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  informed 
the  case  did  not  come  on  because  the  com- 
plainant did  not  appear.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  is  not  likely  I  am 
going  to  pay  the  £5. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  have  the  Report  to 
which  I  have  referred  in  my  posses- 
sion. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  let  me  see  the  Report  I 
will  consider  whether  there  is  anything 
further  in  it. 

Mb.  p.  C.  garvey. 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  Iwg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  B^rancis  C.  Garvey,  of 
Murrisk  Abbey,  Mayo,  Ireland,  who  was 
appointed  clerk  of  Petty  Sessions  for 
Louisbnrgh  district  by  the  Justices  of 
said  district,  and  also  recently  appointed 
Commissioner  fur  taking  affidavits  by 
tho  present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland, 
was  dismissed  his  ship  and  the  Service, 
he  being  then  an  officer  in  the  Royal 
Navy,  on  a  charge  of  larcency,  and  was 
sentenced  to*  a  term  of  imprisonment ; 
and  whether,  in  the  face  of  the  above- 
mentioned  finding,  he  will  be  continued 
in  the  position  of  trust  and  emolument 
to  which  he  has  been  appointed  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Registrar  of 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  reports  that  tho 
Petty  Session  clerk  mentioned  admits 
tho  truth  of  the  allegations,  but  pleads 
that  the  occurrences  took  place  when  ho  J 
was  but  16  years  of  age.  Had  the  | 
matter  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  at  the  time,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  he  would  have  given  it 
careful  attention  in  deciding  whether 
tho  nppointraeut  should  be  made.  But 
as  tho  Registrar  reports  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  clerk  since  his  appointment 
seven  years  ago  has  been  good,  and  that 
the  inspection  and  inquiries  which  have 
from  time  to  time  been  made  show  him 
to  be  perfectly  trustworthy,  His  Ex- 
cellency, having  regard  to  all  the  circum- 
stances, would  not  feel  justified  in 
dismissing  him  from  the  position. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  a  person  who  has  been  dismissed 
from  Her  Majesty's  Service  for  theft  is 
regarded  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land as  a  fit  or  proper  person  to  hold 
this  appointment.  Is  he  not  retained 
simply  because  he  is  a  Protestant  and 
an  Orangeman  ? 
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Mr.  3iLA.DDEX :  After  a  service  of 
seven  years  ilr.  Garvey  has  proved  to 
the  heads  of  the  Department  that  he  is 
perfectly  trustworthy,  and  it  would  not 
be  right  to  go  back  upon  matters  which 
occurred  so  long  before. 

THE  DRILL  GROUND  AT  NEW- 
TOWNARDS. 
Mk.  M'CARTAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  ground  for  the  encampment 
of  the  3rd  Battalion  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Rifles  at  Newtownards,  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  general  dissatisfaction 
among  the  officers  and  men  of  the 
regiment  on  account  of  the  unsuitable- 
ness  and  inconvenience  of  the  present 
place  of  encampment ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  drill  ground  is  small  and 
bad,  and  the  distance  from  the  shooting 
range  is  so  far  that  it  takes  three  d.iy8  t-o 
put  a  company  through,  each  company 
firing  10  rounds  a  day;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  corre- 
spondence uu  the  subject  published  in 
the  Newtoivnnrds  Chronicle  oi  28th  June 
last  and  of  the  5th  instant ;  and  whether, 
considering  the  statements  therein  and 
the  complaints  made  by  officers  and  men, 
ho  will  make  inquiry  with  the  view  to 
let  them  have  the  use  of  the  huta  at  tlie 
shooting  range  when  next  up  for  drill, 
or  if  he  will  consider  the  desinibility  of 
securing  a  place  of  encamjjment  con- 
venient to  the  present  shooting  range  1 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  ground 
consists  of  2  7  acres,  and  is  in  every  way 
suitable  for  the  purpose. 

DISTRICT  INSPECTOR  BALL. 
Mb.  FLYXN  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  he  has 
now  read  the  depositions  in  the  case  of 
"  District  Inspector  IBallr.  David  Kent ;  " 
if  he  has  seen  the  depositions  of  Edward 
Kent,  who  swears  that  he  had  about  a 
score  of  lambs  to  sell  at  the  fair,  and 
that  his  brother,  the  defendant,  came  up 
followed  by  a  constable,  and  that  he  told 
his  brother  that  the  lambs  would  not  bo 
taken  from  him  if  the  constable  remained 
alongside  ;  and  if,  in  view  of  this  sworn 
statement  of  deponent,  the  Constabulary 
Authorities  are  entitled  by  law  to  order 
policemen  to  shadow  cattledealors  or 
farmers  engaged  in  buying  or  selling 
transactions  at  fairs  or  markets  iu  Ire- 
laud  f 


Mb.  MADDEN :  I  have  seen  the  de- 
positions iu  the  case  referred  to.  Having' 
regani  to  the  charge  ou  which  the  adjq- 
dication  took  place,  it  was  not  necessary 
to  go  into  evidence  as  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  boycotting,  which  the  police  wero 
endeavouring  to  put  down  ;  but  I  may 
state  that  no  such  oi-ders  were  given  as 
is  assumed  in  the  concluding  paragraph, 
of  the  question. 

DUBLIN  POST  OFFICE. 

ilR.  FLl'NN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Posi- 
master  General  if  he  is  now  in  a  position 
to  state  when  the  vacancies  for  first  class 
sorters  and  overseers  in  the  Dublin  Post 
Office  will  bo  filled  ;  and  whether  the 
increase  of  pay  will  date  from  the  time 
the  vacancies  occurred? 

Sir  H.  MjLXWELL  :  The  authorities 
at  Dublin  have  not  yet  been  able  to  report 
favourably  upon  the  qualifications  of  the 
members  of  the  classes  next  below  those 
upon  which  the  vacancies  exist.  The 
vacancies  cannot  be  filled  until  such 
Report  has  been  received.  As  regards 
the  latter  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  the  Postmaster  General  cauDot 
promise  tliat  the  promotions,  when  pro- 
motions come  to  be  made,  will  ^vke 
effect  from  the  date  of  the  vacancies. 
It  will,  I  understand,  be  a  question  with 
him  whether  the  earliest  period  from 
which  the  higher  pay  should  take  efEeot 
should  not  be  the  date  on  which  the 
recipients  proved  themselves  quahfied  for 
the  duties  to  which  the  pay  attaches. 

THE    ROYAL    IRISH    CONSTABULARY. 

Db.  FITZGERALD :  I  lieg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
any  representations  have  been  made  io 
the  Police  Authorities  or  to  the  Board  of 
Works  to  take  over,  as  quarters  for 
married  members  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,  the  house  in  Carrickma- 
cross  from  which  Mr.  Thomas  Phelan, 
J. P.,  was  evicted  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
there  is  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  taking  the  house  from 
Mr.  Shirley  ? 

Mn.  MADDEN  :  No  such  representa- 
tions have  been  made. 

THE  TRAINING  SHIP  OBA-VPUX. 
Me.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  following  adver- 
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tisement  which  nppenred  in  the  Bdfiist 
Evening  Telegraqh  — 

"  Traioing  Ship  Grampian. — Wanted,  a 
ship's  cook  :  must  he  a  Protestant.  Applica- 
tion, with  copies  of  testimoniaU,  to  he  sent  to 
the  Captain  Supeiintendenl  on  board  ;'' 

and  whether  the  Admiralty  approve  of 
this  exclusion  of  all  but  Protestants 
from  the  situation  of  a  cook  in  a  training 
iihip? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  Grampian 
was  lent  by  the  Admiralty  in  1871  to  a 
committee  of  erentlemeu  representing 
the  City  of  Belfast,  for  use  as  a  training 
ship  for  the  Mercantile  Marine.  The 
miiuagemeni  of  the  institution  rests 
entirely  with  the  committee,  and  the 
Admiralty  have  no  ])ower  to  interfere 
in  the  selection  of  any  of  the  seamen  or 
domestics  employed  in  the  training 
.ship. 

INCHEASE  OF  .SEXTENCE  OX  APPEAL. 
Mr.  SEXTOX:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  I/ord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Recorder  of  Cork, 
in  the  appeal  of  Patrick  Staunton,  con- 
urioted  of  boycotting  by  the  Resident 
Magistrates  and  sentenced  to  three 
months'  imprisonment  with  liard  labour, 
*old  the  defendant,  in  reply  to  some 
•observations,  "  I  have  the  power  of 
i^ving  you  a  little  more ;"  "  if  you  say 
much  more  I  will  give  you  three  months 
anore  ;  "  and  finally  adjudicated  in  the 
!  iollowing  terms:  "I  confirm  the  sen- 
ience  ;  I  give  him  another  month — four 
months ; "  whether  the  increase  of  a 
.sentence  on  appeal,  because  of  observa- 
tions made  by  the  defendant,  is  in 
.accordance  with  law;  and  whether  the 
Executive  will  enforce  the  additional 
month's  imprisonment  1 

Mr.   MADDEPf:    I    am    not    aware 
■whether  the  Recorder  of  Cork  made  the 
L  observations  atti-ihuted  to  him  ;  but  it 
P«ppears   from    the  entry  in  the    Order 
Boottliat  he  cunfirraed  the  sentence,  but 
varying  it   by   increasing  it  from  three 
month.s'   hard    labour   to  four    months' 
hard    labour.       It    is    not    within    the 
province  of  the  Executive  Government 
•to  review  or   to   discuss  sentences  pro- 
nounced  by   County   Court    Judges   in 
Appeals  which  may  come  before  them. 
t-ka   regards  the  concluding   paragraph, 
•the  Prisons  Board  will,  of  course,  act  in 
jiccordancu   with   the  warrant   of    com- 


mittal issued  in  pursuance  of  the  order 
of  the  Judge. 

JIk.  SEXTON:  Has  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  read  the  report 
of  the  trial  ?  Had  tiio  Recorder  any 
legal  power  to  increase  the  original  J 
sentences  on  appeal,  not  on  account  of  f 
further  evidence,  but  in  consequence  of 
some  language  used  by  the  defendant 
in  Court?  Has  not  the  Executive 
power  to  releuso  the  prisoner  when  it 
chooses  1 

Mk.  ALA.DDEN  :  The  Prisons  Board 
have  no  power  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind  under  the  committal  warrant.  I 
have  no  right  to  review  or  discuss  the 
Judgment  of  the  Judge  who  made  the 
oilier.  There  is  no  doubt  as  a  general 
principle  of  law,  and  without  dis- 
cussing the  facts  of  the  case,  that  a 
County  Court  Judge,  on  appeal  from  a 
sentence — which  amounts  to  a  re-hearing 
of  the  case — has  the  right  to  impose  the 
sentence  which  he  considers  .should  have 
been  imposed  by  the  Court  below  in  the 
first  instance. 

Mk.  SEXTON :  Had  the  Judge  a  legal 
right  to  pronounce  an  increase  of  sen- 
tence in  a  case  where  nothing  relevant 
to  the  original  charge  was  adduced,  but 
simply  because  the  defendant  used  lan- 
guage which  the  Judge  considered  to  be 
disrespectful,  and  could  the  Judge  impose 
a  sentence  for  contempt  3 

Mk.  MADDEN  :  This  is  asking  me  not 
to  answer  a  general  question,  but  to 
review  and  discuss  the  legality  of  the 
decision  of  the  Judge  in  the  case.  I 
must  decline  to  express  an  opinion  upon, 
or  discuss  in  any  way,  the  decision  of  the 
Judge. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  Was  it  not  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Hamilton  had  pronounced 
sentence  npon  the  prisoner ;  thnt  he 
Kubseejuently  cautioned  him,  and  then 
incrensod  the  sentence  by  one  month  ; 
and  was  not  the  second  sentence  de- 
liberately given  for  contempt  of  Court? 

ilR.  MADDEN:  It  is  not  for  me  to 
say  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  May  I  ask 
whether,  in  order  to  put  an  end  to  these 
scandals,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  such  cases  as 
this  being  tried  by  a  Judge  who  is  not 
himself  a  landlord. 
•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 
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Mb.  SEXTOX  :  ^VHint  is  the  remedy 
of  the  prisoner  at  tlie  end  of  the  original 
term  of  three  months'  imprisonment  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  legal  remedy  for 
any  person  who  is  in  ille^^al  custody  is 
habeas  corpus. 

THE  SENTENCE  ON  MR.  TULLY. 

Dr.  FITZGERALD :  I  beg  to  isle  the 
Attorney  Gencnil  for  Ireland,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  treatment  of  Mr.  Jnsper 
Tully,  editor  of  the  Roscomvton  lleruld, 
now  a  prisoner  in  Tullamore  Gaol,  if  he 
caa  state  what  was  the  sentence  im- 
posed upon  Mr.  Jasper  Tully  ;  is  he  aware 
that  he  is  engaged  in  the  labour  of  saek- 
making,  and  that  his  hands  are  full  of 
sores ;  that  he  has  lost  two  stone  in 
weight  during  the  two  months  he  has 
been  in  prison  ;  and  that  lie  is  now  suffer- 
ing from  an  attack  of  diarrhwa  ;  and,  if 
so,  why  is  he  not  placed  under  hospital 
treatment ;  and  if  the  sentence  did  not 
include  hard  labour,  why  is  the  work  of 
sack-making  imposed  upon  the  prisoner? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  The  General  Prisons 
Board  report  that  Mr.  Jasper  Tully  is  in 
custody  under  .sentences  of  14  days  and 
three  calendar  months'  imprisonment, 
ooncurrently,  without  hard  lalxiur.  Dur- 
ing four  days  after  committal  to  Tulla- 
more Prison  this  prisoner  made  sacks, 
although  informed  that  he  could  by 
Statute  be  exempted  from  labour  by 
paying  for  his  food.  Since  that  time  lie 
bos  been  taking  advantage  of  the  exemp- 
tion ;  but  he  asked  to  be  permitted  to 
have  a  few  sacks  to  pass  his  time,  and 
the  Governor  gave  them  on  the  clear 
understanding  that  it  was  liis  own  desire. 
His  hands  have  not  suffered  in  any  way 
as  alleged.  He  lost  81b.,  not  28ib.  in 
weight  subsequently  to  committal,  but 
has  since  regained  )  lb.  Ho  is  not  suffer- 
ing from  diarrhcca.  He  had  a  slight 
attack  for  four  days,  but  it  was  of  such  a 
nature  as  not  to  render  hospital  treat- 
ment necessary.  The  i?oard  are  required 
by  Statute  to  provide  employment  for 
prisoners,  though  not  sentenced  to  hard 
labour.  Sack-making  untasked  is  ouo  of 
the  forms  of  employment  so  provided. 
-  Mr.  SEXTON:  May  I  ask  whether, 
according  to  a  statement  publicly  made, 
this  treatment  is  in  accordance  with  the 
sentence?  From  the  instant  Mr.  Tully 
entered  gaol  he  has  been  subjected  to  the 
most  insulting  and  degrading  treatment; 
not  content  with  cWsing  him  with  the 
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ordinary  criminals  and  setting  him  to 
pick  oakum,  he  has  been  put  to  sack- 
making  in  the  prison,  in  which  work  hi* 
hands  and  fingers  have  been  torn  and 
lacerated  in  the  most  cruel  manner ;  his 
dietary  has  been  changed,  and  the  claas 
of  food  kept  down  in  his  Ciise,  though  he 
has  repeatedly  asked  for  a  cliange ;  he 
further  complains  of  the  constant  annoji-  ^^fl 
ance  and  supervision  to  which  he  is  sub-  ^^f 
jected  ;  that  his  clothes  are  taken  away  ' 
from  him  and  rummaged  b}'  the  warders  j 
and  that  he  is  left  standing  naked  on  % 
stone-flagged  cell. 

Mb.  MADDEN:  Certain  of  those 
statements  are  not  met  by  the  informa- 
tion in  my  possession  ;  but,  so  far  as  tbo 
statements  contained  in  the  question 
relating  to  ookum-picking  and  sack- 
making  are  concerned,  they  are  abso 
Intely  unfounded.  When  Mr.  Tully  wa* 
given  sacks  to  make,  he  was  told  that  he 
might,  under  Statute,  exempt  himself 
from  doing  so.  Mr.  Tully  elected  to 
exempt  himself  by  making  a  payment 
for  food  ;  but  subsequently  sacks  were 
given  to  him  at  his  own  request,  and  in 
order  to  find  him  emplovment. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  will  take  the  earliest, 
possible  opportunity  of  bringing  tliis- 
cose  under  the  notice  of  the  House 

Mr.  MADDEN :  I   can   only   answoi 
the   question  according   to  the   informa- 
tion which  has  been  placed  before  me-; 
l>ut  if  the  hon.  Member  will  put  a  ques 
tion  on  the  Paper  as  to  the  other  points, 
I  will  try  to  find  out. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  will  do  so  t4>-' 
morrow. 

Dr.  FITZGERALD  :  I  am  compelled 
to  say  that  not  a  single  particle  of  the 
reply  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman is  true.  [Crii's  of  "  Order  I  "] 
Sack  making  is  hard  labour  in  Tulla- 
more Prison.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  know  that  that  is  so,  I  can  tell 
him  from  my  own  experience  that  it  is. 
Why,  then,  was  a  person  who  was  not 
sentenced  to  hard  labour  put  to  sack- 
making  1 

[No  answer  was  returned.] 

LABOURERS'   COTTAGES  AT 
CLOOHERUEAU. 
Mr.  NOLAN  (Ltiuth,  N.) :   I  beg 
ask    the   Chief  Secretary   to    the   Lord.^ 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to   the  insanitary 
condition  of  a  large  number  of  laboureraT 
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cx)tta^es  at  Clogherhcad,  County  Loutli, 
aud  to  the  ditficulty  of  dealing  with 
them,  owing  to  the  absence  of  other 
houses  of  any  kind  availablo  for  the 
labourers  in  tho  neighbourhood ;  and 
whether,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
will  instruct  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  confer  with  the  Local  Sanitary 
Authority,  with  a  view  to  providing 
•suitable  accommodation  for  these  people 
htefore  they  are  driven  from  their  present 
dwellings  ? 

Mb.   IL^DDEN:  Tlie  insanitary  con- 
dition  of  the  village  referred  to  lias,  I 
am   informed,    been    for   some    months 
[engaging  the  attention  of  the  Drogheda 
I  Board  of  Guardians.     They  have  already 
taken  steps  to  deal  with  the  matter,  and 
I  state  that  it  shall  continue  to  have  their 
^Attention  until  the  village  is  improved. 

FREE  TRADE  AT  ZANZIBAR. 

Mr.  SUMMERS:   I   beg  to  ask   the 

jUnder  Secretary   of   State  for    Foreign 

lAffairs     whether    it     is     provided      in 

'Article  VIL  of  tlio  Commercial  Treaty 

of  1886,  that 

"A  duty  not  exceeding  five  per  cent,  shnll 
be  paid  at  tliat  port  in  the  domiaionB  of  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar  whoro  tho  goods  aro  first 
landed,  and  on  payment  thereof  such  goods 
■hall  thereafter  be  exempt  within  the  Zanzibar 
dominions   from  all  other  Customs  Duties   or 

I  Taxes  levied  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  Government 

I  of  His  Highness  tho  Sultan  "  ; 

[and  whether,  in  the  event  of  the 
[mainland  portion  of  the  Sultanate  of 
'Zanzibar  being  ceded  to  Germany,  goiids 
which  have  paid  the  5  per  cent,  duty 
on  entering  the  island,  would  be  liable 
to  pay  another  5  par  cent,  duty  on 
entering  the  mainland  ? 

•Sib    J.    FERGUSSON:    It    may    be 
assumed  that  if  tho  mainland  and  Zan- 
zibar are  separated,  goods  coming  from 
the  latter  would  certainly  be  treated  like 
goods    coming    from    any  other    foreign 
I  country.       The    best     security    against 
[  tindue   burdens  upou   tmdo  is  that  they 
1  would    tend    to    divert    it    to    another 
•  sphere. 

•Mb.  SUMMERS:  Do  I  understand 
the  Under  Secretary  to  say  that,  under 
the  Anglo-Gernwu  Treaty,  there  will  be 
an  end  of  Free  Trade  between  the  Island 
of  2janzihar  and  the  mainland  1 
•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  have  answered 
^that  question  repeatedly.  If  tho  main- 
land of  Zanzibar  or  part  of  it  falls  into 
the  hands  of  the  German  Government  it 


will  he  subject  either  to  the  conditiona 
of  the  Commercial  Treaty  with  Zanzibar 
or  to  those  of  the  Berlin  and  Brussels 
Act. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Are  goods  from 
Zanzibar  free  to  enter  that  portion  of 
the   mainland   where   the   Sultan's   flag 
flies  without  paying  additional  duty  ? 
•Sib  J.  FERGUSSOX  :  Certainly. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  May  I  ask  whether  tha 
efifect  of  the  Anglo-German  Agreement 
will  not  practically  be  to  abrogate  the- 
Zanzibar  Treaty  of  Commerce  ? 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  understand 
the  German  Government  desire  to  be 
lield  by  the  terms  of  the  Zanzibar 
Treaty  of  Commerce. 

THE  CASE  OF  Mbssrs.  HEATH  ANIT 

SMITH. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH:    I    bog  to  ask 

the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of  the 
General  Order  of  Customs,  No.  67,  1890, 
and  the  correspondence  between  the 
Treasury  and  tho  Commissioners  of 
Customs  relating  to  the  case  of  Messrs. 
Heath  and  Smith,  two  officers  of 
Customs,  recently  punished  for  com- 
municating  with  the  private  secretary 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on 
the  subject  of  promotion  in  the  Depart- 
ment ? 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  will  lay  Papers  on 
the  Table  ;  but  I  may  point  out  at  once 
that  the  officers  were,  of  course,  not 
punished  for  communicating  with  my 
private  secretary.  What  their  offence 
was  will  appear  from  the  Papers. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  Wlien  will  the 
Papers  be  presented  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  In  a  f&w  days. 

THE  DEATH   OF  CHRISTOPHEfi 

O'CONNOR. 
Mr.  BALTON  (for  Mr.  Williah 
Corbet,  Wicklow,  E.) ;  1  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  has  the  inquiry 
promised  into  the  death  of  Christopher 
O'Connor,  a  patient  in  the  Richmond 
District  Lunatic  Asylum,  been  heli; 
and,  if  so,  what  is  the  result ;  has  the 
verdict  of  the  Coroner's  Jury,  who  found 
that  death  was  caused  by  violence,  been 
upheld  ;  has  anyone  been  punished  in 
connection  with  the  case ;  and,  if  not, 
wliat  steps  Avill  be  taken  to  bring  the 
guilt   home    to    whoever   inflicted    the 
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injuries ;   and  what  compensation    will 
be  given  to  the  widow  and  orphans? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  My  answer  to  the 
first  two  paragraphs  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. The  services  of  an  attendant 
accused  of  having  inflicted  the  injuries 
have  been  dispensed  with  by  the  Board 
of  Governors,  and  the  Papers  in  the 
entire  case  have  been  submitted  by  the 
Inspectora  of  Lunatic  Asylums  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment. 

CASE  OF  TRESPASS  AT  DUNFANAOHY. 

Mr.  DALTOX:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  proceed- 
ings at  Dunfanacrhy  Petty  Sessions  on 
the  28th  of  June,  in  the  case  of  Jfr. 
Crawford  again.st  Dorryherifi  peasants 
for  trespass,  and  wherein  the  Magis- 
trates made  an  order  that  the  tenants 
should  pay  £2  2s.  solicitor's  fees  ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  it  was  afterwards 
proved  that  the  Magistrates  had  no 
jurisdiction,  they  were  within  their 
right  in  makinir  this  order? 

Mu.  MADi:)EX  :  1  am  informed  that 
when  the  cases  referred  to  came  before 
the  Court  on  28th  June  they  were  ad- 
journed on  the  application  of  the  defend- 
ants on  the  Usual  terms  of  their  paying 
the  cost  of  the  day.  The  cases  were  not 
gone  into  at  all  on  that  day.  On  12t!i 
July  they  again  came  before  the  Court. 
One  of  the  defendants  was  fined  and 
the  remaining  cases  adjourned,  pending 
the  result  of  a  case  stated.  It  does  not 
appear  from  any  information  before  me 
that  the  Magistrates  had  no  jurisdic- 
tion. 

GAOL  MORTALITY  IN  BENGAL. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  lie  is  aware  that,  while  the 
average  town  mortality  in  Bengal  in 
1889  was  2503  per  1,000,  the  gaol  death 
rate  in  the  same  Presidency  was  43 'S 
per  1,000,  and  in  other  parts  of  India 
much  higher,  attaining  in  some  instances 
to  120  jicr  1,000;  whether  the  regula- 
tions under  which  Indian  gaols  are  con- 
ducted were  framed  by  gaol  officials  ;  and 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
•direct  the  attention  of  the  Government 
of  India  to  this  excessive  mortality,  with 
a  view  to  the  adoption  of  means  to  secure 
its  reduction  to  nt  least  the  average 
Mr.  Dalton 


mortality  of  the  district  in  which  each. 
gaol  is  situated  7 

•Sir  J.  GOR'^T:  Tlie  official  Retums 
for  1889  have  not  yet  been  received.  In 
188S  the  death-nite  in  gaols  was  44-7  for 
Bt-'ngnl,  and  3.'^-l  for  the  whole  of  India, 
which  was  a  satisfactory  reduction  from 
S.jO,  the  death-r:\te  of  the  preceding 
year.  The  regulations  are  framed  by  the 
Government  of  India.  The  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  Government 
of  India  has  for  some  time  past  been 
directed  to  the  mortality  in  gaols;  and 
the  Government  of  India  is  now  engaged, 
in  concert  with  the  Local  Governments, 
in  considering  suggestions  for  endeavoar- 
inq  to  dimiiiLsh  the  amount. 

EX-CONSTABLE   BRENNAN. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  whethe^ 
ex-Constablo  Peter  Brennan,  late  of  th^ 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  who  was  con- 
victed by  a  Coroner's  Jury  of  wilfal 
murder,  has  been  allowed  or  encouraged 
to  retire  from  the  police,  and  granted  a 
pension  of  £72  per  annum  ;  and  whether 
Brennan,  having  failed  in  husinoss  as  a 
publican  in  Kinsnle,  has  been  recently 
emj)loyed  as  a  bailiff  by  the  Sheriff  for 
the  County  of  Cork  1 

Mu.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  it  is  the  case  that 
the  ex-sergeant  named  was  included  with 
other  members  of  the  Force  in  a  verdict 
of  wilful  murder,  found  by  a  Coroner's 
Jury,  but  that  that  verdict  was  subse- 
quently quashed  as  an  improper  one  by 
the  Superior  Court.  He  retired  in  ordi- 
nary course,  after  30  years'  service,  with 
the  pension  mentioned.  It  is  tho  case 
that  he  subsequently  failed  in  business. 
This  failure  was,  I  am  informed,  owing 
to  the  system  of  boycotting  instituted 
against  him.  He  is  now  employed  03 
stated  in  the  question. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  try  and  impress 
upon  the  Executive  Government  in  Tre- 
l.ind  the  desirability  of  ceasing  to  employ 
murderers  and  thieves  for  the  purpose  of 
administering  the  law  t 
•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  ! 


THE  PELICAN  CLUB. 
Mb.  COGIlfLL  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyne)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary 
whether  he  can  now  state  what  was  the 
character  of  tho  "  boxing  matches  "  at 
the   Pelican  Club  ;  and  whether  he  has 
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obtained  any  reports  from  the  police 
about  it,  or  from  nny  other  quarter  than 
"a  member  of  tlic  Committee  of  the 
Pelican  Club  ?  " 

Mk.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Commissiouer  of  Police  tliat  he  has 
no  information  t<i  the  effect  that  fights  of 
an  illegal  charuoter  are  carried  on  at  the 
Pelican  Club,  noi-  has  he  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  such  is  the  case.  If  the  hon. 
Member  is  iu  possession  of  evidence  to 
the  conti-ary  efiuct,  and  will  submit  it  to 
me,  I  will  teke  what  steps  are  necessary 
to  provide  a^instlany  infraction  of  the 
law. 

SCOTCH  ECCLESIASTICS  AND  PEKCE- 
DENCE. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  any  princely 
rank  had  l>een  accorded  to  the  .Moderator 
of  the  Eree  Church  of  Scotland,  such  as 
had  been  accorded  to  Cardinal  Manning, 
4UI  head  ecclesiastic  in  England  of  another 
anestablished  Church  1 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  question  having  arisen  on 
this  point. 


DECORATION   nV  THE    HOUSE  OF 
COMMONS. 

Mb.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, 
E.)  :  I  lieg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner 
•of  WorKs  whether  the  existing  contracts 
for  decorating  and  painting  the  House 
of  Commons  and  public  otEces  will 
shortly  terminate  ;  and  whetlier  in  the 
new  contracts  he  will  stipulate  with  the 
contractors  that  they  shall  jiay  a  stan- 
dard rate  of  wages  to  the  workmen  iu  the 
particular  trades  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plcxket,  Dublin  Univer- 
flity)  :  The  general  contract  in  which  the 
decorating  and  painting  of  the  House  of 
Commons  is  included  will  terminate 
next  year.  A  Deiwrtmental  Coramittoo 
is  now  sitting  to  inquire  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  terms  u[>on  which  new 
contracts  for  such  services  shall  be 
made. 


WOOLWICH  ARSENAL— CASE  OF  Mb. 
B.  DUNN. 
Mr.  JAMP:S  ROWLANDS:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretivry  of  State  for  War 
whether  Mr.  Bernani  Dunn  was  the  first 
person  who  called  the  attention  of  the 


Government  to  the  fact  that  bad 
articles  and  materials  were  being  passed 
into  Woolwich  Arsenal ;  whether  Colonel 
Barrington  reported  that  Mr.  Dunn  was 
misinformed ;  since  then  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  has  reported  that  Mr. 
Dunn's  allegations  wore  well  founded, 
and  that  it  was  unfortunate  that  the 
higher  ofiScials  did  not  tnke  more  notice 
of  them  when  they  were  first  made  ; 
whether  Mr.  Dunn  frequently  complained 
that  he  was  being  unjustly  treated  by 
the  ofiieials  ;  and  has  nny  inquiry  been 
made  into  his  charges  against  the  officials; 
if  so,  by  whom,  and  when  ;  if  not,  con- 
sidering the  services  Mr.  Dunn  has 
rendered,  whether  he  will  cause  an  im- 
partial inqniiy  to  be  made  into  the 
charges  made  by  Mr.  Dunn  against  the 
officials  in  the  Department  in  which  ho 
was  employed,  and  from  which  he  has 
been  discharged  1 
•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  As  I  have 
already  stated  in  this  House,  Mr.  Moody 
was  the  principal  complainant  as  to  the 
bad  material  passed  into  the  Arsenal ; 
but  he  was  supported  by  Mr.  Dunn. 
The  second  and  third  paragraphs  of  the 
hon,  Member's  question  ajipear  to  bo  a 
correct  statement  of  facts.  Mr.  Dnnn's 
complaints  have  been  most  fully  in- 
quired into,  as  I  have  more  than  once 
informed  the  House.  Mr.  Dunn  has 
now  been  discharged  for  insubordinate 
c  mduct,  and  I  cannot  undertake  to  make 
further  inquiries  into  his  case. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  May  I  ask 
whether  it  has  not  been  well  understood 
at  Woolwich  tliat  Dunn  is  a  marked 
man? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  am  quite  sure 
that  is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  I  put  it  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  whether  of  his  own 
knowledge,  months  ago,  a  Member  of 
the  Government  did  not  intimate  his 
own  opinion  that  Dunn  ought  to  be 
"  sacked  " ? 

•Me,  E,  STANHOPE  ;  lam  not  awaro 
who  the  Member  of  the  Government 
alluded  to  is. 

Me,  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  Since  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  punished  Dunn  so 
severely,  will  he  also  inquire  into  the 
case  of  those  men  against  whom  Dunn 
brought  and  proved  the  charge  that  they 
had  introduced  bad  material  into  Hor 
Mojesty's  Services. 
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•Me.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  made 
such  inquiry,  as  1  have  told  the  House 
several  times  already. 

Mr.  HANBaRY  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  what  he  has  done  ? 

•Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  troubled  the 
House  with  a  speech  of  nearly  an  hour's 
length  on  this  subject  last  Session,  and 
eipliiined  what  I  had  done. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  :  I  wUh  to  know 
whether  Dunn  has  not  made  an  allega- 
tion, supported  by  evidence,  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  since  the  inquiry 
presided  over  by  the  Judge  Advocate,  as 
to  whether  he  wishes  for  further  inquiry  ? 
•Mk.  E.  stanhope  :  It  is  true  Dunn 
did  supply  me  with  additional  evidence. 
Upon  this  I  had  caused  to  be  made  a  most 
careful  and  indepeudunt  inquiry,  which 
proved  beyond  any  doubt  that  the  com- 
plaint was  entirely  unfounded. 

VOLUNTEER  OFFICERS  AT  COURT. 
Mr.  TATTON  EGERTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  it  is  true  that 
Her  Majesty  lias  Ijeen  graciously  pleased 
to  place  officers  of  the  Volunteer  Force 
in  the  same  position  with  regai-d  to 
presentations  at  Court  as  oiEcers  of  the 
Auxiliary  Forces  ? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHO  PE  :  I  have  very  great 
pleasure  in  informing  my  hon.  Friend 
that  Her  Majesty  liaa  been  graciously 
pleased  to  place  Volunteer  officers  in  an 
exactly  similar  position  to  officers  of  the 
rest  of  the  Army  as  regards  presentation 
at  Court. 

OUTRAGES  IN  AR5IENIA. 
Mr.  SCHWANN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  statement  in  the  Daily 
Newn  of  2nd  August,  by  telegram  from 
Erivan,  that  a  fortnight  ago  Kurds 
attempted  to  carry  off  a  newly-married 
Armenian  woman  from  the  village  of 
Vartenis,  near  Moosh,  and  a  struggle 
ensued,  in  which  two  Armenians  and  six 
Kurds  were  killed  ;  whether  he  will 
make  inquires  as  to  the  facts  of  the  case, 
and  generally  impress  on  the  Porte  the 
necessity  of  protecting  its  Christian 
Armenian  subjects  from  the  attacks  of 
wild  Kurds ;  and  of  the  further  state- 
ment that,  in  the  district  of  Alashgerd, 
the  condition  of  the  Armenian  peasants 
ia  miserable  beyond  description,  as  the 


petty  Turkish  officials  urge  the  Kurds  to 
attack  the  villagers  and  harry  them? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  reports  that 
the  country  is  in  a  disturbed  state,  but 
have  at  knowledge  of  the  particular 
outrages  referred  to.  The  district  of 
Alashgird  is  one  in  which  the  inhabitanta 
are  specially  liable  to  insecurity.  It  is  a 
frontier  district,  bounded  on  the  north 
by  the  Russian  Frontier,  which  the 
Kurds  are  continually  crossing  and  re- 
crossing.  Many  of  the  Kurds  are  said  to 
be  now  Russian  subjects. 

Mr.  SCHWANN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  a  telegram  re- 
ceived to-day  states  that  Martini-Henry 
rifles  have  been  distributed  amongst  the 
Kurds  at  several  places  in  America  1 
•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  cannot  under- 
take to  receive  telegrams  in  newspapers 
when  they  arrive  as  well-founded.  No 
doubt,  if  they  are  well-founded,  we  shall 
hear  of  it  in  due  course. 

Mb.  SCHWANN  :  I  would  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affiiirs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  statement  in  the  Daily  Ifetc* 
of  2nd  August  (from  Renter's  Agency, 
Constftntinople,  dated  Slst  July),  that  the 
mixed  council,  i.e.,  civil  and  religious 
councils  combined,  held  on  Tuesday  last, 
at  the  Armenian  Patriarchate  in  Con- 
stantinople, to  discuss  the  late  message 
or  Takrir,  from  the  Secretarj'  to  the 
Sultan,  Sureya  Pasha  to  Monsignor 
Achikian,  declared  that  the  recent  demon- 
stration WHS  not  directed  against  the 
Patriarch  personally,  but  was  tlie  outcome 
of  the  feeling  of  despair  prevailing 
amongst  the  Armenian  population,  and  of 
the  failure  of  the  Porte  to  reply  to  any  of 
the  numerous  memorials  addressed  to  it 
by  the  Patriarch,  respecting  the  deplor- 
able state  of  the  Armenian  population ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  there  being 
approximately  some  250,000  Armenians 
in  Constantinople,  many  of  them  refugees 
from  Armenia,  he  will  make  representa- 
tions to  the  Porte  of  the  very  serious 
risk  it  runs  by  postponing  remedial 
mciisures  of  a  conciliatory  character  in 
Armenia? 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  We  have  not 
received  as  yet  any  official  information 
as  to  this  meeting.  The  Porte  is  well 
aware  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  in  favour  of  a  conciliatory  policy 
towards    the  Armenians ;   but   without 
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further  i)articulai-8,  I  am  unable  to  say 
whether  this  would  be  a  favourable 
opportunity  for  pressing  our  views. 

Mr.  BRyOE  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  called  to  the  recent 
grave  disturlmnces  among  the  Armenian 
subjects  of  the  Sultan  at  Constantinople, 
as  well  as  ia  Erzeroum,  and  at  Moush, 
arising  from  the  outrages  of  the  Kurds, 
the  oppression  of  the  officials,  and  the 
impossibility  of  obtaining  justice  upon 
Mussulman  offenders  ;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  risk  that  au  insur- 
rection or  occupation  by  some  other 
Power  may  be  provoked  by  further 
attempts  at  repression  and  denials  of 
justice,  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
advising,  or  will  atlvise,  the  Sultan  to 
adopt  a  more  conciliatory  policy,  and  will 
inform  him  that  they  regard  the  Anglo- 
Turkish  Convention  of  1878  as  having 
lapsed,  owing  to  the  neglect  of  Turkey 
to  introduce  the  reforms  undertaken  by 
that  Instroment  ? 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  (1)  Her 
Majesty's  Representatives  lose  no  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  well-authenticated 
cases  of  hardship  and  ill-treatment  to  the 
notice  of  the  Turkish  Authoritie.s.  (2) 
It  would  not  be  expedient  forme  to  make 
any  statement  in  regard  to  communica- 
tions which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
may  think  it  their  duty  to  make  to  the 
Porte  on  tl\e  subject. 

♦Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  would  ask  whether, 
seeing  the  extreme  urgency  of  the 
matter,  the  Govurnraent  will  make  any 
representations  ?  These  disturbances  at 
Ei-zeroum  and  Constantinople  have  been 
of  a  most  serious  character,  and  portend 
(langer. 

•Sir  .1.  FERGUSSOX :  I  have  already 
stated  what  has  been  done.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  make  repre- 
sentations if  they  think  they  will  .be 
attended  with  good  effect.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  siy  whether  the  Government 
is  making  any  special  representations  on 
this  suViject  at  this  moment.  I  wish  to 
remind  the  House  that  we  are  not  yet 
fully  informed  as  to  the  facts. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not 
desire  to  press  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
unduly,  but  I  wish  to  remind  him  that  in 
this  particuLir  case,  if  our  remonstrances 
are  not  attended  to,  we  can  give  full  notice 
to  the  Porte  th'vt  we  have  power  under 


our  Treaty  with  the  Porte  and  the 
guarantee  given  against  the  intervention 
of  a  Foreign  Power,  to  take  certain  steps 
in  case  of  the  raisgovernment  of  the 
country  being  continued. 

•SiE  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  can  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  t!  at  the  events 
referred  to  are  of  a  character  that 
undoubtedly  requires  great  considera- 
tion, and  I  am  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  a  premature 
answer  would  be  most  inconvenient. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  informed  me  that  the  Report 
of  Mr,  Clifford  Lloyd  would  not  be  laid 
on  the  Table  before  the  end  of  the 
Session.  I  would  ask  him  whether, 
whatever  the  length  of  the  Session,  we 
are  not  to  be  made  acquainted  at  leasl 
with  the  substance  of  that  Report  ? 

•SiK  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  should  be 
happy  to  give  the  best  information  in  our 
possession  ;  but  since  I  last  made  a  state- 
ment on  this  subject,  the  Government 
have  received  no  further  information. 

FKEE  TEADE  ON  THE  AFBICAN 
COAST. 

Mb.  SUMMERS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether,  with  reference  to 
Article  1.  of  the  General  Act  of  the  Con- 
ference of  Berlin  (1S8.5)  by  which  the 
Conference  Powers  agree  to  use  their 
good  oflBces  with  the  Governments 
established  on  the  African  shore  of  the 
Indian  Ocean  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing their  approval  to  the  establishment 
of  complete  Free  Trade  within  their 
respective  territories,  and  in  any  case  of 
securing  the  most  favourable  conditions 
to  the  transit  (traffic)  of  all  nations,  the 
Conference  Powers  have  used  or  intend 
to  use  tlieir  good  offices  in  the  direction 
indiL-ated  1 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  endeavoured  to  obtain 
as  far  as  possible  the  relief  nf  trade  on 
the  African  coast  from  burdens  and 
hindrances  ;  they  have  not  felt  it  to  be 
their  special  duty  to  press  upon  the 
Sultan  of  Zanziijar  the  abolition  of  all 
Import  Duties,  as  their  Commercial 
Treaty  afforded  sufficient  protection. 
The  Powers  who  were  parties  to  the 
Berlin  Act  have  now  agreed  upon  certain 
modifications. 


d 


1767 


ComjMtiiea 


{COMMONS}         (Windin'j-up)  £Ul.        1768 


THE  CASE  OP  Mr.  PERCY  MAGAN,  J.P. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  can  state  wliat  decision  has 
been  come  to  by  the  Irish  Law  Officers 
regarding  the  coramnnication  received 
by  the  Land  Conimifisioners  from  Mr. 
Percy  Msgan,  J. P.,  on  the  22nd  July, 
purporting  to  be  au  explanation  of  the 
charges  of  fraud  brought  against  him  ; 
and  whether  the  Govornment  is  still 
determined  to  take  no  steps  to  have  Mr. 
Mogan  suspended  from  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace  pending  proceedings  for  the 
recovery  of  the  money  alleged  to  have 
been  obtained  by  false  representations 
under  the  Arrears  Act  ? 

Mb.  1LA.DDEN:  1  have  this  day 
received  the  Papers  in  this  case,  which  1 
shall  deal  vrith  in  due  course. 

EVICTIONS  ON  BLASKET  ISLANDS. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  whether,  haying 
regard  to  the  1 2.5th  section  of  "  The 
Civil  Bill  (Ireland)  Act,  1S51,"  which 
protects  from  seizure  under  Civil  Bill 
Decree  "the  tools  and  implomentfl  of 
the  trade  or  business  of  any  debtor  "  he 
has  made  inquiry  as  to  the  seizure  of  the 
boats  of  the  fishermen  of  Blasket  Islands 
by  the  SheriH,  who  was  brought  there 
on  board  H.M.  Man-of-War  the 
Jiritomart  ? 

Ms.  MADDEN  :  I  have  made  inquiries 
on  the  subject  of  the  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Member,  and  I  am  informed 
that  the  seizure  in  question  was  not 
made  under  Civil  Bill  Decree.  The 
section  referred  to  does  not,  therefore, 
apply. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  it  not  the  case  that 
private  pereons  were  carried  in  this 
vessel  on  the  oecasiim  in  question,  and 
that  it  was  used  for  seizing  and  carrying 
away  the  property  of  private  {>ersons? 

Mb.  madden  :  A  ilistress  was  levied; 
and  if  its  legality  is  t|uestioned,  the 
matter  can  be  tested  in  the  usual  way. 

PKECEDENCE. 
Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Loi-d  of  the  Treasury  ^vhieh  tif  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  advises  Her  Majesty 
in  matters  of  Precedence  ? 

•Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  It  is  not  the  dnty 
of  any  ilinistsr  to  advise  Her  Majesty 
in  mutters  of  Precedence;  except  when 


such  matters  may  be  connected  with 
the  particular  Department  of  which  he  is 
the  head. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  wish  to  ask,  as 
to  a  question  of  Precedence  which  has 
arisen  with  regfard  to  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes,  to  what  Department  should  a- 
question  be  addressed  ? 

•Mil.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  that  a 
question  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Minister  who  was  in  otfice  at  the  time, 
and  upon  whose  advice  the  Commission 
was  issued. 

COPIES  OF  PRIVATE  BILLS. 
Mb.  WEBSTER :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Troiisury  whether 
arrangements  can  be  made  by  whicb 
Members  of  this  House  may  be  in  future 
supplied  with  Copies  of  Private  Bills 
introduced  by  the  LondonConnty  Council 
prior  to  tl^e  Second  Reading,  especially 
such  Bills  as  contain  provisions  of  a 
public  or  general  character?  I  would 
point  out  that  the  present  mode  by 
which  the  County  Council  have  Bills 
delivered  to  Members  of  this  House 
often  leads  to  very  long  discussions  mi 
the  Third  Beading. 

•Mk.   W.    H.   SMITH:    If    the    hon. 
Member  will   turn  to    Standing  Orders 
203  and  213,  he  will  find  thaft  provision' 
is  made  that  Copies  of  Private  Bills  are  j 
obtainable    by    Members   at    the    Vote] 
Office. 

Mb.    WEBSTER:     I    applied    for    a^ 
London    County    Council    Bill    at    the 
Vote  Office  just  before  it  came  on,  and 
I  could  not  obtain  one. 

COMPANIES  (WINDING-UP)  BILL. 

Mr.  KIMBRR  (Wandsworth)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasoiy, 
with  regard  to  the  Companies  (Winding- 
up)  Bill,  which  has  been  very  con- 
siderably altered  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  in  which  imjxjrtant  provisions  which 
had  been  struck  out  in  tliis  House  have 
been  restored,  lie  will  arrange  that  the 
Lords  Amendments  shall  not  be  con- 
sidered until  this  House  has  had  fair 
notice  on  the  Papar,  and  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  them  Ijefore  midnight  ;  and 
as  regards  other  Bills  which  are  coming 
down  from  the  Lords  with  Amendments, 
what  notice  he  will  irive  before  such 
Amendments  are  considered? 
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•Me.  W.  H.  SrnTH :  I  am  informed 
that  there  has  only  been  one  alteration 
of  importance  made  iu  the  Companies 
(Winding-np)  Bill,  and  that  this  was 
due  not  to  the  initiative  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  to  the  unanimous  feeling  of 
noble  and  learned  Lords  in  another 
place. 

Mk.  KIMBER:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  what  notice  will  be 
given  1  , 

•Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  Notice  in  the 
Votes. 

Mr.  KT^fBER:  But  how  much 
notice  1  A  Bill  comes  down  to  this 
House,  and  is  on  the  Paper  on  the  day 
on  which  the  consideration  is  taken. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  sought  to 
draw  attention  to  this  matter  the  other 
day.  An  extremely  difficult  position 
might  be  brought  alxmt  through  taking 
the  consideration  of  the  Lords  Amend- 
ment without  anv  notice  whatever. 

•Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  sot  at  all 
desirable  that  Lijrds  Amendments  should 
be  taken  without  notice  unless  they  are 
merely  formal  or  verbal  Amendments. 
Where  there  is  any  matter  of  substance, 
I  will  undertake  that  notice  be  placed 
on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  KLMHER  :  The  Bill  referred  to 
in  my  question  is  one  in  which  the  most 
important  and  radical  alterations  have 
been  made.  I  wish  to  know  from  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  how  much  notice 
will  bo  given  before  the  Bill  is  taken. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  is  the  rule 
that  alterntions  of  that  character  should 
be  printed  and  circulated  with  the 
Votes.  The  Bill  cannot  he  taken  until 
that  Paper  has  been  circulated.  I 
apprehend  that  that  must  be  held  to  be 
satficient  notice. 

CASE  OP  H.  LOtrOHRAN. 
Mk.  henry  CAMPBELL  (Ferma- 
I  nagh,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  a  man  named 
Henry  Loughran,  Wattle  Bridge.  Bel- 
turbet,  wiio  was  employed  as  a  collector 
and  lock  keeper  on  the  Ulster  Canal 
from  March  1873  to  April  18t<9,and  was 
entrusted  by  the  Board  of  Works  with 
the  payment  of  the  fortnightly  wages  to 
the  labourers  on  the  canal  from  Lough 
Erne  to  Charlemont,  a  distance  of  -16 
miles,  but  received  no  remuneration 
for  the  latter  service  from  March  1873 
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to  1880,  when  the  Treasury  granted  him 
an  allowance  of  78.  6d.  for  each  fort- 
nightly payment  up  to  the  date  of  his 
discharge  in  1880;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  endeavour  to  induce  the  Treasury 
to  pay  Loughran  a  like  sum  for  his 
services  in  connection  with  the  fort- 
nightly payments  of  the  laboui-ers'  wages 
during  the  years  from  March  1873  to  the 
end  of  1880'/ 

Mr.  JACKSON":  I  understand  that 
the  facts  are  correctly  stated  by  the  hon. 
Jlember.  I  will  make  inquiries  on  the 
subject,  and  will  communicate  my 
decision  to  the  hon.  Member. 

COUKTY  COUXCn.  FUXDS. 
Mk.  SAMUEL  SiUTH  :  In  the 
interests  of  the  public,  who  are  much 
mystified  on  the  subject,  I  l->eg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  how 
much  he  estimates  the  sum  placed  at  the 
disposiil  of  the  County  Councils  for 
technical  (including  agricultural  and 
commei-cial)  education  in  England  by 
the  Resolution  of  the  Hon.se  of  Commons 
on  Friday,  and  at  how  much  he  estimates 
the  sum  applicable  to  Wales  for  inter- 
mediate education  by  Resolution  of  the 
same  date  ? 

•i\[R.  GaSCHEN  :  The  question  of  the 
hou.  Member  conveys  a  wrong  impres- 
sion. The  money  is  not  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  County  Councils  for  the 
purpose  stated,  but  for  all  .such  purposes 
as  the  Councils  were  empowered  to 
apply  it,  and  anionest  them  is  technical 
education.  The  amount  for  England 
and  Wales  is  £7i3,000.  The  sum  for 
England,  exclusive  of  Jlonmuuthshire,  in 
£709,000.  and  £3-1,000  for  Wales  and 
Monmouthshire. 

THE  IRISH  POTATO  CROP. 
Mb.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  a 
question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice,  and  which  nearly  concerns 
my  own  constituency.  Has  his  attention 
been  called  to  the  following  paragraph 
in  to-day's  Daili/  Neiva: — 

"  At  the  Killala  Board  of  GiiardinDii  yester- 
day ii^reat  appreheintioa  wut  uxpreiiix^d  at  the 
probability  of  u  fanjiae  along  the  West  Coast 
Ihrouth  the  failure  of  llin  potato  crop.  A 
LTuardinn  slated  that  be  had  been  throagh 
ihreo  divitions  of  tbo  Union  and  the  crop  was 
fast  dBcaying,  and  the  people  were  in  a  dread- 
ful state  of  iiDxiety  a»  to  the  future.  Eight  or 
lU  dajB  ago  the  crop  looked  fairly  well,  but  it 
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was  wasted   and  burnt  up  with  the  blight.     A 
reiolution   railing  t)ie  attention  of  the  Local  I 
Government  Board  to  the  matter,  and  through 
them  the  attention   of  the   Government,  vaa 
adopted." 

I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  say  that 
there  is  any  basis  of  truth  for  tlie  para- 
graph, or  can  he  p;ive  us  any  information 
in  addition  to  the  statement  made  the 
other  day  in  the  House  by  the  Chief 
Socretar}-  as  to  the  truth  or  otherwise  of 
the  alleged  failure  of  the  potato  crop 
in  Nortli  JIayo  and  other  piirts  of  Ire- 
land ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  importance  of 
the  subject  to  the  hon.  Member's  con- 
stituents quite  justifies  him  iu  putting 
the  question  to  me.  The  subject  is  now 
receiving  the  anxious  and  constant  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  in  reference  to 
various  parts  of  Ireland.  I  only  received 
the  hon.  Member's  notice  as  I  came  down 
to  the  House,  and  I  am  unable  to  make 
any  statement  as  to  any  special  jjart  of 
the  counti-y. 

Mr.  sexton  :  A  promise  was  made, 
I  think,  more  than  a  year  ago  that 
Reports  «hich  have  already  been  made 
by  the  Inspectors  of  the  Board  should  be 
laid  on  the  Table,  and  I  hope  ihey  will 
1>e  so  laid. 

Mr.  madden  :  I  will  make  inquiries 
<m  the  subject. 

BISHOPS  IN  CYPRUS. 
Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Proclamation  read  by  the 
Queen's  High  Commissioner,  and  after- 
wards promulgated  iu  Turkish  and 
Greek  throughout  the  island,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  assumption  of  the 
Government  of  the  Island  of  Cyprus  iu 
the  name  of  Her  Majest}*,  confirminif 
the  Cypriotes,  both  Moslems  and  Chris- 
tians, in  all  the  rights  and  privileges 
they  tlien  enjoyed  ;  whether  one  of  those 
privileges  was  tliat  the  name  of  an 
Orthodox  Bishop  was  submitted,  after 
the  election  and  consecration  of  the 
Prelate,  to  His  Imperial  Majesty  the 
Sultan  for  approval  and  confirmation  ; 
and  whetlier,  as  the  formal  recognition 
of  a  Bishop  is  a  question  quite  apart 
from  the  levying  of  episcopal  dues  and 
does  not  depend  upon  any  Council,  legis- 
lative or  otherwise,  the  Secretary  of 
Mr.  CrUly 


Stfttj  will  re-consider  his  recent  decision' 
and  i-ecommend  the  Queen  to  confirm, 
by  Warrant  under  the  Royal  Sign 
Manual,  the  election  of  the  Bishops  of 
Kition,  Kyrenia,  and  Paphos,  in  accord- 
ance with  tlie  prayer  of  the  Petition  pre- 
sented by  the  Archbishop  of  Cyprus? 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  The  Procla- 
mation in  question  does  not  altogether 
accord  with  the  description  of  it  con- 
tained in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question,  although,  of  course, 
there  is  no  intention  of  interfering  with 
the  religious  privileges  of  the  inhabitants. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are,  how- 
ever, advised  that  the  necessity  of 
obtaining  the  Sultan's  confiiTnation  of  a 
Bishop's  election  was  not  a  privilege  of 
the  inhabitants,  but  a  restriction  on  a' 
privilege.  The  freedom  of  Christian 
communities  to  elect  their  Bishops  is  now 
absolute  and  unqualified.  The  Bishops 
are,  of  course,  fully  recognised  by  -tho 
Local  Authorities  for  all  legal  and  social 
purposes  as  soon  as  elected. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE 
Mr.   SCHWANN :    I  beg  to  a.'^k  the 
right  hun.  Gentleman  the   First  Lord  i)f 
the  Treasury  when  he  proposes  to  take 
the  Foreign  Office  Vote? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  regret  to  say 
that  we  made  very  slow  progress  wnth. 
the  Police  Bill  on  Saturday.  We 
anxious  to  bring  on  tho  Foreign  Office 
Vote  as  soon  as  possible,  but  we  cannot 
do  so  until  tho  Bills  now  before  the 
House  are  completed.  It  rests  with 
hon.  ilembers  opposite  themselves  to 
forwattl  the  business  of  tlie  House,  and 
I  would  most  earnestly  ajipeal  tothose  who 
ask  for  consideration  to  show  some  of  that 
consideration  which  they  owe  to  their 
colleagufs  in  this  House,  so  as  to  enable 
us  to  make  such  progress  with  business 
as  is  rea.sonable.  Wo  might  well  have 
expected  that  greater  progress  would  be 
made  on  Saturday.  In  the  circum 
stances.  I  cannot  say  when  the  Foreign 
Otlice  Vote  will  be  taken. 

Mb.MDNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith,A-o.)r 
After  what  business  will  the  Vote  be 
taken? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  After  the  Bills 
now  Ixifore  the  House  have  been  com- 
pleted. There  is  only  one  Vote  for  the 
Foreign  OtBce.  I  wish  to  give  notice 
that  to-mon-ow  I  shall  move  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  12  o'clock  Rule,   as   far 
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<3overument  business  is  concerned,  for 
the  remainder  of  the  Session. 

l\u.  W.  A.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossnry)  :  Can  the  right  hon  Gentle- 
man inform  the  Honse  when  the  Irish 
Census  Bill  will  betiiken? 
'  •  *iMR.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  English  and 
Scotch  Bills  sfamd  l>efore  that  mesisure, 
and  the  Irish  Bill  will  be  taken  directly 
after  them. 

(5.5.)  Mn.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentlemnn 
be  good  enough  to  infornv  the  House 
what  he  is  going  to  do  with  the  Savings 
Banks  Bill  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  remember  that  about  a  week  ago 
he  stated  that  the  Bill  would  not  be 
proceeded  with  if  it  were  opjxvsed,  and 
now  there  were  39  notices  of  opposition 
against  the  measure. 

*Mr,  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  TIae 
Savings  Banks  Bill  is  brought  forward 
in  the  interests  of  1,500,000  persons,  and 
I  should  like  to  ask  whetlier  it  is  not  a 
fact  that  a  few  Members  ap|xisite  are 
alone  responsible  for  the  ojiposition  to  it. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  I  have  to  ask 
whether  the  Government  intend  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Local  Registration  of  Title 
(Ireland)  Bill  and  the  Registration  of 
Assurances  (Ireland)  Bill  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  These  Bills  contain 
details  which  certainly  require  discussion. 
I  do  not  intend  to  proceed  with  them 
this  Session,  but  they  will  bo  re-intro- 
duced next  Session.  The  Ordere  will  be 
rend  and  discharged. 

Mb.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid)  :  May 
I  ask  when  the  Scotch  Estimates  will 
be  submitted  ? 

JIu.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  Is  it 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  take 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Fact<irs 
(Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill  before  tlie  Foreign 
Office  Vote  7 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  : 

May  I  ask  whether  the   Savings  Banks 

Bill  Lad  not  tieen  the   subject  of  most 

careful   consideration   in    a    Committee 

I     upstairs  1 

•(5.7.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  believe 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green 
kas  correctly  represented  the  origin  of 
the  Savings  Banks  Bill.  It  is  no  doubt 
the  result  of  a  very  careful  inquiry  l)efore 
the  Committee,  and  the  desire  of  the 
Committee  that  the  Bill  should  pass  is 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [third  series.] 


not  confined  to  any  section  or  Party  in 
this  House,  but  is,  1  believe,  as  wide- 
spread on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
as  on  this.  We  desire  to  provide  satis- 
factorj'  security  for  the  savings  of  the 
working  classes  of  this  country.  The 
present  arrangements  do  not  afford 
adequate  security,  and  the  Government 
hope  to  provide  such  security  by  the 
adoption  of  this  measure.  If  the  Bill 
should  be  defeated  this  Session  by  any 
dilatory  opposition,  the  whole  responsi- 
bility for  any  evils  that  may  occur  in  con- 
nection with  savings  Imnks  next  year 
must  rest  on  Jion.  Members  who  oppose 
the  measure.  I  cannot  .say  this  evening 
whether  it  will  be  proceeded  with  or  not 
in  case  of  a  continuance  of  the  kind  of 
opposition  which  it  has  met.  To  the 
lion.  Member  for  Lanarkshire  I  may 
point  out  that  1  have  already  said  that 
the  Scotch  Estimates  will  follow  the 
Foreign  Office  Vote.  The  Factors  Bill 
was,  I  thought,  an  uncontested  measur 
but  it  appears  tliat  the  hon.  Member  1 
Aberdeen  wishes  to  oppose  it. 

Mb.  HUNTER:  What  I  object  to 
the  introduction  in  the  dying  days  of 
the  Session  of  Bills  seriously  altering  and 
affecting  Scotch  law  when  there  is  no 
time  for  their  consideration. 

•(5.10.)     Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Bill 

has  appeared  npon  the  Paper  for  many 
weeks,  and  it  has  been  con.sidered  by  the 
House  of  Lords  with  great  care.  It  is  a 
legal  measure  of  great  advantage  to  th 
public. 
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ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION   LAW 

AMENDMENT   BILL.— (No.  89.) 
Order  for  Second  Rending   read,  am 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
Thnt  they  have  agreed  to — Shrewsbur 
and  Hilly  head  Road  (Anglesey  and 
Carnarvon)  Bill,  without  any  amend- 
ment; Allotments  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  with  Amendments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
'An  Act  to  make  better  provision  for  the 
Elementary  Education  of  Blind  and  Deaf 
Children  in  England  and  Wales.'"  [P]le- 
montary  Education  (Blind  and  Deaf)  Bi 
[Lords]. 
3  S 
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STATUTE  LAW  REVISION    (No.  2)  BILL 
[LOUDS].— (No.  405.) 
Head  a  second  time,  and  committed  to 
a  Select  Committee. 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY, 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  200.) 
Bill  as  amended,  considered. 
♦(5.12.)  Mb.  J.  KELLY  (Camber- 
well,  N.)  :  I  wish  to  move  the  Amendment 
■which.  I  have  placed  upon  the  paper.  There 
are  many  things  that  are  fikely  to  cause 
nuisances  injorious  to  health,  although 
I  cannot  but  regard  as  wliat  may  pro- 
perly be  termed  "grandmotherly  legis- 
lation "  the  provision  which  says,  "  If  any 
person  allows  or  permits  any  water  to 
enter  into  any  drain,  and  communicate 
with  any  jiure  water  <if  the  temperature 
of  103°  Fahrenheit,  which  alone  or  in 
combination  with  sewage  is  likely  to 
cause  injury  to  health,  that  person  shall 
be  liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding 
XIO,"  I  now  beg  to  move  my  Amend- 
ment, 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  IC, 
page  7,  lines  17  and  18,  to  leave  out  -'is 
likely  to  cause  a  nuisance  or  to  be  "  and 
insert  "causes  a  nuisance  or  is  inju- 
rious."—(J/r.  KtUy.) 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  :  I  would  suggest  that  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member  would  be  better  met 
by  inserting  the  words,  "  causes  a 
nuisance  which  is  dangerous  or  in- 
jurious." 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  We  ought 
to  have  a  definition  of  the  word  dan- 
gerous. We  can  understand  what  is 
meant  by  injurious  to  health,  but  the 
word  dangerous  has  a  wider  scope. 

•ilR.  RITCHIE  :  The  word  dangerous 
is  only  used  here  as  an  alternative  to 
injurious,  namely  dangerous  or  injurious. 

•Mr.  KELLY :  I  am  willing  to  accept 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal. 

Amendment  as  amended  put  and 
agreed  to. 

Consequential  Amendments  agreed  to. 

•(5.15.)  Mh.  KELLY  :  When  this  Bill 
was  io  Committee,  I  moved  to  strike  out 
the    whole    of    Clause    42,     but    the 


House  was  unwilJing  to  accede  to 
my  Amendment.  I  now  move  after 
the  word  "  works,"  to  insert  "  but 
in  every  case  including  sewering  and 
metalling."  The  Bill  proposes  a  rather 
singular  and  most  drastic  change  in  onr 
law.  When  the  law  on  the  subject  wa."* 
considered  before,  it  was  made  much  more 
stringent.  I  desire  to  call  tlie  attention 
of  the  House  to  Section  70  of  the  Act 
of  184S,  which  says  streets  arc  not  to 
be  repaired  out  of  the  rates  before- 
being 

"  Sewpred,  levelled,  paved,  flagged,  and 
chnnnelled,  to  the  satisfaction  of  a  Local  Board 
of  Health." 

In  1875  the  conditions  under  which 
private  roads  were  to  be  declared  repair- 
able by  the  ratepayers  were  made  even 
more  stringent,  and  it  was  stipulated 
that  no  local  authority  should  have 
power  to  take  over  a  private  road 
to  be  repaired  by  the  inhabitants,  unless 
it  were  channelled,  sewered,  paved,  me- 
t:illed,  flagged,  made  good,  and  lighted. 
Instead,  therefore,  of  cutting  down  the 
obligations  cast  on  the  owner  of  a 
private  road  which  it  was  desired  to 
make  repairable  by  the  inliabitants  at 
large,  they  were  absolatcly  enlarged. 
Now  it  seems  to  me  a  somewhat  startling 
proposition  that  the  enormous  burden  of 
metalling,  sewering,  kerbing,  and  light- 
ing the  road  should  be  cast  upon  thf 
ratep-iyers.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nmn  will  pardon  me,  he  will  find 
that  I  am  justified  in  putting  the 
interpretation  which  I  do  on  the 
words  "  any  of  the  works  men- 
tioned." The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
at  once  admit  that  "  any  "  means  any 
one  of  these  works.  One  of  these  works 
is  levelling.  Therefore,  if  a  man  levels 
the  road,  and  has  sufficient  interest  with 
the  local  board  or  local  authority,  he 
may  be  relieved  from  the  cost  of  sewer- 
ing and  metalling,  and  the  whole  of  the 
charge  will  bo  thrown  upon  the  un- 
happy ratepayer.  I  would  like  to  know 
why  this  startling  change  is  to  be  made. 
I  may  say  that  before  I  put  down  this 
Amendment  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  stated,  in  answer  to  a  letter 
which  1  then  addressed  him  on  the  snb 
ject,  that  there  was  a  very  good 
reason,  from  his  point  of  view,  for  this 
drastic  alteration  of  the  law.  It  musi 
be  apparent  that  wherever  tlie  specula- 
tive builder  haa  sufficient  influence    to 
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induce  the  members  of  the  Local  Board 
to  take  over  the  road,  he  will  bo 
able  to  cast  npon  the  ratepayers  of 
the  district  an  enormous  and  perfectly 
new  burden.  On  this  point  I  should 
like  to  quote  a  few  words  from  a 
very  great  Judge — the  late  Sir  George 
Jessel.  In  the  Judgment  of  "  the 
Attorney  General  v.  IJiddiT,"  he  said  : — 

"  In  the  first  place  it  ia  plain  tnnt  the  public 
BTO  to  \ie  coniidcred.  The  eipen»o  of  future 
repairs  would  be  much  greater  when  the  roact 
WAS  not  properly  formed  than  when  it  waa  pro- 
perly formed.  'I'hat  ia  uue  ihiuf^,  and  the 
next  thing  to  be  considered  is  that  you  are  not 
to  sacrifice  the  intereats  of  the  public  to  the 
interestfl  of  the  speculative  builder,  or  the 
owner  of  building  land.  It  was  not  intended 
that  the  public  wtre  to  make  roads  or  building 
lund  for  the  benefit  of  the  building owDcr.  \Ik 
was  to  pay  proper  exponaea  and  to  mnVe  a 
proper  road,  and  then  if  it  was  a  beneficial 
road  or  street  to  the  public  the  Urban  Au- 
thority would  take  to  it.  Therefore  the  Le^i8- 
luturo  says:  when  u  great  many  things  have 
been  done,  and  not  till  then  you  may  dedicate 
to  the  uae  of  the  public.  But  all  those  things 
are  to  bo  done." 

I  know  that  it  will  be  said  that  there  are 
cases  on  which  the  operation  of  this 
section  of  the  Act  of  1875  has  been  found 
to  be  very  troublesome  and  irksome,  and, 
indeed,  injurious.  It  will  be  further  nlj- 
jected  that  this  Bill  is  only  permissive  in 
its  chamcter.  That  is  just  the  class  of 
legislation  to  which  I  most  object.  If 
the  thing  is  rif^ht,  let  the  Legislature  soy 
it  shall  be  done,  and  then  it  will  be 
properly  considered  ;  but  if  it  comes  down 
in  the  form  of  a  permissive  enactment 
from  a  Committee  np-stairs,  and  the  hon. 
Members  have  never  had  any  opportunity 
of  considering  or  sanctioning  it,  1  say  it  is 
a  dangerous  thing  to  do,  and  it  is  inviting 
the  Local  Authority  to  do  that  which  we 
dare  not  tell  them  to  do.  Permissive 
legislation  is  to  my  mind  primd  facie 
absolutely  wrong.  If  the  speculative 
builder  is  to  have  these  advantages, 
let  the  House  say  so  boldly,  and  let  them 
say  that  the  unhappy  ratepayers  are  to 
pay  these  large  snms  to  the  speculative 
builders.  Do  not  let  it  be  permissive, 
because  that  simply  means  that  where 
the  speculative  builder  has  sufficient 
influence  he  will  get  the  benefit  of  it,  and 
where  he  has  not  it  will  never  be  used. 
One  difficulty  which  will  be  urged  is 
that  the  Local  Authorities  have  taken 
over  roads  which  the}-  ought  not  to  have 
taken  over.  I  believe  that  is  perfectly 
true.     I  will  tell  you  what  these  Local 


Anthoritiea  will  do  the  momentthis  Act  is 
passed.  They  will  issue  a  newnotice  at  the 
end  of  the  month  to  secure  themselves 
against  any  illegalities  they  have  com- 
mitted. I  do  not  want  the  Local  Authori- 
ties to  commit  any  illegalities.  Let  the 
Local  Authorities  obey  the  law ;  if  they 
do  not,  let  them  take  the  consequences. 
I  would  like  the  Committee  to  consider 
the  class  of  road  which  will  be  taken 
over.  It  will  be  the  road  fringed  by 
villas  with  very  long  frontages  and 
in  respect  of  which  exceedingly  small 
rates  are  really  levied.  Hon.  Members 
know  something  about  rating  inside 
the  Metropolis,  and  they  know  that  there 
the  shops  and  small  houfses  are  very 
highly  rated,  whereas  the  villas  which 
fringe  the  road  and  have  large  frontages 
get  off  uncommonly  cheaply.  I  would 
invite  the  House  to  say  that  this  class  of 
persons  shall  not  be  relieved  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  ratepayers  of  the  covenants 
which  they  have  chosen  to  enter  into 
voluntarily  when  signing  their  leases. 
What  the  House  has  to  guard  against 
is  jobbery  and  corruption  on  the  Local 
Boards.  I  believe  there  are  cases — at 
least  I  am  told  there  are  cases  —  in 
which  it  would  be  in  the  interests  of 
the  public  that  such  roads  should  be 
taken  over.  Let  it  be  so.  But  let  it 
be  done  only  under  the  sanction  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Let  the 
ratepayers  be  protected.  Everj-body 
knows  88  much  as  I  do  about  the 
iuflnences  at  work  upon  these  petty 
Local  Boards,  and  that  the  whole  cost  of 
these  roads  taken  over  will  be  cast  upon 
the  ratepayers,  must,  1  think,  hesitcte 
before  making  such  a  momentous  change 
of  the  law  as  is  proposed  by  Clausft 
42  of  this  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pige  17,  line 
40,  after  the  word  "  works,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  but  in  every  case  including 
sewering  and  metalling." —  (Mr.  John 
Kelly:) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(5.35.)  MR.11ITCUIE:  Fromtheobser 
vations  of  the  hon.  Genlleman,  one  would 
imagine  that  our  Town  Councils  and 
Local  Boards  were  filled  with  men  whose 
sole  object,  though  representing  the  rote- 
payers,  was  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
speculative  builders.  The  history  of  this 
clause  is  very  simple.  Prior  to  the 
3  S  2 
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judgment  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
referred.  Local  Boards  had  never  believed 
that  it  was  necessary,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  existing  law,  that  all  the  varions 
matters  to  which  he  refers,  such  aa  light- 
ing, paving,  channelling,  curbing, 
metiilling,  flagging,  and  sewering,  must 
be  done  before  they  took  over  the  road. 
It  is  quite  obviuua  that  a  compliance 
with  all  these  requirements  wiis  entirely 
unnecessary  in  the  case  of  many  of  the 
roads  which  they  took  over.  The 
decision  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
referred  caused  enormous  inconvenience 
to  Town  Councils  and  Local  Autlioritiea 
It  is  not  a  new  matter  for  Parliament  to 
deal  with  this  particular  question.  There 
is  a  provision  in  a  Bill  which 
passed  tiiis  House  in  1886  entirely 
analagous  to  the  proposal  now  made  in 
this  Bill. 

Me.  STOREr  (Sunderland):    What 
was  the  name  of  the  Bill  ? 

•Me.  RITCHIE;  It  was  the  Public 
Health  Acts  (Improvements  Expenses) 
Bill  of  188t),  and  the  clause  to  which  I 
refer  provided  that  the  Tdwn  Council  or 
Local  Authority  should  have  tlic  liberty 
of  saying  wliethor  these  provisions 
should  be  carried  out  before  a  road  is 
taken  over.  That  is  a  principle  to  wliich 
I  thiuk  hai'dly  any  one  can  object.  Our 
opiuion  is,  and  the  opinion  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  is,  that  Parliament 
may  properly  bo  asked  to  give  this  autho- 
rity to  the  local  governing  bodies  without 
the  smjvllest  danger  of  those  evils  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  may  arise, 
The  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  there 
are  cases  in  which  it  would  be  absurd  to 
call  upon  anybody  to  do  all  these  various 
matters  provided  in  the  original  Act. 

•Mh.  KELLY  :  1  never  said  that.  On 
the  contrary,  I  said  that  whatever  might 
be  the  cjvse,  thfy  ought  to  do  the  metal- 
ling and  sewering. 

•Ma  RITCHIE:  Well,  the  hon. 
Member,  at  any  rate,  admits  that  there 
are  cases  in  which  the  provisions  of  the 
existing  law  might  cause  considerable 
inconvenience,  and  he  Nays  in  tliat  case 
"  let  there  be  an  appeal  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  whose  judgment 
shall  be  final  in  the  matter."  But  the 
LdchI  Government  Board  has  already 
suificient  burdens  on  its  shoulders,  and 
it  Could  not  send  an  inspector  to  various 
locolitiea  throughout  the  country  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  of  a  par- 
Jfr.  Ritchvs 


ticular  road  to  be  taken  over.  We  mnsb 
respectfully  decline  such  a  duty,  wliich 
■would  probably  have  to  be  exercised  in 
a  vast  number  of  instances  in  all  parts 
of  the  country.  We  ask  that  Par- 
liament should  give  to  the  Local 
Authorities,  when  a  n.iad  is  to  be  taken 
over,  the  power  of  saying  what  shall 
be  done  in  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers. I  think  in  asking  the  House  to 
assent  t<i  that  principle  we  are  asking  it 
to  support  that  which  is  in  accordance 
with  the  modern  principlt.  s  of  legislation, 
namely,  to  confer  more  and  more  power, 
and  more  and  more  discretion  on  the 
freely-elected  representatives  of  the  rate- 
payers. 

(6.40.)  Db.  CLARK  :  I  am  sorry  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Camberwell  did 
not  strike  out  the  words  "  or  any."  I 
certainly  think  it  is  a  very  small  thing 
to  ask  that  the  metalling  and  sewering 
shall  be  done.  Under  Clause  122  of  the 
Public  Health  Act,  the  Authorities  can 
only  take  a  road  over  when  that  has 
been  done.  You  are  now  trying  to  get 
rid  of  the  law  by  which  landlords  are 
properly  made  to  sewer  a  road  before  it 
is  taken  over  to  be  maintained  at  the 
public  exj)en80.  The  proposal  now  before 
us  is  simply  a  mode  of  relieving  a  certain 
number  of  landlords  and  builders  from 
putting  the  streets  thej'  wish  to  be  taken 
over  into  proper  oi-der.  Some  Local 
Authorities,  whose  proceedings  are  re- 
ported, will  be  very  careful  about  what 
is  done.  But  we  know  very  well  that 
there  are  Local  Boards  which  are  con- 
trolled by  the  jerry  builders,  contractors, 
and  their  friends.  Generally,  the  rate- 
payers know  nothing  at  all  about  it.  In 
the  suburbs  of  London,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Camberwell  pointed 
out,  it  is  very  often  the  case.  Why 
should  you  make  this  change  in  the  law  ? 
Why  should  the  public  be  compelled  to 
metal,  sewer,  and  light,  and  put  the  road 
into  a  condition  that  it  may  be  main- 
taincd  ?  I  know  the  clause  is  per- 
missive, but  I  think  the  same  law  ought 
to  be  applied  all  over.  If  the  power 
were  made  compulsory,  the  Local 
Authority  would  see  that  all  this  work 
was  done  before  taking  the  road  over, 
but  if  it  is  made  optional  they  will  not 
do  80.  I  do  not  see  why  you  should  re- 
peal or  modify  this  very  valuable  Clause 
of  the  Public  Health  Act,  and  which 
prevents    badly-drained     streets    being 


made  at  all.  As  it  is  now,  they  will 
probably  make  badly-draiued  streets  tiiat 
will  not  bear  the  traffic  when  these 
streets  will  be  taken  over.  Tliia  is 
siinply  an  effort  to  slip  into  this  Bill  a 
permission  repealing  a  very  valuable' 
Clause  of  the  Public  Health  Act. 

•(5.45.)  CArTMNVERNEY(Bucks.N.): 
I  very  much  regret  the  tone  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
towards  this  Amendment.  If  the  hoti. 
Member  will  strike  out  the  words  "  if 
any,"  I  will  support  him. 

•Mr.  KELLY  :  That  would  only  bo  a 
re-enactment  of  Clause  I'ci  of  the  FaLlic 
Health  Act. 

♦Captain  VERNEY  :  I  understand  it  to 
be  so.  I  do  not  wish  to  see  any  altera- 
tion of  the  law  myself.  What  do  we 
very  often  see  ?  Some  market  garden 
laid  out  for  building  purposes,  wth  curb- 
stones to  derine  the  rond,  the  middle  nf 
which  is  a  perfect  swamp.  The  houses 
are  erected  on  either  side,  and  the  Inst 
thing  done  is  the  drnining  and  metalling. 
What  will  bo  done  in  many  instances  ? 
An  attempt  will  be  mnde  to  get  tlie  work 
of  motiilling  and  dniining  thrown  upon 
the  ratepayers.  T  think  the  speculative 
builders  might  at  leiust  b.-  called  upon  to 
do  the  metidling   and   sewering,  and   I 

Lhope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see 
his  way  to  Hcoi'pting  what  is  a  reason- 
able Amendment,  and  one  which  can  be 
priiductive  of  no  harm. 
(5.47.)  Mr.  STOREY:  I  want  to 
point  out  that  the  Public  Health 
Act,  ns  it  exists  at  present,  has  worked 
admimbly.  The  Ijooal  Authorities 
cannot  fcike  on  highways  and  streets 
unlesis  thej'  have  been  proporly  paved, 
channelh'd,  and  metalled.  Hut  it  is  now 
proposed  ti  give  an  option  to  the 
Local  Authority  to  take  over  a  road  as 
1_  to  which  all  these  things  have  not  been 
done.  Our  mle  in  Sunderland  has  been 
the  very  opposite.  We  obtained  a 
Private  Act  at  a  cost  of  £3,500  in  order 
to  secure  control  of  tlie  matter,  and  we 
require  the  centre  of  the  road  to  be 
paved  and  dnitned  before  the  buil(ling.s 
are  erected.  We  require  that  tlie  private- 
owners  of  tlie  land  who  make  the  profit 
shall  put  the  street  into  a  pmper  condi- 
tion first  of  all.  But  under  the  clause 
now  proposed,  the  Local  Authority  would 
have  power  to  take  over  a  street  which 
had  been  simply  levelled,  and  the  mtc- 
payers  would  iiave  to  pay  the  whole  cost 


of  sewering  and  paving  out  of  the  public 
funds.  The  hon.  Member  has  used  the 
word  metalling.  I  know  that  is  the 
comuion  expression  in  London,  where 
the  macadam  roads  are  most  used,  but 
in  the  North  we  find  it  more  economical 
to  pave  our  streets  with  some  description 
or  other  of  stone.  And  if  this  Amend- 
ment is  to  apply  usefully  through- 
out the  country,  I  would  suggest  that  he 
ought  to  use  the  words  "  including 
.sewering, meta.llingand  paving."  I  submit 
that  the  Amendment  is  a  reasonable  one, 
and  where  the  Local  Authority  take  over  a 
road,  the  sewering,  metalling,  and  paving 
should  at  least  be  made  a  tine  qua  non. 
The  Local  Authority  might  well  he  at 
lil)(.<rty,  so  far  as  the  flagging  and  lighting 
are  concerned,  hut  sewering,  metalling, 
and  p.iving  involve  considerations  of 
health.  I  support  the  Amendment  be- 
cause I  know  that  there  are  districts  in 
England  which  are  controlled  by  certain 
cla-sses  of  persona  who  would  use  this 
change  in  the  law  to  the  public  mischief. 

*Mr,  KELLY:  1  am  willing  to  accept 
the  words  '*  or  paving." 

•Mk.  SPEAKER  :  That  can  only  be  by 
leave  of  the  House. 

(5.50.)  The  House  divided: — Ayes, 
54;  Noes,  129.    Division  List  (No.  224.) 

Question,  "Tliat  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  third  time," — {Mr.  Ritchif:,') — pnt  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


« 


POLICE  BILL— (No.  392.) 
As  amended,  fm-ther  considered. 

(5.58.),SiRG.CAMPBELL(Kirkcaldy, 
itc)  :  I  propose  to  begin  by  saying  one 
word  ns  to  something  which  affects  this 
and  other  Amendments.  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  longer  than  is  neces- 
sary. I  have  always  looked  upon  the 
threats  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
in  this  way.  These  threats  apply  equally 
to  the  other  side  who  must  suffer. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  Amendment  liefore  the 
House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
good  enough  to  address  himself  to  the 
particular  question. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  will  be  as 
brief  as  possible  with  regard  to  this 
particular' Amendment.  It  seems  to  me 
reasonable  that  the  Local  Authority 
should    have    discretion    to    lower    the 
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pension  by  reason  of  demerits  on  the 
part  of  the  officer  in  his  service  to  the 
public  as  is  the  practice  under  the  Civil 
Service  Superannuation  Act.  But  here 
you  are  going  to  give  policemen  a  free- 
hold such  «a  is  enjoyed  by  no  other  body 
of  public  servants  except  the  clergy  of  the 
£jtublished  Church,  and  I  hope  they  will 
not  enjoy  it  long.  I  know  the  answer  of  ! 
the  Go\ernmont  will  be  that  there  is  no 
necessity  for  discretion.  We  insist  that 
they  shall  not  be  deprived  of  these 
privileges.  This  is  a  reasonable  Amend- 
ment which  the  Quvernment  may  well 
accept.  It  touches  the  bnmd  principle 
of  the  liill  that  there  shall  be  no  dis- 
cretion whatever  in  the  Local  Authorities 
iu  this  matter,  and  it  will  make  clear  the 
position  of  the  Government  on  that  point. 
I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
H,  at  the  end  of  Clause  1,  to  insert  the 
words— 

"Prjvided  also,  that  tho  polion  mithoriiy 
may  ^ract  to  any  oonHtabte  h  pennioii  of  ludd 
amouat  than  he  wouM  liaire  Leen  eutitidd  to 
receive  if  his  defaulU  or  domeriu  in  rnliitioD 
to  t4ie  public  service  appear  to  them  to  justify 
such  dimination." — {Sir  (leinje  Camfihcll.) 

Question  proposed,  "  Thit  those  words 
bs  there  inserted." 

(6.4.)  The  S1<:CR.CTA11Y  or  STATE 
FOB  THE  HOME  DEPAllTMENT  (Mr. 
Maithews,  Birmingham,  K. )  :  The  hon. 
Member  lias  anticipated  the  line  of  ai^u- 
meut  to  bo  tiken  by  tlie  Government 
on  his  Amendment.  It  is  tot.illy  incon- 
sistent with  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  It 
is  not  the  c'.isu  that  the  lAicaL  Authority 
has  no  discretion.  The  hon.  Member 
forgets  that  the  pension  is  only  to  bo  given 
for  so  many  years  approved  service.  If 
there  has  been  misconduct  on  the  part  of 
any  constiible  it  is  open  to  the  I'olice 
Authority  to  deduct  the  period  during 
which  the  service  has  not  been  "  ap- 
proved." If  a  man  after  all  deductions 
are  made  still  has  fifteen  years  approved 
service  to  his  credit  it  would  be 
monstrous  to  give  the  Police  Authority 
further  power  of  depriving  him  of  his 
pension. 

(6.5.)  Mr.  storey  (Sunderland): 
I  do  not  think  that  that  is  quite 
the  point  at  the  present  moment. 
The  Local  Authorities  have  got  com- 
plete freedom  to  grant  pensions,  larger 
or  smaller,  according  to  the  conduct 
air  G.  Campbell 


and  character  of  the  man.  All  vce 
ask  is  that  under  this  Bill  they  shall  not 
have  less  power.  We  do  not  contest  in 
this  Amendment  the  principle  that  a  man 
shall  have  a  pension  :  we  have  contssted 
that  already,  and  so  far  have  been 
defeated ;  but,  given  the  right  that  the 
man  shall  have  a  pension,  tliere  re- 
mains this  consideration  :  Slmll  the 
authority  which  employs  and  pays  him 
have  the  right,  at  the  end  of  1.5  or  25 
years,  to  considtr  whether  he  has  been 
a  useful  and  efficient  servant,  or  whether 
he  has  been  a  sloucher  and  a  loafer,  and 
calculate  his  pension  accordingly  ?  If 
this  power  be  not  gi-antud  to  the  Local 
Authority  wa  shall  lose  one  of  the  most 
valuable  powers  we  now  possess  for 
securing  an  efficient  and  active  Police 
Force.  Take  thi.'  case  of  a  municipality 
with  a  Police  Furce  of  600  men.  Every 
man  at  present  knows  that  if  he  proves 
himself  by  extra  activity  and  good  sense 
and  acntene.ss  a  really  valuable  public 
servant  the  fact  will  bj  considered  in 
fisins?  his  pension;  on  ths  other  hand,  if 
he  be  one  of  those  easy-going  persona, 
who  slouches  tlirough  his  work,  never 
effects  a  capture,  and  never  distinguishes 
himself  by  discoveri:ig  the  commission 
of  offences,  he  do.s  not  come  o5  so  well. 
But  if  this  Bill  is  passed  us  it  now  stands 
both  these  men  will  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing.  Is  it  fair?  I  want  to 
give  the  municipality  power  to  distin- 
guish between  the  two.  I  would  suggest 
that  the  Local  Authority  should  have  the 
power  of  awarding  a  greater  or  lesser 
pension,  according  to  its  judgment  of  the 
service  the  constable  has  done. 

•Mr.  speak KK  :  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  not  speaking  on  the 
Ameudment.  He  is  referring  to  one 
which  stands  in  his  own  name. 

Mr.  STOREY:  The  principle  of  the 
two  Amendments  is  the  same.  I  hare  no 
disp<Jsition  to  discuss  the  matter  twice, 
aad  I  tliought  I  might  as  well  deal  with 
tha  (wint  on  this  Amendment.  My  hon. 
Friend  pri'pos.s  that  the  .\uthority  shall 
be  able  to  graut  t)  a  constable  a  pension 
of  less  amount  than  under  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  he  will  be  entitled  to  receive. 
He  puts  no  limit  to  the  amount,  whcieas 
I  would  snggtat  there  should  be  two 
peniiiou  scales ;  and  it  should  be  in 
the  option  of  the  Lociil  Authority  to  place 
the  man  on  the  higher,  or  on  the  lower, 
scale,  according   to  the  services  he  has 
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rendered.  The  Aathoritiea  practically 
possess  that  power  at  present,  aud  it 
works  advantageously.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  absolutely  to 
take  it  away  from  them,  and  I  want  to 
know  why  he  does  so.  Surely  we,  who 
pay  the  money,  ought  to  have  some 
Toice  as  to  the  amount  of  tli«  psnsion  to 
be  granted.  I  submit  that  the  Amend- 
ment is  a  valonble  one,  and  I  hope  that 
my  hoa.  Friend  will  press  it. 

(6.13.)  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford,  Centi-al) :  If  the  meaning  attached 
ty  the  Home  Secretary  to  the  word 
■"approved"  is  accurate,  then  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  is  not  necessary. 
The  point  is  a  very  important  one.  In 
the  case  of  the  Civil  Service  it  is  com- 
petent for  the  Treasury  to  reduce  a  man's 
pension  if  he  has  misconducted  himself. 
•(G.U.)  Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh, 
€.)  :  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  not  to 
press  his  Amendment.  The  words  are 
■ot  necessary,  and  I  am  sure  that  if 
Clause  4  requires  strengthening  in  order 
to  make  this  point  clear  the  Home  Secre- 
.  tary  would  assent  to  the  alteration.  I 
•«gree  with  my  hon.  Friend  it  is  abso- 
intely  necessary  the  Local  Authority 
should  have  this  power. 

(6.1.5.)  Mr.  STOREY:  If  we  were 
'  quite  sure  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  term 
■"approved  service,"  and  it  covered  what 
I  want,  I  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. But  if  my  right  hon.  Friend 
examines  Clause  4  he  will  hardly  hold 
to  the  view  he  has  expressed. 

(6.16.)  3Iii.  MATfHEWS:  I  cannot 
nndertiikc  to  alter  Clause  4  so  as  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland.  That  Clause  enables  the 
Local  Authority  to  make  deductions 
from  tlio  actual  service  of  a  man  for 
misconduct  or  negligence.  But  it  does 
not  give  the  Local  Authority  the  option 
of  giving  either  a  large  or  a  small  jien- 
sion — a  power  which  they  have  greatly 
abased  in  the  past.  i 

•(6.17.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks, 
N.) :  I  think  the  words  "  approved 
aervicj "  do  cover  the  point  mised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land. Approved  service  is  diligent 
and  faitliful  service.  Surely  it  is  only  , 
fair  the  constable  shall  have  notice 
from  time  to  time  if  his  service  is  not 
diligent,  and  will  not  be  allowed  to 
count  for  pension.  It  would  be  hardly 
right  at  the  end  of  a  man's  service  to 


tell  him  suddenly  he  has  not  earned  a 
pension.  I  think  the  power  given  in  the 
Bill  will  keep  the  chief  constables  up  to 
the  mark  in.  maintaining  the  efficiency 
of  the  force. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

(6.18.)  Mr.  STOREY:  I  now  beg 
to  move  in  Clause  3,  page  2,  line  31,  to 
add  at  the  end,  "  Provided  that  the 
Police  Authority  may,  in  the  pension 
scale  contemplated  by  this  Bill  for  ordi- 
nary pensions  and  within  the  limits  of 
such  scale,  provide  for  a  greater  or  lesser 
pension  according  to  its  judgment  of  the 
services  and  the  conduct  of  each  con- 
stable." 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Will  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman explain  how  that  differs  from  the 
preceding  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  STOREY:  Yes,  Sir.  In  this 
particular,  that  it  provides  the  Local 
Authority  may  make  two  pension  scales, 
and  within  the  limits  of  these  scales 
grant  a  higher  or  a  lower  pension  ac- 
cording to  their  judgment  of  the  services 
rendered.  I  must  take  leave  to  repel 
with  indignation  the  statement  of  the 
Home  Secretary  that  the  Municipalities 
have  in  the  past  in  any  way  abused  the 
power  of  pensioning  the  police.  Can  he 
name  any  one  Municipality  the  police  of 
which  08  a  body  have  complained  of  such 
abuse,  or  that  they  have  been  unfairly 
treated  owing  to  the  jiower  possessed  by 
the  Local  Authority  of  differentiating 
between  one  man  and  another  ?  I  have 
had  a  good  deal  more  experience  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  action 
of  Local  Authorities,  and  I  venture  to 
tell  him  that  there  has  been  no  such 
complaint.  We  ask  for  a  continuation 
of  this  right  to  differentiate  between  a 
man  wlio  has  done  valuable  .service  and 
one  who  has  done  poor  service. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  This 
is  precisely  the  same  question ;  there  is 
no  difference  whatever.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  arguing  the  same  question  again. 

Mu.  STOREY:  Of  course,  Sir,  if 
you 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order !  It  is 
precisely  the  same  question. 

Mb.  STOREY:   Then   I   wiU   simply 

move    my   Amendment,   and    take  the 

sense  of  the  Honse  on  it. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  cannot  put  it. 

(6.21.)     Mb.    ATHERLEY  -  JONES 

(Durham,  N.W.) :    I  beg  to  move  the 
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Amendment  in  my  name.     It  Ls  more  a 
matter  of  form  than  of  principle. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
lino  36,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'  and 
Bend  a  copy  to  the  Secretary  of  State." — 
(J/r.  Atherley-Jones.) 

Question  pi-oposod,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

•  (6.22.)  Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  I^cal 
Authority  is  required  to  draw  up  a  scale 
within  a  certain  dat..-,  and  if  they  fail  to 
do  so  there  is  an  alternative  power  in 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  make  a  scale. 
How  is  the  Secretary  of  State  to  know 
•whether  the  Local  Authority  have  f  i-amed 
Pa  scale  or  not  unless  tlioy  send  a  copy  of 
it  to  him  I 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(6.23.)  Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  :  I 
hope  the  Home  Secretary  will  be  able 
to  accept  the  other  Amendment  in  my 
name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  5,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"force"  to  the  word  "operation,"  in- 
clusive, in  line  7. — {Mr.  Allierky-Jones.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposad  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

♦(6.24.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  must  see  it  is  impossible 
to  omit  these  words.  It  is  provided  that 
if  the  Police  Authority  are  not  sntistied 
with  the  scale  they  shall  have  power  to 
revise  it  from  time  to  time  ;  but  clearly 
it  would  Ije  unfiiir  to  make  the  revi.sed 
rScale  applicable  to  men  in  the  Force  when 
the  original  scale  was  framed.  It  must 
only  apply  to  men  entering  the  Force 
after  the  revision. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  :  I  will  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(6.25.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL .-  I  beg  to 
move  in  Clause  4,  puge  3,  line  13,  after 
the  word  "  misconduct "  to  insert 
"inefficiency."  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  is  to  enable  a  deduction 
from  a  conatiible's  ]>oiision  lo  be  made  on 
account  of  inefficiency  as  well  as  sickness 
or  misconduct.  At  present  deductions 
can  only  ho  made  for  some  specitic 
offence ;  we  desire  the  same  power  for 
Mr.  Atlieriey-Jonu 


general  inefficiency.  Surely  the  Home 
Secretary  will  not  object  to  that. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
13,  after  the  word  "misconduct,''  to 
insert  the  word  "inefficiency," — {Sir 
George  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  inefficiency  '  be  there  inserted." 

•(6.2().)  The  FIRST  LORD  or  tbc 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand^ 
Westminster) :  The  Government  have 
no  objection  to  the  introduction  of  the' 
word,  except  that  they  hold  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  the  Police  Authority  to 
discharge  a  man  for  inefficiency.  We 
ought  to  be  able  to  rely  on  the  efficiency 
of  the  police  of  the  country. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow,. 
Bridgfton)  :  Would  not  that  be  covered 
by  the  words  in  Clause  10,  "'any  other 
reasonable  cause  "  ? 
•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  think  Clause  !(>■ 
will  require  alteration. 

{C.-27.)  Dr.  CliARK  (Caithness)  i 
I  think  the  clause  goes  too  far  already. 
It  is  very  unfair  that  a  man's  pension 
should  be  lessened  on  account  of  sick- 
ness. A  great  many  constables  contract 
sickness  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty. 
I  think  the  wonls  "  misconduct "  and 
"  neglect  of  duty  "  are  quite  sufficient.  If 
you  introduce  the  word  •'  inefficiency,"  a 
sergeant  or  inspector,  without  finding 
any  particular  fault  with  his  subordinate, 
could  affect  his  pension  prospects  by 
simply  saying  he  is  a  stupid  and  inefficient 
man.  You  make  the  constable  jwy  the 
hulk  of  the  fund  from  which  the  pension 
is  taken,  and  of  course  the  pension  is 
taken  into  account  when  fixing  his- 
wages.  If  you  introduce  this  woi-d  you 
will  be  depriving  him  by  unfair  means 
of  money  he  has  really  earned. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•(6.32.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  nert 
Amendment  is  merely  a  question  of 
drafting.  At  the  instance  of  my  boa. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Lawrence),  certain  words  were  iiiserted. 
in  Clause  14.  The  draftsman  haa 
pointed  out  that  they  are  in  the  wrong 
place.  The  hon.  Member  will  accept  it 
from  me  that  the  alterations  I  pro- 
pose carry  out  the  understanding  come 
to  in  the  Committee. 

Amendment  proposed.  Clause  4,  page  3, 
line  37,  leave  out  "  Great  Britain  "  and 
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I  insert  "any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom." 
(J/r.  Matlhtws.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  '  Great 
Britain  '  stind  part  of  the  Question." 

(6.33.)  Mk.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  have  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  the  introductioa  of  this  clause. 

•(G.34.)  Mr.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercrt.mby)  :  I  am  quite  -willing  to  ac- 
cept the  Amendment.  There  seems  to  be 
a  little  feeling  iibroad  as  to  the  efiFect  of 
tliis  Act  upon  Iri.sh  constables  vifho  come 
over  here  to  serve.  I  have  put  aa 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  prnvidiogthat 
such  constables  should  receive  pensions 
frtina  the  Lish  Government,  ■which  I 
regret  the  Government  does  not  see  its 
way  to  accept,  but,  as  I  have  said,  I  am 
ready  to  agree  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's proposal. 

(6.3r).)  Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen, 
N.)  :  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  pro- 
posed to  adopt  a  similar  Amuudment  on 
the  Scotch  Bill.  I  should  be  obliged  to 
oppose  such  an  Amendment.  The  scale 
of  pensions  in  Ireland  is  very  much 
higher  than  the  scale  sanctioned  by  the 
Committee  upstairs.  At  the  same  time, 
1  am  quite  certAin  that  the  last  thing  a 
♦Scotchman  would  be  willing  to  do  would 
be  to  inttoiucu  as  a  policeman  in  Soot- 

1  land  any  person  who   had   been  brought 
up  nnder  the   malign   influence    of  the 

ICastle  in  Dublin. 

Question,  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,     "  That    those    words     be 
Khere  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  G 

•(6.37.)  Cai'Tain  VERNEY:  This  clause 
is  erroneously  described  in  the  margin 
as  one  to  give  power  to  reduce  pensions 
where  the  infirmity  of  a  Constable  is 
partially  due  to  misconduct.  The  pro- 
vision is  to  enable  pensions  to  be  reduced 
where  the  infirmity  is  wholly  due  to 
misconduct.  Such  cases  do  arise.  Aa 
the  chiuse  now  stands,  the  Police 
Authorities  will  have  no  power  t<i  give 
a  man  less  tliait  four-tifths  of  his 
pensiitu.  I  think  the  ratepayers  will 
think  it  hard  if  they  have  to  give  a 
four-fifths  pension  to  a  man  whose 
retirement  is  entirely  due  to  his  own 
misconduct.  I  propose  to  give  the  Police 
Authority  power  to  act  as  they  think  fit. 
I  think  they  shuuld  have  power  to 
prevent  a  man  having  any  pension  at  all. 


They  will  then  have  power  to  say,  "  We 
know  jicrfectly  well  you  are  injuring 
your  constitution  by  ynur  habits,  and 
unless  you  improve  wo  shall  not  give- 
you  a  pension.''  There  is  a  provision  for 
a  certificate  by  a  medical  man  and  there- 
fore it  cunnot  be  hard  on  the  man.  It 
must  bo  remembered  that  when  a  man 
is  bringing  on  himself  infirmity  of  body 
by  his  own  misconduct  he  is  injuring 
others  besides  himself.  I  do  not  think 
such  misconduct  ought  tf)  be  treated 
lightly  in  the  case  of  a  policeman,  who 
ought  at  all  events  to  set  a  decently 
fair  example  in  the  locality  in  which  he 
is  pliiced.  I  therefore  propose  the 
Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
29,  after  the  word  "reduce,"  to  insert 
the  words  "or  forfeit."  —  (Captain. 
Vernfi/.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

♦(6.39.)  Mk.  MATTHEWS:  This  is 
one  of  the  mutters  we  discussed  very  fully 
in  the  Committee,  and  I  regret  that  it 
should  have  to  be  discussed  again.  No 
doubt  it  is  a  jioint  which  is  open  to  con- 
HiJeration  on  both  sides.  This  is  neces- 
sarily a  difficult  matter  to  determine. 
Prhiui  facie,  if  the  constable's  habits  had 
been  such  as  to  impair  his  constitution 
the  Police  Authorities  ought  to  have 
found  it  out  long  before  the  pension  was 
due  and  ought  to  have  dismissed  him. 
There  may  be  a  ease  in  which  where  » 
constable  who  never  drinks  to  excess,  still 
goes  on  drinking  from  day  to  day.  The 
lormer  Bill  on  the  subject  only  allowed 
the  Police  Authority  to  reduce  his  pension 
by  one-tenth.  I  propose  that  it  shall  be 
reduced  by  one-fifth.  Now  comes  the 
purist  in  the  shape  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
JLember  opposite,  w!io  wants  to  give  the 
Police  Authority  power  to  refuse  a 
pension  altiigether.  It  is  really  a  matter 
for  the  House  to  decide.  If,  however, 
you  give  power  to  the  Police  Authority 
to  refuse  a  pension  altogether,  you  should 
give  an  appeal,  which  at  present  is  not 
given. 

•(6.41.-)  Mr.  CHILDERS:  For  my 
part  I  should  very  much  regret  to  have 
a  system  of  appeals,  except  as  to  ques- 
tions of  law.  If  you  start  the  sj-stem  of 
appeals  you  will  have  appeals  from  the- 
whole  of  the  police.     I  would  prefer  to 
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flee  Clause  10  made  very  stringent.  Men 
falling  into  these  practices  ought  to  bo 
dismissed.  If  the  power  to  dismiss  is 
made  perfectly  clear  1  should  invite  my 
hon.  Friend  not  to  persist  in  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  intend  to  make 
it  perfectly  clear  that  the  power  to 
dismiss  will  be  absolutely  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Police  Authority. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wilhdratrn. 

(6.44.)  SiE  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg 
to  move  to  leave  out  after  "  pjnsion  "  to 
the  end  of  the  clause.  I  -wish  to  tnke 
away  the  words  which  limit  the  reduc- 
tion to  one-fifth.  In  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee the  argument  was  all  on  one  side. 
Memljer  after  Membar  appealed  to  the 
Home  Secretary  to  accept  this  Amend- 
ment, and  I  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  divide  upon  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  held 
out,  without  saying  much  in  the  way  of 
argument,  and,  to  the  surprise  of  the 
Committee, ho  had  aconsiderabie  majority 
when  it  came  to  the  vote. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
29,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the 
word  "  pension,"  tu  the  end  of  the  clause. 
— (Sir  (Jeorge  Cniiijilif//.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  staud  part  of 
Bill." 

•(6.46.)  Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
N.W.) :  I  certainly  agi-ee  very  ranch 
with  wliat  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  said, 
and  I  think  it  would  be  infinitely  better 
to  leave  the  discretion  to  those  who 
have  to  deal  with  the  ca.ses.  In  my 
opinion,  the  Home  Secretary  would 
never  regret  having  placed  this  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  Police  Authority. 
Under  the  clause,  as  it  stands,  all  cnaea 
of  irregularity,  whether  grave  or  trivia!, 
will  have  to  be  dealt  with  alike. 

(6.47.)     Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  would  shorten  the  dis- 
cussion if  I  put  in  "  one-half  "  instead  of 
"  one-fifth." 
Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  accept  that 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

StR  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  now  bog  to 
move  to  omit  "  one-fifth  "  and  substitute 
"  one-half." 

Mr.  ChUd*r» 


Amendment  proposed,  Clause  6,  page 
5,  line  30,  to  omit  "  one-fifth  "  and  insert 
"  one-half." 

Question,  "Tliat  'one-fifth*  stand  part 
of  the  Question,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "That  'one-half' 
be  there  inserted." 

•(6.49.)  Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(ShefKiild,  Central)  :  I  cannot  agree  with 
tlie  hon.  Baronet  behind  me  (Sir  W. 
Barttelot).  A  man  should  be  dismissed 
for  an  offence  of  a  sufficiently  grave 
character,  but  I  do  not  think  his  punish- 
ment should  be  held  over  until  he  has 
completjd  his  2.5  years'  service.  I 
earne.stly  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  adhere  to  the  Bill  as  it  stands, 
and  will  not  consent  to  its  alteration. 

•Mr.  GUILDERS:  The  clause  applies 
to  a  very  limited  class  of  men  only.  If 
this  were  not  so  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  no  doubt  h»ve  g^reafc 
force. 

(6.50.)  Dr.  CLARK:  After  a  man 
has  served  for,  say,  fifteen  years,  it 
would  be  very  hard  to  refuse  to  pay  him 
any  pension,  if  he  has  served  three- 
fifths  of  his  time  he  ought  to  have  three- 
fifths  of  his  pension. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  My  hon. 
Friend  does  not  seem  to  appreciate  that 
the  clause  will  only  apply  to  men  who 
have  misconducted  themselves.  I  think 
the  concession  made  by  the  Government 
is  well  grounded  on  public  expediency. 

•(6.52.)  Captais  VERXEr:  I  know 
a  cose  of  a  Chief  Constable,  who,  in  the 
opinion  of  all  who  are  acquainted  with 
him,  is  bringing  on  ill-health  by  his 
vicious  habits.  I  think  if  a  constable 
wlio  behaves  in  this  way  gets  even  half 
of  his  pension  he  is  exceedingly  well 
treiited. 

Mr  STOREY":  I  would  point  out  that 
medical  evidence  has  to  be  obtained  of 
the  fact  that  the  constable  has  contri- 
buted to  the  infirmity  by  his  own 
dffiiult  or  his  vicious  habits.  Now, 
according  to  experience  the  larger 
amount  that  is  deducted,  the  least  likely 
is  the  doctor  to  give  a  certificate  to  that 
effect.  I  would  suggest  that  three-fifths 
should  be  given  at  any  nite. 

(6. .53.)     Question  put. 

House  cleared  for  a  Division. 

(6. .56.)  Question  again  put,  and 
agreed  to. 
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Dr.  CLARK :  Woald  I  be  in  order  in 
moving  tbree-fifth«  1 

•Me.  SPEAKER:  Thnt  would  not  be 
in  order,  because  we  bavi;  [wssed  the 
word  "one." 

•(6.58.)  Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Beth- 
iial  Green,  S.W.) :  I  propose  to  omit 
Clause  8  altogether.  It  provides  that 
certain  conduct  on  the  part  of  a  pensioner 
shall  result  in  the  forfeiture  of  his 
pension  at  the  discretion  of  the  Police 
Authority.  I  do  not  suppose  the  clause 
would  liave  a  very  wido  operation,  bi;- 
L  cause  I  cannot  think  timt  a  man  who  hod 
^ spent  25  years  in  an  honourable  o.;eu])a- 
tion  would  be  likely  to  commit  any  of 
'  the  acts  mentioned  in  the  clouse.  The 
acts  divide  themselves  into  two  classes. 
The  first  class  consists  of  crimes,  and  the 
second  of  acts  which  are  not  crimes,  but 
which  one  may  call  anUra  bonos  more». 
As  to  the  first  cbiss  the  Court  which  con- 
victs ought  to  punish  once  for  all.  To 
attach  discretion  for  further  punishment 
to  the  Police  Authority  wou!d. introduce  a 
Tery  disturbing  element  into  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Criminal  Courts.  Fur- 
ther, it  seems  to  me  that  by  this  clause  we 
are  reverting,  capriciously  and,  therefore, 
the  more  mischievously,  to  the  old  prac- 
tice of  the  criminal  law  under  which  a  con- 
viction for  felony  involved  a  forfeiture 
of  the  convicted  man's  property.  The 
second  class  of  offences  are  of  an  ex- 
tremely vague  character,  and  will  give  a 
power  to  the  Police  Authority  which  may 
be  used  in  a  tyrannical  manner.  One  of 
the  acts  is  knowingly  associating  with 
thieves,  or  reputed  tliit- ves ;  another  is 
refusing  to  give  information  or  assistance 
to  the  police ;  and  another  is  being 
"guilty  of  any  conduct  which  is,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  police  authority,  disgrace- 
ful." I  proposed  this  Amendment  in  the 
Standing  Committee,  and  I  quite  admit 
I  did  not  receive  much  support  there.  The 
only  snbstantial  argument,  however — if  I 
can  call  it  substantial — advanced  against 
me  wa.s  that  these  forfeitures  had  been  in- 
troduced into  j)revious  Bills  dealing  with 
the  same  subject.  Bat  by  this  Bill  we 
ore  introducing  a  now  principle  which  I 
think  meets  that  argument  altogether. 
In  previous  Bills  it  was  provtiled  that 
pensions  should  be  given  at  the  discrotiim 
of  the  Local  Authority,  and  I  quite  admit 
that  where  the  Local  Authority  has  a 
discretion  to  grant  pansions,  it  is  not  un- 
reasonable to   allow   it   a   discretion   to 


withdraw  them.  By  this  Bill  we  are 
giving  an  absolute  right  to  a  constable 
to  have  a  pension,  and  it  seems  to  me 
futile  and  nugatory,  after  providing  that 
the  constable  shall  have  a  right  to  a 
pension,  to  say  the  Local  Authority  shall 
be  at  liberty  to  withdrsvw  it. 

A  mendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
5,  to  leave  out  Clause  8. — {Mr.  Pickers- 
ffill.) 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  '  A  pension  or  allowance 
nnder  this  Art  is  grunted  only  upon  condition 
that  it  becooieg  forfeitfrd,  aod  may  bo  with- 
drttwn  by  the  Police  Authority,  in  any  of  the 
foUowiug  casas '  stand  patt  of  the  Bill." 

(7.4.)  MR.E.ROBERTSON(Dnndee) : 
My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  and 
some  of  his  supporters  the  other  day 
commented  with  some  severity  upon  the 
length  of  time  occupied  on  Saturday  on 
a  much  more  important  question,  in- 
volving the  whole  kernel  of  the  Bill,  Ijy 
some  of  us  who  did  not  address  the 
House  as  long  as  ho  has  just  done.  I 
wish  to  support  the  Amendment.  In 
Committee  on  the  Scotch  Bill  the  same 
point  arose.  Although  I  do  not  like 
either  of  these  Police  Bills,  I  wish  to 
treat  the  police  fairly,  and  I  do  not  wish 
to  impose  on  them  conditions  which  in 
themselves  appear  to  bo  degrading  and 
insulting.  If  they  are  to  have  pensions, 
let  them  have  them  on  terms  which 
imply  that  they  are  decent  and  respect- 
able citizens.  The  proposal  as  it  stands 
amounts  to  nothing  more  or  less  than 
that  the  police  pensioners  are  to  be  sub- 
ject to  police  supervision. 

(7.6.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS:  This  ques- 
tion wa."»  also  thoroughly  thrashed  out 
in  Committee.  The  clanse  has  been  in 
every  Bill  on  the  subject.  Moreover, 
tho  conditions  imposed  have  been  in  the 
regulations  of  the  Police  Force  since  the 
beginning,  and  it  has  never  been  alleged 
thot  they  work  any  hardship  to  the  men. 
Lastly,  it  would  surely  be  a  shock  to  the 
public  conscience  that  a  man  committing 
an  offence  involving  moral  turpitude 
should  be  allowed  to  draw  a  large  pension 
from  tho  pub  ic  funds. 

*Mu.  CHILDEHS:  I  am  generally  of 
tlio  same  opinion  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
man,  but  I  think  the  word  "  disgraceful  " 
is  too  vague,  and  would  suggest  that  it 
would  be  better  to  adopt  the  words  of  the 
Scotch  Bill,  giving  power  to  the  Police 
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Authority  to  withdraw  pension  from  any 
grantee  who  enters  into  or  continues  to 
carry  on  any  buaiuesa,  occupation,  or  em- 
ployment which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
police  authority,  is  iliojjal. 

(7.9.)  MR.J.R0WLANDS(Fin8bury, 
E.) :  1  do  not  think  that  liecause  a  bad 
clause  hna  lieen  inserted  iu  a  nuralier 
of  other  Bills  we  should  therefore  put  a 
bod  clause  in  this.  Sub-section  D  would, 
I  believe,  give  power  to  anyone  who  hiul 
a  grudge  against  a  constivblo  to  make  it 
doubtful  whether  the  constable  would 
ever  obtain  a  pension  or  not.  The  w(ird 
"  disgraceful "  is  so  vague  that  I  think 
the  draftsman  himself  would  like  to 
reconsider  it.  I  think  there  is  also  a 
great  deal  of  force  in  the  argument  put 
forwarii  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bethual  Green,  that  a  man 
when  he  is  punished  for  a  crime  should 
be  punished  out  and  out,  and  should  not 
have  a  lot  of,  these  forfeitures  hanging 
over  his  head. 
•(7.11.)  SiB  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington, 
S.) :  I  trust  the  right  lion.  Geutlenuiu 
the  Home  Secretary  will,  in  jnstii'e  to 
the  I'olice  Force,  see  his  way  to  effect 
such  a  qualification  in  the  clause  as  that 
indicated  by  the  rigiit  hon.  Gentlemim 
the  Member  for  lldiuljurgh. 

(7.11.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  We 
must  be  cju-eful  what  we  do  iu  this 
matter.  If  we  look  at  Sub-section  A, 
we  shall  see  that  we  are  going  to  a 
dangenms  length.  If  an  ex-polii?eman 
is  committed  to  prison  for  three  mouths 
with  hard  labour,  or  for  12  months  with 
or  without  liard  laljour,  he  i.s  to  lose  liis 
pension.  If,  therefore,  he  should  be 
tried  for  the  offence  of  pocket-picking, 
and  should  only  1x3  sent  to  gaol  for  two 
months  with  hard  labour,  it  will  liave  no 
effect  on  his  pension.  Can  it  then  be 
said  that  you  must  go  lower  down  and 
forfeit  the  pension  for  "  disgraceful  con- 
duct? "  No  doubt  these  words  are  wide 
and  will  bring  a  great  many  thiugs 
into  the  net ;  but  on  tlie  other  hand,  I 
think  if  it  is  advisable  to  omit  the  words 
in  question  from  .Sub-section  D,  these 
words  iu  Sub-section  A  should  be 
amended.  There  may  be  many  offences 
for  which  an  ex-police  constable  may  be 
convicted,  and  where  the  sent-^nce  is  noo 
so  heavy  as  three  months  hard  labour  or 
12  months  imprisonment  of  any  kind. 

•(7.13.)  Mr.   W.   H.  SMITH:    I  may 
say  that  tlie  Government  will  be  willing 
Mr.  Childers 


to  adopt  the  wording  of  the  Scotch  Bill 
on  this  point,  so  that  the  two  Bills  may 
run  together.  By  this  armngement  it 
will  be  competent  to  withhold  a  pension 
by  reason  of  a  man  carrying  on  a  business 
occupation  or  employment  which  is 
illegal,  or  of  disclosing  information  which 
he  has  become  possessed  of  through  his 
connection  with  a  Police  Force. 

Bit.    CLARK:    What    is    an    illegal 
occii[)ation  ?     Is  there  such  a  thing  ? 

•(7.U.)     Mr.  HUNTER:    My    oppo- 
sition is  directed  ajainstthc  who'e  of  the 
Clause.     There  are  two  points  of  view 
from   which   all   these  matters  may  be 
examined,   and  the  first  is  the  financial 
point  of  view.     The  first  question  is  what 
is  the  Clause  going  to  be  worth  to  the 
ratepayer  or  the  pension  fund  ?     Well, 
the  answer  to  that  is  that  this  is  a  provi- 
sion which,  from  a  pecuniary  point  of 
view,  is  of  no  value  to  the  fund  whatever, 
as  the  cases  in  which  ex-policemen  will 
be  guilty  of  these  serious  offences  will  be 
extremely    rare.     From    a    policeman's 
point  of  view  I  quite  understand  why  the 
policemen  do  not  strenuously  attack  the 
Clause.     If  they  did  it  might  be  said, 
"  Oh,  they  want  to  be  at  liherty  to  com- 
mit these  offences  and  still  retain  their 
pensions."     Every  policeman  would  see 
the  CUuse   did   not  affect   him ;   but  I 
object  to  it  on  the  score  of  principle.  We 
give  an  absolute  right  to  a  pension,  and, 
under  the  circumstances,  I  contend  that 
the  pension   is  as  much  the  property  of 
the  policennin  as  if  he  had  inherited  the 
money  from  his  great-grandfather.  There 
are  two  modes   by  which  we  pay  police- 
men under  the  Bill,  one  by  a  system  of 
gratuities,  and  the  other  by  a  system  of 
pensions.     It  cannot  b3  contended  that, 
having  given  a  gratuity,  you  could  revoke 
it;  and  what  difference,  I  ask,  does  it 
make  if,  instead  of  payiog  a  sum  down, 
you  rewanl  him  bv  an  annual  pension  ? 
None   at  all  ;    and   I   therefore   protest 
against  the  singling  out  of  this  one  class 
of    property      for     forfeiture.      If     the 
principle  of  requiring  the  forfeiture  of 
property  eveiy  time  a  disgraceful  net  is 
done   is    insisted    upon    in    the    case    of 
cverj'  Ixxly,  I  could  understand  its  appli- 
cation to  a  policeman.     The  English  law 
used  to  recognise  the  principle   in  cases 
of   felony,  but  its  absurdity   has   been 
recognised  and  its  total   irrelevancy    to 
punishment  for  crime  has  caused  it  to  be 
abolished.      This   clause   is   one   whicb 
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shakes  the  security  of  pensions.  It 
■would  operate  with  the  greatest  hardship 
and  injustice  in  certain  cases,  such  as 
where  an  innocent  man  is  convicted,  and 
cases  of  that  kind  are  by  no  means  un- 
known.    I  shall  vote  against  the  Clause. 

•(7.19.)  Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  consent  to  this 
Clause  being  left  out.  It  is  a  great 
advantage  to  the  pensioners  themselves 
that  it  is  known  that  their  pensions  will 
be  forfeited  for  certain  things,  as  it 
enables  them  better  to  obtain  the  light 
employment  of  which  they  are  capable. 

•(7.20.)  Captain  VERNEY  :  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  adhere  to  tliis  Clause, 
as  the  same  rule  obtains  in  the  Army 
and  Navy.  It  is  to  the  advantage  of 
the  pensioners,  as  it  enables  them  to 
get  other  employment.  I  am  glad  to 
hear  what  has  been  said  in  the  course  of 
the  discussion  as  to  the  vagueness  of 
disgraceful  conduct,  for  the  resison  that 
during  my  election  contest  in  North 
Bucks,  my  opponent  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Constituency  would  not  disgrace 
itself  by  returning  me. 

(7.22.)  Mk.  BRADLAUGH  (Nor- 
thampton) :  1  do  not  know  how  far  the 
words  "refusing  to  give  assistance  in 
case  of  any  disturbance  of  the  public 
peace"  will  extend.  There  may  be  many 
cases  where  tlio  oS'ence  m;iy  not  be  of 
such  a  grave  character  that  it  ought  to 
involve  the  forfeiture  of  a  pension.  The 
matter  is  to  rest  with  the  disci-etiou  of 
the  Police,  and  we  know  they  sometimes 
take  a  very  wide  view  of  what  is  a  dis- 
turbance of  the  public  peace.  If  it  were 
for  a, Judge  to  decide  I  should  be  content. 
Tliat  is  not  the  ca.se,  however,  and  I  think 
those  words  should  be  altered.  Many  so- 
called  disturbances  take  pLice  at  elec- 
tions, and  au  ex-policeman  might  not 
wish  to  identify  himself  with  either 
eide. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•(7.24.)  Captain  VERNEY :  I  begto 
move  to  insert  the  word  "  indictable  " 
before  "offence."  Tliis  word  was  in- 
serted at  first  in  the  Bill,  but  was  struck 
out  in  the  belief  that  it  was  not  necessary. 
I  think  it  would  be  better  and  fairer  if 
it  were  put  in.  A  man  may  be  indicted 
for  picking  pockets,  and  may  not  get  ns 
much  as  tlireo  months  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour,  but  still  may  be  unfit  to  re- 
ceive a  pension.     If  it  is  known  that  a 


man  can  easily  lose  his  pension  it  will 
make  him  careful ;  besides  which,  it  will 
make  it  easier  for  him  to  obtain  employ-  ^ 
meat. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
8,  after  the  woid  "  any,"  to  insert  the 
word  ''  indictable." — (^Captain  Verney.) — 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  indictable  '  be  there  inserted." 

(7.2G.)  Mk.  MATTHEWS:  I  can- 
not  accept  the  Amendment.  The  object 
of  this  Sub-section  A  is  to  try  by  general 
words  to  include  those  Acts  which  in- 
volve moral  turpitude.  If  you  put  in 
these  words  you  might  include  offences, 
which  would  not  come  within  that 
category.  In  the  case  of  pocket  picking 
I  do  not  think  it  likely  tiiat  so  light  a 
punishment  as  two  months  hard  labour 
would  be  inflicted  for  such  an  ofience  ; 
for  remember,  the  offender  is  an  ex- 
policeman. 

(7.27.)  Sir  G.CAMPBELL:  I  accept 
the  view  of  the  Home  Secretary  that 
only  offences  which  imply  moral  turpi- 
tude should  be  included,  but  if  we 
accepted  the  Amendment  we  could 
graduate  the  punishment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(7.28.)  Db.  CL.UIK:  I  move  to 
leave  out  Sub-section  C,  wliich  provides 
that  a  man  shall  lose  his  pension  if  he 
refuses  to  assist  the  jwlice  in  the  detec- 
tion of  crime,  the  apprehension  of 
criminals,  or  for  the  snpjjression  of  any 
disturbance  of  the  public  piace.  Tlio 
words  "any  disturb;ince  of  the  public 
peace  "  will  include  occurrences  such  as 
Salvation  Army  processions  or  matters 
of  that  kind,  for  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lanarkshire  was  sent  to  prison. 
This,  certainly,  ought  not  to  depend 
ufH)n  the  vote  of  one  man  :  there  ought 
at  least  to  be  a  majority  of  two-thirds  or 
three-fourths. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
15,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  C  of  Clause 
S.—(Dr.  Clark.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section 
C.  of  Clause  8  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

(7.31.)  Mb.  STOREY:  I  support  my 
hon.  Friend  in  this  Amendment,  but  not 
quite  for  the  reason  he  has  given.  I 
admit  that  os  to  Snb-sections  A  and  B, 
lit  is  perfectly  right  that  the  pensions 
should  be  subject  to  withdrawal  if  the 
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Ixx-al  Authority  thinks  fit,  but  I  submit 
that  wliatever  a  man  does  under  Sub- 
section C,  is  not  sufficient  reason  for 
withdrawing  thu  pension  he  has  earned. 
If  he  refu8(.\s  to  give  to  the  Police  the 
information  in  his  power  for  the  detec- 
tion of  cri:ue,  and  apprehension  of 
criminals,  and  the  suppression  of  any 
disturbance  to  the  public  peace,  he  is 
to  lose  his  pension.  Suppose  he  does 
that,  why  should  he  be  subject  to  a 
special  punishment  over  and  above  any 
other  man  who  commits  the  same 
offence  ?  If  he  can  be  punished  for  what 
must  be  in  most  cases  a  very  venial 
offence,  why  should  you  subject  him  to 
the  possibility  of  losinof  his  pension  1  If 
a  man  has  served  25  years  honestly, 
and  you  have  decreed  that  he  shall  have 
a  pension,  surely  if  ten  years  later  he 
does  something  the  Police  Autliority 
object  to,  you  sliould  not  provide  that 
he  should  lose  his  pension. 

(7.34.)  Mr.  \LATTI1EWS  :  We  must 
bear  in  mind  tliat  the  pension  is  granted 
to  a  man  who  has  been  allowed  .to  leave 
the  Police  Force  on  the  ground  that  ho 
either  had  a  mediwil  certificate  that  he 
was  incapacitated  for  doing  his  duty,  or 
had  served  for  25  years.  Surely  under 
Buch  circumstances,  it  is  only  right  that 
he  should  not  forget  that  he  is  a  pen- 
sinned  policeman,  and  therefore  is  bound 
to  give  all  the  assistance  he  can  in  the 
detection  of  crime  and  so  forth.  If  a 
man  refuses  to  give  such  assistance,  it  is 
by  no  means  unfair  or  unreasonable 
there  should  be  some  penalty. 

•(7.36.)  CAPTiiN  VERNEY:  I  shall 
certainly  support  the  proposal  to  omit 
this  sub-section.  The  law  gives  ample 
power  to  the  Government  to  cause  every 
citizen  to  assist  the  police  :  why  should 
a  policeman  be  subject  to  any  additional 
penalty,  the  additional  penalty  of  losing 
his  pension.  I  think  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  might  see  his  way  to  with- 
draw this  section. 

(7.37.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
132  J  Noes  39.— (Div.  List,  No.  225.) 

(7.45.)  Amendment  proposed,  in  page 
7,  line  19,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (d.) 
of  Clause  8,  in  order  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  (d)  If  thp  (frantee  enters  into  or  continoes 
to  carry  on  any  businoBS,  occupation,  or  em- 
ployment wlu'cb  is  illegal,  or  in  wliich  he  has 
made  use  of  the  fact  of  his  former  employ- 
ment in  the  police  in  a  manner  which  the 
Mr.  Storey 


Police  Authority  consider  to  be  discreditubto 
and  improper." — {Mr.  Secretary  Mattheios.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

(7.46.)  Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  this 
Amendment.  [Crie*q/"" Agreed."]  There 
is  one  remark  I  want  to  make,  and  I 
think  I  am  within  my  right  in  making 
it.  This  Amendment  entirely  vindicates 
my  stiggestion  on  Saturday  that  the  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  Bills  should  have  been 
referred  to  the  same  Committee.  In  this 
debate  constant  references  to  the  Scotch 
Bill  are  made  under  the  most  inconve- 
nient ci  rcumstances.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Childers)  below  me  has  been 
sitting  with  both  Bills  in  his  hands  the 
whole  evening,  and  has  done  the  House 
the  great  service  of  continually  referring 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Scotch  Bill.  I 
think  we  have  just  ground  for  complaint 
against  my  right  hon.  Friend  for  having 
on  Saturday  prevented  us  by  his  in- 
fluence taking  a  course  whereby  refer- 
ences to  .the  Scotch  Bills  would  have 
been  made  in  a  way  convenient  to  the 
House. 
•Mb.  CHILDERS:  My  hon.  Friend 
has  been  good  enough  to  compliment  me 
on  my  influence.  But  he  has  also  said, 
in  opposition  to  my  view,  the  two  Bills 
should  have  been  referred  to  the  same 
Committee.  My  sole  objection  to  that 
course  was  and  is  that  if  it  had  been 
adopted  the  chances  are  the  two  Bills 
would  have  been  so  delayed  as  not  to 
pass  this  Session. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  sub-section  Ijeing  omitted,  but  I 
think  we  ought  to  know  what  is  meant 
by  "  carrying  on  any  illegal  occupation." 
By  adopting  this  Amendment  we  should 
change  the  clause  completely.  Perhaps 
our  meeting  in  the  House  of  Commons 
might  be  regarded  ns  an  illegal  occupa- 
tion, and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  engaged 
in  it,  and  who  have  large  State  pensions, 
might  lose  their  pensions. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  words  "  ille- 
gal occupation  "  apply  to  some  breach  of 
the  criminal  law. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  propised,  "  That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

(7.52.)  Mr.  STOREY;  I  would  have  uo 
objection  t"  the  words  down  to  the  word 
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"  illegal,"  but  I  cannot  see  the  justice  of 
the  words  "  in  a  manner  the  Police 
Authority  ranj  consider  to  be  discredit- 
able and  improper."  I  am  very  distmst- 
ful  of  what  the  Police  Authority  may 
consider  to  be  discreditable  and  im- 
proper. I  do  not  allude  to  Police  Au- 
thorities in  boroughs,  but  I  am  not  so 
sure  about  Police  Authorities  in  counties, 
because  the  counties  are  not  controlled 
as  to  the  poUce  by  representative  bodie.s. 
But  my  greatest  objection  would 
be  to  trusting  to  the  Police  Au- 
thority in  the  Metropolis,  which  is  the 
Secretary  of  Stote  for  the  Home  De- 
partment for  tlie  time  being.  I  would 
not  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for 
instance,  to  c^rry  out  this  clause.  In 
country  districts  there  are  many  employ- 
ments and  occuimtions  which  an  ex- 
policeman  might  engage  in,  and  which 
the  magistrates  might  choose  to  consider 
to  be  discreditable  and  improper.  For 
instance,  if  an  ex-policeman  hapjiened  to 
be  implicated  in  some  game  case,  I  can 
understand  that  in  many  rural  districts 
the  law  might  be  stnxined  with  great 
severity  against  the  man  by  the  au- 
thority, which  is  in  no  sense  representa- 
tive. I  shall  tike  a  division.  I  agree 
to  the  words -down  to  "illegal,"  but 
beg  to  move  to  omit  the  words  from 
"  lit  vord  to  the  word  "  improper." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 

Amendment,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 

after  the  word  "  illegal,"   to  the  end  of 

the  proposed  Amendment. — (^fr.  Storey). 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

fprojxjscd  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

'proposed  Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS :  I  think  it  ne- 
cessary  to  press  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Storey).  I  do  not  see  tliat  this  gene- 
ralisation is  better  than  the  generalisa- 
tion we  had  in  the  old  clause.  There 
is  nothing  to  show  how  the  power  will 
be  used.  Yon  are  giving  pensions,  and 
I  take  it  you  are  doing  so  because  the 
men  have  earned  them.  I  do  not  think 
you  ought  to  give  the  Police  Authority 
power  to  exercise  just  as  they  like.  I 
trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see 
his  way  to  leave  out  all  words  after 
"  illegal." 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  Reference  has 
been  made  to  the  Scotch  Committee  from 
'which  this  clause  proceeds.     Let  me  say 


the  Scotch  Committee,  although  unani- 
mous in  substituting  these  words,  wer& 
by  no  means  unanimous  in  accepting' 
the  words  which  are  now  objected  to. 

(8.0)  The  House  divided  :—Aye» 
100  ;  Noes  50.— (Div.  list,  No.  226.) 

Words  inserted. 

Other  Amendments  made.     (8.15.) 

(S.-tO.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

(8.43.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  The 
object  of  the  next  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name  is  to  maintain  the 
present  right  of  a  Police  Authority  to  dis- 
miss their  own  servants  at  their  own 
discretion.  This  was  discussed  in  the 
Committee  on  the  Scotch  Police  Bill  and 
only  defeated  by  the  casting  vote  of  the 
Chairman.  I  believe  the  Government 
will  admit  that  the  clause  requires 
amendment,  and  I  hojie  they  will  assent 
to  my  first  motion,  which  is  to  strike  out 
all  the  operative  part  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  10, 
page  8,  line  3,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  "  shall." — (.S'tV  G.  Camp- 
bell.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word* 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

(8.46.)  Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  agree 
that  Clause  10  requires  amendment,  and 
that  the  Police  Authorities  ought  to  have 
an  absolute  right  to  dismiss  any  con- 
stable, who,  it  must  bo  clearly  under- 
stood, will,  in  the  future,  have  no  vested 
interest  in  his  position.  In  the  event  of 
a  constable  who  has  earned  a  pension 
being  guilty  of  gross  misconduct,  he 
should  be  liable  to  be  dismissed  without 
a  pension,  but  in  that  case  he  ought  to 
have  a  right  of  appeal,  and  that  appeal  I 
propose  to  give  him,  to  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  I  propose  to  insert  in 
the  clause  the  following  words  (and  here 
I  may  say  I  do  not  object  to  the  hon. 
Member's  words,  they  are  probably  quite 
as  good  as  my  own)  : — 

"  Nothiiiff  in  this  Act  shall  prevent  any  con- 
itable  being  dinmiased  or  redaeed  to  any  lower 
rank  or  lower  rate  of  pay  or  from  having  hii 
olaioi  to  pension  refused  on  aoconnt  of  mis- 
conduct or  of  negligence  in  the  diaciiarge  of 
hii  duty,  or  on  account  of  any  of  the  groanda 
on  which  hia  pengioD,  if  (granted,  would  be 
liable  to  be  forfeited  or  withdrawn." 
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If  tVio  House  prefers  the  hon.  Member's 
\vords,  I  am  quite  prepared  to  give  way. 
J  wish  to  preserve  unimpaired  the  abso- 
lute power  of  the  Police  Authorities  to 
dismiss  or  to  reduce  any  constable  with- 
out cause  shown,  but  to  secure  for  any 
dismissed  constable  who  lins  earned  a 
pension  a  right  of  iippoiil,  and  in  that 
case  good  cause  for  his  dismissal  must 
be  shown.  I  look  at  it  in  this  view. 
The  right  of  dismissal  and  of  getting  rid 
of  a  constable  must  remain  absolute,  bat 
Tvhere  a  man  has  already  earned  his  pen- 
sion he  IS  to  have  a  right  of  appeal 
n-gainst  dismissal. 

(S.b-i.)  Mb.  HUNTER:  I  am  gW 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  tiikcn  this 
view.  When  the  Committee  discussed 
this  point  I  felt  that  the  language  of  the 
clause  was  somewhat  incautious,  and 
that  it  gave  a  vested  interest  in  his  office 
to  every  con.stable,  1  thought  that  that 
could  not  bj  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  accordingly  I  moved  an 
Amendment,  similar  to  that  now  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy. 
It  seems  to  me  that  su  far  jts  the  mert 
wording  is  concerned,  thut  should  be  left 
to  the  responsibility  of  the  Government. 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  will  do  well  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  Home 
Secretiiry. 

♦(8.50.)  Mr.  CHTLDERS:  I,  also, 
was  glad  to  hear  the  anuoniicement 
made  by  the  Government,  who  did  not 
in  the  Scotch  Committee  hold  the  same 
language.  It  seems  only  reasonable  that 
when  a  constable  has  not  earned  a  pen- 
sion, the  rightof  the  dismissed  should  not 
be  subject  to  appeal,  as  it  should  be 
when  the  pension  has  been  earned  and  is 
refused.  The  question  becomes  then  one 
of  law. 

(8  54.)  Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  I 
wish  to  know  whether  the  Government 
will  assent  to  a  similar  Amendment  being 
introduced  into  the  Scotch  Police  Bill, 
the  words  of  which  are  most  ambiguous. 
I  beg  to  tender  my  warm  congratula- 
tions to  the  Home  Secretary  on  tlio 
manner  in  which  he  has  met  this  serious 
difficulty.  It  will  complete  our  satisfac- 
tion if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  us  an  assurance  that  corresponding 
modifications  will  be  made  in  the  Scotch 
Bill. 

(8.57.)      Sir   G.   CAMPBELL  :    The 
words    of    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
thoroughly   express   what  we    wish    to 
Mr  MalthiWi 


secure,  and  I  am  quite  willing  to  leave 
the  responsibility  of  framing  the  words 
to  the  Government. 

(8.58.)  Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE:  I 
know  that  the  clause  gave  considerable 
alarm  to  Lo<3ul  Authorities  in  the  North, 
and  the  priip<.)sed  alteration  will  allay 
thut  unensiness. 

Mr.  STOREY:  Will  the  alteration 
give  the  Local  Authorities  an  absolute 
right  of  dismissal  ?  And  if  so,  will 
similar  words  be  inserted  in  the  Scotch 
Bill  1  Those  are  the  points  on  which 
we  wish  to  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  MAITHEWS  :  I  will  accept  the 
words  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkculdy  if  he  will  allow  me  to  add 
the  words  I  have  proposed  relative  to 
the  withdrawal  of  pensions. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  now  propose  to 
add  the  following  words  : — 

"  Or  shall  prevent  his  claim  to  pension  from 
being  refused  on  aocuunt  of  mincondaot  or 
negligence  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties,  or  on 
s^count  of  any  of  the  grounds  on  which  his 
poiision,  if  griiiit''d,  would  be  liable  to  be 
forfeited  and  withdrawn." 

Mr.  hunter  :  Would  the  Lord 
Advocate  apply  this  pinpoaal  to  Scot- 
laud  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  RoBEKTSOS,  Bute) :  1  think  this  is  a 
matter  on  which  I  should  be  prepared  to 
inst>rt  such  un  Amendment  in  the  Scotch 
Bill. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(9.2.)  Mr.  storey  :  I  now  beg  to 
pro[iose  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  (Mr.  Atherley-Jones). 

"  To  leave  out  from  '  apply,'  in  line  20,  to 
'  court.'  in  line  23,  and  iu«urt : — *  In  the  case 
of  a  borough  to  the  council  thereof,  and  in  the 
case  of  a  county  to  the  joint  police  committee 
of  the  justices  and  the  county  council  of  the 
county  in  which  the  constable  was  last  serring, 
aiui  the  council  or  the  joint  committee,  as 
the  case  may  be,  may  make  such  order  aa  to 
the  council  or  the  joint  commitcee  may  seem 
just.'  " 

I  should  myself  have  preferred  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  clause,  but  I  do  not 
think  I  can  go  further  under  the 
circumstances  than  my  lion.  Friend 
proposes,  and  therefore,  without  pinning 
myself  to  its  exact  terms,  I  will  move 
his  Amendment  as  he  hEts  placed  it  on 


I 


the  Paper.  The  House  knows  that  this 
is  a  clause  giving  an  apjjeal  in 
cjrtain  cases.  It  is  not  a  casa  of 
contract.  The  Municipality  does  not 
agree  to  give  the  pension.  It  is  the 
State  which  has  stepped  in,  and  having 
offered  a  sura  totally  inadequate  to  pay 
the  pensions  it  proposes  to  com|X'l 
municipnlity  by  law  to  moke  up  the 
diSurence.  As  the  ratepayers  are  to  be 
the  psymasters  they  may  fairly  ask  that 
in  a  question  between  themselves  and 
their  eiiiploye»  tlie  matter  should  be  loft 
for  settlement  by  themselves.  We  have 
heard  much  about  decentralisation  and 
the  necessity  for  allowing  in  the  public 
interest  the  claim  made  for  a  free 
Local  Government,  but  we  are  now 
brought  fHce  to  face  with  the  fact  that 
after  the  Local  Antliorities  have  decided 
that  a  thing  shall  not  be,  there  shall, 
nevertheless,  be  the  thing.  My  ex- 
perience is  not  that  the  Local  Authorities 
treat  their  servants  liarahly.  If  any 
complaint  ca,n  be  made  against  the 
L(ical  Authorities  it  is  not  that  they  are 
illiberal.  This  must  obviously  be  the 
case,  because  those  who  elect  the  Muni- 
ciplo  Authorities  are,  as  a  rule,  small 
shopkeepers  and  workpeoplo  who,  having 
themselves  felt  at  some  time  or  other 
the  pinch  of  poverty,  are  inclined  to  be 
generous  where  these  allowances  have 
to  be  made.  But  here  comes  the  Home 
Secrefjiry  with  a  proposal  that  there 
shall  be  an  appeal,  and  my  hon.  Friend's 
Amendment  goes  to  the  point  as  to  what 
that  Court  of  Appeal  is  to  be.  The  Bill 
provides  that  it  is  to  be  the  next  Quarter 
Sessions  having  jurisdiction  in  the 
place  where  the  constable  last  served. 
My  hon.  Friend's  Amendment  proposes 
to  omit  the  wortls  from  "  apply "  to 
"  Court,"  and  to  insert  the  words  I  have 
already  read.  I  beg  to  urge  on  the 
Home  Secretory,  that  in  the  case  of 
boroughs  which  have  no  Quarter 
Sessions,  this  proposal  raises  one  of 
the  most  burning  questions  that  could 
be  introduced.  The  want  of  these 
Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  has  caused  a 
large  amount  of  friction  and  personal 
antagonism  as  between  the  County  and 
Borough  -  .Justices.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemfn's  proposal  reopens  an  old  sore 
which  we  had  hoped  to  have  closed  for 
ever, and  niy  hon.  Friend, in  order  to  meet 
the  objections  to  this  propnsal,  suggests 
that  the  reference  should  be,  not  to  the 
VOL.  CCCXLVIL    [TFnRD  sEBiEs] 


Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  bat  in  the 
case  of  a  Borough  to  the  Council, 
and  in  the  case  of  a  County  to  the 
Joint  Police  Committee  of  the  Justices 
and  the  County  Council.  VVliat  can 
country  gentlemen  living  miles  away 
fi-om  these  small  Boroughs  know  of  their 
needs  and  peculiarities  ?  It  may  be  said 
that  the  Watch  Committee  is  practically 
the  Town  Council.  It  used  to  be  the 
case  that  the  Watch  Committee  was  a 
mere  Committie  of  the  Town  Council, 
but  some  years  ago  the  Watch  Committee 
was  erected  into  a  statuable  body.  That 
is,  a  body  which  would  in  the  first  place 
decide  as  to  these  pensions,  and  it  is  now 
proposed  that  there  should  be  an  appeal 
from  the  Watch  Committee  to  the  whole 
Council,  who,  certainly,  have  tlie  best 
right  to  decide  these  matttrs.  I  think 
Town  Councils  may  be  trusted  to  settle 
such  questions  on  principles  of  equity  and 
fair  play.  Consequently,  I  regard  the 
proposed  appeal  to  the  Town  Council  as 
a  reiisonable  course  that  would  obviate 
much  friction.  With  regard  to  the 
counties,  I  would  remind  the  House  thatin 
the  Pilotage  Bill  which  came  bjfore  it  we 
liad  uu  appeal  given  to  the  County  Couit 
Judge  or  the  Stipendiary  Magititrate.  I 
should  not  object  to  such  an  appeal  being 
given  in  Boroughs  without  Quarter 
Sessions  jurisdiction,  because  the  County 
Court  Judge  is  constantly  available  in  the 
B<jroughs,  and  holds  an  absolutely  inde- 
pendent position.  We  could,  therefore,, 
have  confidence  in  him  ;  and  I  may  say 
the  same  of  the  Stipendiary  Magistrate. 
At  any  rate,  we  strongly  resent  any 
tneaaure  subjecting  the  Town  Councils  to 
the  review  of  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
which  otherwise  possessed  no  authority 
in  the  Boroughs,  and  are  without  the 
respect  and  confidence  accorded  to  th» 
representative  bodies. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  lino 
20,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  apply  '* 
to  the  word  "just,"  in  line  "23,  in  order 
to  insert  the  words — 

"  In  the  cnw  of  a  borough  to  the  coqdcU 
thereof,  and  in  tbe  ca<e  of  o  county  to  the 
joint  police  committee  of  th«  juscicea  and  t^e 
coDtity  oonnc'il  of  the  coaiit;  in  which  tho 
crinilabln  was  last  serving,  and  the  council  or 
the  joint  committee,  oa  the  ouso  may  be,  may 
make  such  order  as  tn  the  coancil  or  the  joint 
committee  may  seem." — (Mr.  Storey.) 

Question    proposed,  "That  tho  words 
'  to  the  next  practicable  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  '  stand  p.irt  of  the  Bill." 
3  T 
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(9.15.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  would 
point  ont,  that  by  the  clause  we  have 
already  passed  a  legal  riglit  to  certain 
pensions  is  piven  to  the  Police  under 
certain  conditions :  the  Honse  having 
admitted  the  legal  right,  it  is  proposed 
that  the  Court  of  Quaiter  Sessions,  tis  a 
body  conversant  with  Police  mattt^rs, 
should  be  the  Court  Ixifore  the  considera- 
tion of  the  appeals,  in  cases  where  the 
Police  Authority  chooses  to  deny  the 
constables  the  riglit  which  Parliament 
has  conferred  njion  them.  Now,  what 
is  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  'f  I  must  confess  that  J  have 
some  difficulty  in  understanding  it. 
Sometimes,  as  was  the  case  when  wo 
were  dealing  with  Clause  8,  the  hon. 
Member  wa.s  for  cutting  down  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Police  Authority,  Imt  now, 
when  the  question  is  whether  the  Police 
Authority  have  the  right  in  refusing  a 
pension,  he  actually  proposes  that  the 
Court  of  Appeal  should  be  the  Police 
Authority  itself. 

Mr.  storey  :  No. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  seem  to  understand  the 
effect  of  his  own  proposal,  and  appa- 
rently has  not  read  the  Bill.  '1  lie 
Watch  Committee,  which  would  have 
the  gra'jting  or  refusing  of  a  pension, 
forms  an  important  part  of  the  Town 
Council  itself,  and  that  Town  Council 
is  to  be  the  appeal  agivinst  the  Acts  of 
its  own  Watch  Ci)nimittee;  so  that  prac- 
tically the  hon.  Gentleman  gravely  pro- 
puses  that  the  very  persona  who  have 
approved  the  dismissal  of  n  constable 
without  a  pension  shall  constitute  the 
Court  of  Appeal  to  hear  the  complaint  of 
the  aggrieved  con.stable.  The  proposal 
is  similar  to  others  with  which  the  time 
of  the  House  has  lieen  wasted. 

•('J.20.)  SiK  A.  HOLLIT:  I  am  glad 
to  see  the  explicit  resistance  which  has 
been  off.^red  to  this  Amendment  by  the 
right  hon.  Gtntk-man.  No  one  can  liave 
a  stronger  sense  of  the  political  anti- 
pathies of  the  hon.  Member  for  .Sunder- 
land than  I  have,  but  I  would  point  out 
that  this  is  a  matter  of  contract  only. 
The  constable  contracts  with  the  Police 
Authorities  for  jiay,  plus  pension,  and  if 
the  question  of  affirming  or  refusing 
a  pension  is  to  bo  left  to  the  Police 
Authority,  it  makes  one  of  the  parties  to 
this  contract  the  Judge  in  his  own  cass. 
The  constables  are   entitled   to  a  judi- 


cial, not  to  an  *r  partf,  decision.  The 
projier  authorities  being  the  Quarter 
Sessions,  I  liope  this  proposal  will 
not  be  pressed,  as  it  seems  to  jne  to  be 
destitute  of  all  principle.  I  think  there 
ought  to  be  every  guarantee  of  im- 
pfirtiiility  in  the  case  of  these  appeals; 
and  tiu'iUrast  them  to  the  Town  Councils 
would  lie  II  fnlUctons  procedure,  because 
these  liodifS  would  be  pniotically  affirm- 
ing their  own  decisions,  inasmuch  as  the 
members  of  the  Watch  Committee  form 
a  large  proportion  of  the  Town  Councils. 
Such  Ixidies  are  certainlj-  to  be  trusted 
to  do  what  they  believe  to  be  right,  but 
no  one  should  l>e  judge  in  his  own  cause 
in  the  result  of  which  he  has  an  interest. 
•(9.25.)  Mr.  OHILDEKS:  We  are 
here  dealing  with  a  question  of  protec- 
tion of  the  legal  rights  of  police  officers, 
and  the  only  jioint  for  consideration  is  to 
whom  should  these  jiersous,  if  they  think 
they  have  lieen  illegally  treated,  make 
their  appeal  ?  I  am  sorry  to  disagree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sunderland,  hut  I  regard  the  act  of  the 
Town  Watch  Committee  as  the  act  of  the 
Council  If  on  that  ground  alone,  I  could 
not  accept  my  hon.  Friend's  propisal ; 
but  1  have  also  in  my  mind  the  decision 
ari'ived  at  on  this  matter  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Scotch  Bill,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  well  to  follow  more  nearly  the 
analogy  there  established  than  to  accept 
the  proposition  of  the  Homo  Secretary. 
In  Scotland  the  Sheriff,  who  is  a  legal 
officer  of  srreat  experience,  is  the  person 
who  would  decide  these  appeals.  The 
best  analogy  we  can  find  in  England  is  the 
County  Court  Judge,  who  holds  in  some 
respects  a  similar  position  to  that  of  the 
Scutch  Sheriff.  I  think  it  would  be 
l)etter  to  give  the  right  of  appeal,  which 
is  a  valuable  right  to  the  Judge  of  the 
County  Court,  than  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
would,  therefore,  ask  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, who  knows  that  I  have  done  raj 
bi'st  to  support  this  Hill,  whether  he  will 
not  allow  the  appeal  in  England  to  be 
made  to  the  County  Court  Judge. 

(9.28.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  am 
sorry  to  differ  in  toto  from  the  right  lion, 
tii'nticnian  the  Member  foi'  South  Edin- 
burgh. I  think  the  proposal  of  the 
Home  Secretary  is  very  much  better 
than  that  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 
that  matters  of  this  kind  ahoald  be  ez- 
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clnsively  decided  by  a  lawyer,  because, 
while  having  regard  to  the  law,  we 
ought  to  have  some  consideration  for 
■equity  and  justice.  It  strikes  me  thnt 
the  Gonrt  of  Quarter  Sessions  would 
combine  the  judicial  and  equitable  quali- 
ties, and  that  the  nature  of  its  cii)eri- 
«ncc  specially  qualifies  it  for  dealing 
with  these  questions.  Therefore  I  hold 
it  to  be  the  best  tribunal  we  can  liave. 

•Mu.  J.  C.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields) :  I  most  saj'  that  I  heartily 
concur  with  the  suggestion  that  the 
County  Court  Judge  sliould  be  consti- 
tuted the  Court  of  Appeal.  The  case  of 
the  pilots  is,  I  think,  analogous  to  the 
present  question.  By  an  Act  passed  last 
Session,  pilots  who  had  paid  into  the 
pilotage  fund.s  and  who  were  entitled  to 
a  pension,  were  given  an  apjieal  to  the 
County  Court  Judge  in  England,  and  to 
the  Sheriff  in  Scotland,  against  any  de- 
cision of  the  Pilotage  Authority.  I  agree 
with  what  is  now  proposed,  and  will 
support  the  leaving  out  of  the.se  words 
in  order  to  leave  room  for  the  insertion 
•of  the  words  "  County  Court  Judge." 

(9.31.)  Dr.  CLARK:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Home  Secretary,  would 
save  time  if  he  would  ivgree  to  tlie  in.ser- 
tion  of  the  words  "  the  County  Court 
Judge."  If  you  only  allow  an  appeal  to 
Quarter  Sessions  you  will  have  the 
Magistrates  first  sitting  as  a  Police  Com- 
mittee, and  then  sitting  to  hear  the 
appeals  of  the  police  against  the  decisions 
of  the  Committee.  I  know  the  Police 
Committees  are  not  composed  wholly  of 
fiiagistnites,  but  partly  so.  Still,  I  think 
the  police  have  a  right  to  have  their 
cases  heard  by  an  altogether  unbiased 
authority.  We  are  pn-ssing  an  Act  to 
give  certain  rights  and  privileges,  and 
when  those  rights  and  privileges  are 
denied  to  a  man,  either  by  a  Watch 
Committee  in  a  borough,  or  by  a  Joint 
Committee  in  a  county,  he  ought  to 
have  an  appeal  to  a  judge  whose  decision 
ought  to  be  final.  I  am  sorry  that  you 
have  not  in  this  country  a  judge 
equivalent  to  our  Sheriff,  but  the  nearest 
approach  to  it  is  the  County  Court  Judge, 
and  I  think  that  the  appeal  ought  to  be 
to  him.  I  think  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man, the  Home  Secretary,  should 
I  accept  the  Amendment,  seeing  that  he 
himself  has  admitted  that  there  is  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  for  it. 


(9.35. )  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON : 
I  am  in  favour  of  the  appeal  in  Scotland 
Ij-ing  with  the  Sheriff,  us  I  think  that 
is  an  admirable  form  of  appeal ;  but  I 
am  afraid  that  the  reasons  that  consti- 
tute that  a  specially  appropriate  Court 
of  Appeal  do  not  apply  to  the  County 
Court  Judge.  In  Scotland  the  Sheriff 
is  a  trained  hiwyer,  and  in  the  general 
case  a  good  lawyer ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  is  not  merely  on  account  of  his 
being  a  trained  Judge  in  an  Appeal 
Court  that  he  is  an  approjjriate  arbi- 
trator on  questions  arising  under  this 
clause.  The  Sheriff  in  Scotland  is  not 
only  a  lawyer  who  holds  Courts  of  Ap- 
peal, but  he  also  is  an  administrative 
oflBcer  in  the  county,  and  is  brought 
into  daily  contact  and  special  relations 
with  the  police.  The  Sheriff  in  the 
county  in  Scotland  is  responsible  for  the 
j)eaoe  of  the  county.  He  has  the  use  of 
the  polica  for  the  suppression  of  disorder 
and  the  preservation  of  the  police.  He 
is  a  member  of  every  Police  Committee 
in  the  county,  and  there  are  various 
other  points  of  contact  between  him 
and  the  police.  As  an  administrative 
officer  he  brings,  in  corroboration  of  his 
qualifications,  the  judiciary  powers  of 
deciding,  which  he  has  gained  by  ex- 
perience. I  would  warn  the  House 
against  accepting  the  County  Court 
Judge  in  England  as  an  analogy  for  the 
Sheriff  in  Scotland. 

(9.38.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.)  :  I  thought  the  Home  Secretary  was 
going  to  agi'ce  to  the  Amendment,  from 
hi.s  speech  ;  but  he  hns  not  done  so. 
The  Court  of  Quarter  Ses.sions  would  be 
an  admirable  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland, 
as  the  County  Court  Judge  there  is  the 
Chairman  of  that  body.  But  it  has  been 
explained  to  me  that  the  Court  of 
(Quarter  Sessions  in  England  consists  of 
nobody  but  the  Magistrates,  and  it  seems 
to  rae  that  that  would  be  a  most  dreadful 
tribunal  to  hear  these  appeals.  There 
are  very  few  police  in  English  counties 
— England  in  this  respect  being  exactly 
the  reverse  of  Ireland — and  there  are  a 
great  many  police  in  the  towns ;  and  if 
the  Magistrates  were  to  have  the  control 
of  the  jx)lico,  it  would  be  a  most  serious 
blow  to  the  Municipalities.  It  seems  to 
me  that,  if  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  adopted,  the  police  will  not 
know  who  are  to  be  their  masters — 
whether  the  Municipality  or  the  Magis- 
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trates  ;  bnt  if  you  adopt  the  advice  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Eklinbnrgh,  and  leave  the  whole 
question  of  pensions,  when  there  is  a 
dispute,  to  a  judicial  mind  like  that  of  a 
County  Court  Judge,  you  will  give  the 
police  fixity  of  tenure  and  judicial  secu- 
rity for  payment  of  what  is  due  to  them. 
I  would  jx)int  out  that,  in  a  letter  to  the 
Times,  a  Lord  Lieutenant  of  a  county 
not  long  ago  insinuated  that  those 
Magistrates  who  speak  against  the 
Government  in  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  resign.  Well,  it  would  appear 
from  that  that  Lord  Lieutenants  might 
insist  on  Magistrates  resigning  in  certain 
cases  if  they  did  not  give  pensions  to  the 
police. 

•(9.42)  Cam^ais  VERNEY:  I  must 
condemn  tlie  tone  of  the  speech  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  apparently  has  no 
practical  knowledge  of  this  subject,  or 
how  Quarter  Sessions  in  country  districts 
are  conducted.  If  the  appeal  is  to  the 
County  Court  Judge,  the  policeman  will 
Bay  he  has  a  legal  claim,  and  the  County 
Court  Judge  will  simply  decide  the 
point  of  law  bronght  before  him.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  there  will  be  consider- 
able jealoufsy  on  the  jiart  of  the  Borough 
Councils  if  the  County  Magistrates  are 
allowed  to  override  them  in  regard  to 
police  pensions.  That  argument  which 
was  used  by  an  hon.  Member  below  the 
g^ngwa}-  is  a  powerful  one,  and  is  a 
valuable  contribution  to  the  Debate. 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness,  that  tlie  Joint  Committees 
are  partly  composed  of  County  ilagis- 
trates,  was  also  a  strong  one  against  the 
proix)S«»l  of  the  Goveriiment.  As  Chair- 
man of  tlu'  Quarter  Sessioni  in  Anglesea, 
and  also  raemtjer  of  the  Joint  Committee, 
I  should  have  to  decide  in  the  one 
aipacitj'  upon  my  action  in  the  other. 
In  the  rural  districts  the  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  as  a  rule,  sits  with,  per- 
haps, not  more  than  one  other  Magistrate. 
I  think  the  appeal  should  lie  with  the 
County  Court  Judge,  as  he  is  the  one 
man  in  the  county  who  is  accustomed 
to  decide  claims  for  pay.  Surely  he 
would  be  fitted  to  decide  the  questions 
of  law  arising  under  these  clauses. 

(9.47.)  Mb.  MACLURE  (Lancashire, 
S.E.,  Stretford) :  I  shall  most  emphatic- 
ally support  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions.  If  the  appeal  is  to  tho  Court 
of  Quarter  Sessions  the  County  Com- 
Colonel  Nolan 


mittee  can  be  excluded,  and  then  thera 
will  be  a  Court  in  which  the  constables 
will  have  confidence. 

(9.49.)  Mr.  LEAKE  (Lincashirev 
S.E.,  Radcliffe) :  I  think  that,  so  far  as 
tho  Boroughs  are  concerned,  the  Govern- 
will  be  wise  in  leaving  the  arbitrament 
to  the  County  Court  Judge. 

(9.50.)  Me.  SHAW  LEFEVTIE: 
Under  the  clause  as  it  stands,  no  matter 
within  the  discretion  of  the  Police 
Authority  will  have  to  be  determined 
by  the  Court  of  Appeal.  The  only  ques- 
tion will  be  one  of  law,  and  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  proper  tribunal,  therefore, 
will  be  the  County  Court  Judge,  and 
not  the  Quarter  Sessions  Court.  The 
case  for  decision  wiU  really  be  in  the 
nature  of  a  civU  action. 

(9.51.)  Mk.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  The  appeal  is  to  be  to  the 
County  Justices. 

Mr.  iLATTHEWS  :  No ;  to  th» 
Recorder  of  the  Borough. 

Mb.  STOREY:  Theri-  are  no  Re- 
corders. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  I  think  tho 
Home  Secretary  does  not  know  his  Bill. 
There  is  no  Recorder  mentioned  in  tho 
Bill.  So  that  really  there  will  be  an 
afipeal  from  the  Borough  to  the  County 
Magistrates.  Undoubtedly  there  is 
strong  jealousy  on  the  part  of  the 
Boroughs  against  the  County  Magis- 
trates, and  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  insert  some  words 
giving  an  appeal  from  the  Borough 
Police  to  the  Recorder  of  the  Borough 
or  the  County  Court  Judge. 

•(9.32.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
OK  STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuakt  Wobtlet,  ShefiBeld, 
Hallamj  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
observed  that  the  Court  of  Qnarter 
Sessions,  having  jurisdiction  in  the 
Borough,  is  already  in  the  Bill,  and 
that  Recorders  preside  in  all  large 
Boroughs  over  the  Courts  of  Quarter 
Sessions.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opf.osito  committed  himself  to  the  opinion 
that  they  were  really  civil  matters  and 
questions  of  law.  They  are  not  civil 
matters,  but  criminal  matters,  and 
matters  of  fact  These  are  very  proper 
to  be  decided  in  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  and  are  utterly  remote  from 
those  tried  by  the  County  Court  Judges. 
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(9.53.)  The  House  dmded  :—  Ayes 
107;  Noes  CO.— (Div.  List,  No.  227.) 

(10.3.)  Dr.  CLARK:  Perhaps  the 
Home  Secretary  might  agree  to  make  the 
matter  optional.  I  beg  to  move  au 
Amendment  to  tliat  effect.  In  the  case 
of  ft  County,  one-half  the  Police  Com- 
mittee consists  of  Magistrates,  and  there- 
fore in  appealing  to  the  Justices,  the 
constable  would  have,  we  will  say,  to 
appeal  from  Philip  drunk  to  Philip 
sober.  1  think  he  ought  to  have  the 
right  to  appeal  to  someone  who  has  not 
given  a  decision  already. 

Ameadraent  proposed,  in  jJage  8,  line 
20,  after  the  word  "  sessions,"  to  insert 
the  wi>rd,s  "  or  to  the  County  Court 
Judge."— (Z)r.  Clark.) 

Qneation  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(10.6.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  tiikc  it 
for  granted  that  Magistrates  who  are  r>n 
the  Joint  Committee  will  be  absolutely 
disqualified  from  sitting  in  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  on  the  hearing  df  an 
appeal  against  their  decision.  This  i.s 
the  rule  in  all  appeals  from  Petty  Sel^8ion8 
to  Quarter  Sessions.  No  Justice  whose 
[decision  is  appealed  against  does  sit  in 
Quarter  Sessions  on  the  hearing  of  the 
appeal,  and  if  one  did  so,  the  decision  of 
the  Quarter  Sessions  would  be  invalid. 
The  ijuestions  which  will  arise  on  apjwal 
are  all  criminal  questions  or  questions  of 
fact.  County  Court  Judges  know  no 
more,  and,  indeed,  not  as  much,  about 
■what  a  |)oliee  constable  ought  to  do  as 
members  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  Court. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite 
{Captain  Verney)  says  his  knowledge  of 
Quarter  Sessions  d»tes  back  30  years.  I 
may  say  I  practised  in  Quarter  Sessions 
when  the  hoiu  and  gallant  Gentleman 
was  still  rolling  on  the  briny  ocean. 
Quarter  Sessions  deal  with  Licensing 
Appeals,  and  with  appeals  on  other 
matters,  and  they  are  quite  competent  to 
act  iu  this  way. 

(10.10.)  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Ma.  MATTHEWS  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment was  suggested  by  my  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Leek  Divi- 
sion of  Staffordshire  (Mr.  H.  T.  Daven- 
port). It  is  meant  to  meet  the  case  of 
a  Borough  like  Lichfield,  which  has  a 
Court  I  if  Quarter  Sessions,  a  Recorder, 
and  a  Police  Force  of  its  own.     We  want 


to  provide  that  a  constable  of  a  County 
shall  appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions  of 
the  County,  and  a  constable  of  a  Borough 
havinga  Quarter  Sessions,  to  such  Quarter 
Sessions. 

Amendment  proposed  in  Clause  1 1, 
page's, line  20,  leave  out  from  "  having," 
to  "serving,"  in  line  21,  inclusive,  and 
insert — 

"  For  the  county  within  which  the  constable 
lost  served  ;  or  if  tbu  coDstable  last  sarved  in 
thu  police  force  of  a  boroaj^h  having  a  eepa- 
rite  pob'ce  force  and  a  separate  court  of 
qnarter  sessions,  then  to  the  next  practicable 
court  of  quarter  sessions  fur  that  borough.'' — 
(iir.Mallhews). 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  STOREY:  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
GentlemaTi  will  tell  us  what  he  proposes 
in  the  case  of  a  large  number  of  Boroughs 
that  have  a  Borough  Bench  but  no  Court 
of  Quarter  Sessions. 

•Mr;.  MATTHEWS :  They  must  go  to 
the  County. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  I  will  not  trespass  on 
the  House  now  because  I  have  given 
notice  that  immediately  these  words  are 
struck  out  1  shall  move  a  consequential 
Amendment  to  coverthe  case  of  Boroughs 
with  a  Bench  of  Magistrates. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(10.1.5.)  Mr.  STOREY:  The  clause 
as  it  now  stands  pi-ovides  that  in  a  County 
the  appeal  shall  be  to  a  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  and  that  in  a  Borough,  with  a 
8e[>arate  Police  Force  and  asepanvte  Court 
of  Quarter  Sessions,  the  appeal  shall  be  to 
the  Quarter  Sessions  of  that  Borough. 
I  do  nut  contest  the  fairness  of  that  pro- 
vision, but  I  put  to  the  Government  the 
ca.se,  not  of  one,  but  of  many  towns,  large 
and  small  A  very  considerable  number 
of  Boroughs  have  Borough  Benches  of 
their  cwii,  and  Police  Forces  of  their 
own,  and  they  do  not  want  to  have  to 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions. 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  must  be  aware 
that  there  is  a  long  standing  fend 
between  the  Magistrates  of  the  Boroughs 
und  the  Magistrates  of  the  Counties. 
[Cries  u/""  No.  no."]  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  says 
"  No,"  but  ho  cannot  know  much  about 
it.      ["Why  not?"]      Because  he   baa 
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never  had  much  practical  acquaintance 
with  Boroughs.  [Mr.  Howard  Vincent : 
"  I  am  a  Borough  Member."]  I  know 
he  has  been  a  Borough  Member  fur  a 
limited  number  of  yewrs,  but  what  does 
he  know  about  the  management  of 
Boroughs?  Wiion  I  said  a  fend,  1  did 
not  mean  a  personal  feud.  The  County 
Magistrates  u.sed  to  claim  jurisdiction  in 
the  Borough,  and  they  used  to  sit  with 
the  Borough  Magistrates  aud  attempt  to 
adjudicate  with  them.  In  the  end,  the 
Borough  Magistrates  apjx-aled  to  the 
Superior  Courts  in  order  to  be  delivered 
from  that  stite  of  things,.and  a  working 
arrangement  wa.s  made  under  which  the 
Borough  Magistmtos  sat  for  five  days  in 
the  week,  aud  the  County  Afagistrates 
came  in  on  the  Saturday  and  took  County 
cases.  In  the  Boroughs  wo  are  strongly 
of  opinion  that,  as  we  manage  our  own 
aSairs  municipally,  we  ought  to  do  .so 
judicially  What  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  in  the  Bill  which  lie 
says  he  understands,  and  which  he  says 
I  do  not?  He  proposes  that  if  in  such 
largo  towns  as  South  Shields,  Stockton, 
Sunderland,  and  Gateshead,  we  have  a 
dispute  with  a  policeman  as  to  his  pen- 
sion, we  shall  ])ass  over  the  Borough 
Bench  and  go  to  the  County  Magistrates 
at  Durhiun.  The  Municipalities  object 
to  such  an  arrangement,  and  therefore  1 
beg  to  propose  to  add  to  the  clause  the 
words,  "  or  if  in  a  Borough  with  a 
Borough  Bench  but  not  a  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  for  tlie  Borough,  then 
to  the  Borough  Bench." 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  hist  Amsndment,  to  insert  the 
words — 

"Or  if  in  [a  borongb  willi  a  boroogli  bench 
but  not  a  court  of  quurter  neasiona  for  the 
boroDgh,  then  to  the  borongb  bench." — {Mr. 
Utoreij.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(10.23.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am 
sorry  that  I  cannot  agree  to  any  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Amendments.  1  do  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  has  thouglit 
out  what  he  has  proposed.  This  is  a 
question  of  appeal,  not  a  matter  of  legal 
right ;  and  such  appeal  must  go  to  a 
Court.  A  Borough  Bench  is  not  a 
Court;  they  have  no  jurisdiction,  either 
by  common  law  or  statute ;  they  have  ' 
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of  business.  They  have  no  corjiomte  or 
collective  existence  at  nil ;  they  are  a 
mere  congeries  of  atoms.  Therefore,  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  is  one 
which  is  simply  impossible  in  law  and 
impnicticuble  in  fuct. 

(10.25.)  Sir  H.  DAVEY  (Stockton)  r 
I  really  do  not  feel  much  impressed  by 
the  legal  argument  of  the  r^ht  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  is  quite  true  that  a 
Bench  of  Boroucrh  Magistrates  may  not 
have  the  jurisdiction  of  a  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  but  we  are  now  de- 
buting a  new  statutory  jurisdiction,  and 
I  cannot  see  why,  when  we  are  creating 
a  new  statutory  jurisdiction  de  novo,  we 
should  not  give  it  to  the  Bench  of 
Borough  Magistrates  meeting  in  their 
usual  place.  This  is  not  old  business, 
which  has  hitherto  been  transacted  by 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions;  it  is  new 
business  altogether ;  it  is  more  in  the 
nature  of  arbiti-ation  than  anything  else  : 
it  is  the  appeal  of  a  policeman  against 
the  depreciation  of  his  pension.  It  i» 
quite  true  that  words  may  be  reqnisite- 
to  explain  and  guard  the  Amendment, 
but  Bs  to  the  legal  impossibility,  I  must 
say  that  I  am  not  impressed  by  the 
arguments  of  the  Home  Secretsiry. 

(10.27.)  Mb.  ADUISOX  (Ashton- 
under-Lyne) :  1  realty  am  quite  as- 
tonished at  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  *  the  Member  for 
Stockton  (Sir  H.  Davey).  All  who  are- 
acquainted  with  Quarter  Sessions  know 
that  they  are  a  Court  of  Record,  cog- 
nizant of  such  matters  as  those  into- 
which  we  are  now  inquiring,  wherea* 
the  Borough  Mngistrate^i  are  not  a 
Court  at  all  in  the  legal  sense  of  the 
word.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
speaks  of  a  conte.st  between  Borough 
and  Country  Magistrates.  1  am  well 
acquainted  with  Tiivnciushire,  and  to  say 
that  there  is  anj'  contest  between  the 
Borough  Magistrates  aud  tlie  County 
Magistrates  in  that  County,  whei*e  there- 
are  Jminy  Borough  Magistrates,  is  a  mer» 
tiction. 

•(10.29.)  Mk.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire, 
Northwich)  :  I  am  amazed  to  hear  the 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  say  that 
there  is  no  jealousy  between  the  Borough 
and  the  County  Magistrates  inLiincii-shire, 
At  every  Quarter  Sessions  complaints, 
are  heard  on  the  part  of  the  Borough 
Magistrates    of   Manchester  and   Liver- 
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by  the  County  itagistrates.  I  tinsfc  tlio 
Secretnry  of  State  will  inform  himst-lf 
on  tliia  point  I  can  assure  him  that 
if  he  does  not  listen  with  favour  ami 
considemtion  to  the  appeal  on  Ix-'half 
of  the  Borough  Mngistrates,  he 
will  give  a  greiit  deal  of  pain  to 
a  great  many  worthy  supporters 
of  the  party  of  which  lie  ia 
a  dL<tinguisheil  ornament.  We  have 
heard  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (_Mr.  Addison)  that  Borough 
Magistrates  are  not  a  Court.  Well,  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Storey),  who  has  been  aecused  of 
ignorance,  is  well  awaiv  of  that;  it  is  a 
fact  we  have  known  for  a  long'  time  ;  a 
fact  which  wo  dislike  and  which  troubles 
us.  We  consider  that  Burongh  Mflgis- 
trntes,  being  such  as  we  know  them  to 
be,  are  quite  as  capable  of  forming  an 
opinion  as  Magistnites  appointed  by 
Lords  Lieutenant  of  Counties.  I  trust 
yet  that  the  Home  Secretary  will  see  fit 
to  add  these  words  which,  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockton  (Sir 
Horace  Uavey),  have  been  declared  to  be 
necessary.  I  do  not  pretend  to  give  a 
legal  opinion,  but  it  does  not  seem  to  me 
to  be  necessary  that  Borough  Magistrates 
should  be  constituted  a  Court  with  full 
legal  |>ower8  in  order  to  act  as  a  Court 
of  Arbitration  between  policemen  and 
those  who  govern  them.  However  much 
we  may  be  impressed  by  what  the  Home 
Secretary  tells  us ;  however  much  he 
tells  us  of  tho  diflBcuIty  of  making 
Borongh  Magistrates  into  a  Court,  it  does 
not  seem  to  me  to  be  necessary,  and  1 
trust  hon.  Members  opjX)site  who  repre- 
sent borough  constituencies,  and  there 
are  a  good  many  of  thorn,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  will  support  our  pro[)08al. 

•(10.31.)  Sir  A.  ROLLIT:  Hitherto 
I  have  supported  tho  Government  as 
to  tho  appeal  tribunal,  but  I  hope 
some  concession  will  be  made  to 
the  strong  feeling  that  undoubtedly 
exists  in  Boroughs.  I  wish  to  avoid 
exaggerating  that  feeling,  but  un- 
doubtedly there  dues  exist  some 
jealousy  between  Boroughs  and  Counties 
in  respect  to  the  distinctions  in  jurisdic- 
tion between  the  Magistrates  in  either, 
for  example,  with  reference  to  hearing 
licensing  appeals  ;  a  feeling,  I  think,  it 
woulil  be  well  to  get  rid  of.  I  confess 
there  is  a  difficulty  as  to  the  Amendment, 
which  is  crudely  worded,  but  it  is  of  a 


technical  and  legal  character.  Tho 
Borough  Magistrates  exercise  jurisdic- 
tion under  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Acta,  and  a  slight  addition  to  their  power 
would  enable  them  to  act  in  cases  such 
as  is  here  proposed.  From  the  point  of 
view  of  the  policeman,  it  should  be 
observed  that  he  is  dependent  on  tlie 
pension  fur  his  subsistence,  and  it  is  im- 
portant to  him  to  have  a  sf^edily  and 
easily  accessible  tribunal  t<i  which  ho  can 
go  w  i  thou  t  es  penso.  The  Borough  Magis- 
trates present  such  a  tribunal  in 
Boroughs,  and  I  cannot  doubt  that  they 
would  deal  out  substantial  justice.  I 
was  mncli  impressed  by  what  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Kilinburgh,  but  even  then  I  supported 
the  Government,  believing  that  on  the 
whole  they  had  proposed  the  best 
tribunal;  but  I  do  hope  that  the  Govorn- 
uient  will  sec  their  way  to  making  this 
Concession. 

•(10..33.)  Mr.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk, 
■kc.) :  Speaking  as  a  Magistrate  of  Liver- 
pool, I  hope  tho  Government  will  make 
this  concession.  In  Liverpool,  as  we 
know,  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Recorder, 
but  there  are  two  adjacent  Boroughs 
where  there  is  no  Recorder,  and  where 
tho  appeal  will  be  to  tjuarter  Sessions: 
I  mean  Bootle,  and,  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Mersey,  Birkenhead.  In  these  two 
Boroughs,  practically  running  into  Liver- 
pool, the  distinction  will  create  some 
feeling  it  is  desirable  to  avoid.  Without 
going  so  far  as  to  say  there  is  ill-feeling 
between  County  and  Borongh  Magistrates 
in  Lancashire,  I  may  say  the  distinction 
is  felt ;  and  whatever  feeling  there  is 
should  be  removed,  and  at  least  should 
not  be  added  to  by  increasing  the  points 
Iff  distinction  in  jurisdiction.  The  dis- 
tinctions are  very  prominently  brought 
out  when  of  members  of  the  same  family 
some  are  Magistrates  in  Boroughs  and 
others  in  Counties. 

(10.35.)  Toe  SOLICITOR  GENERAL 
(Sir  E.  Clarki;,  Plymouth) :  I  think  my 
hon.  Friend  who  spoke  from  this  side, 
and  others,  do  not  really  see  what  the 
question  is.  If  there  is  to  be  an  appeal 
at  all,  it  must  he  to  a  court  or  definite 
body  with  power  to  deal  with  the  matter 
in  question.  It  is  perfectly  intelligible 
that  an  appeal  should  bo  to  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  but  in  a  btDrough  which 
has  no  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  the 
Borough  Justices  do  not  form  any  court 
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at  all,  and  have  no  means  of  forming  a 
court.  There  is  no  court  to  which  an 
appeal  could  be  taken,  and  it  would  take 
an  Act  of  Parliament  to  form  Borough 
Miigistrates  into  a  sjiecific  court  in  order 
to  deal  with  this  mitter.  In  such  cases 
I  submit  it  is  only  rerusonable  that  the 
appeal  should  be  to  the  Quarter  Sessions 
of  the  County. 

(10.37.)  Mis.  GOURLEY  (Sunder- 
land) :  But  under  an  Act  of  Parliament 
Borough  Magistrates  have  been  consti- 
tuted a  court  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  wrecks  in  certain  cases.  Surely 
there  would  be  little  difficulty  in  con- 
stituting a  certain  number  of  Magistrates 
into  a  Court  to  deal  with  these  pension 
cases? 

(10.38.)  Dk.  CLARK  :  Under  the 
Mei-chaut  Shipping  Act  Amendment  Act 
they  are  constituted  a  court  with  assessma 
under  the  Board  of  Triwle. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE:  Under  special  Act. 

Dr.  CLARK  ;  Yes  ;  but  the  view  pre- 
sented to  us  is  that  they  are  a  hetero- 
geneous body,  having;  no  jurisdiction  as 
a  court.  Wliy,  they  try  and  send  persons 
to  prison  ;  they  have  variou.s  function.s  ; 
they  have  clerk  and  officers  ;  they  have, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  been  constituted  n 
court  under  the  Board  of  Trade.  Your 
description  is  a  cirieature  of  their 
position.  The  House  of  Commons  i.s,  in 
theory,  the  secondary  chamber  to  the 
Lords,  but  time  has  increased  the  power 
of  the  one  and  diminished  the  power  of 
the  other ;  and  so,  also,  with  those  two 
classes  of  Magistrates.  It  is  merely  a 
technical,  not  a  real  difficulty  that  is 
raised.  Borough  Miigi.strates  are,  in 
fact,  a  fully  competent  court  to  deal 
with  such  cases  as  an  Act  of  Parliament 
may  entrust  them  with. 

00.41.)  The  Uouse  divided  :— Ayes 
74';  Noes  llC— (Div.  List,  No.  228.) 

•(10.50.)  Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  rise  to  move  the  omission  of  Clause  13. 
It  is  a  matter  of  great  importance  to 
pensioners,  and  it  will  be  observed  tiiat 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Islington  has  notice  of  an  Amendment 
to  a  like  effect.  It  is  a  subject  I  raised  in 
the  Standing  Committee,  but  it  is  of  such 
importance  that  I  venture  to  invite  there- 
on the  judgment  of  the  House.  Clause  13 
provides  that  a  constable's  pension  may 
be  suspended  if  he  takes  employment  in 
another  ]X)licc  force,  and  that  if  a  con- 
Sir  E.  Clarke 


stable  takes  employment  paid  for  by 
Government,  or  out  of  a  county  or 
borough  rate,  he  shall  not  receive  more 
pension  than  shall,  together  with  the 
pay  of  his  employment,  amount  to  ono- 
and-a-half  times  his  police  full  pay. 
Clause  8  has  dealt  with  oJIences  for 
which  a  pensioner  shall  forfeit  his 
pension,  and  this  clause  prevents  him 
from  following  certain  cccupations.  This, 
I  think,  is  mast  unfair  and  undesirable. 
If  a  man  has  served  2.>  years  inthe  Force 
he  has  fairly  earned  his  pension,  and  if 
fny  County  Council  or  Town  CouncU 
or  any  Local  Authority  chooses  to 
employ  him  in  any  light  occuf>ation,  so 
much  the  better  for  him  ;  but  1  see  no 
ground  on  that  account  why  lie  should 
forfeit  his  pension.  We  give  by  this 
Bill,  as  the  Home  Secretary  has  said,  a 
policeman  an  absolute  legal  right  to  a 
pension  ;  but  I  may  point  out  that  the 
second  part  of  the  section — there  is  not 
perhaps  so  strong  an  objection  to  the 
first  part — the  second  part  would  abso- 
lutely prevent  a  pensioner  from  even 
taking  charge  of  an  em])ty  house  belong- 
ing lotho  County  Council,  becausefor  that 
duty  he  would  he  paid  out  of  a  Ixirougb 
or  county  rate  or  fund.  I  hojw  I  may 
have  such  support  as  may  induce  the 
Government  to  consent  to  the  omission 
of  the  clause.  It  is  of  vital  imiwrtance 
to  pensioners.  It  puts  a  restraint  uiX)n 
industry,  and  a  premium  upon  idleness, 
I  may  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy,  who  takes  such  an  active 
interest  in  this  Bill.  He,  I  am  quite 
sure,  would  not  wish  th'it  a  disqualifi- 
cation of  the  kind  should  attach  to  ac- 
ceptance of  a  pension.  I  take  his  own 
case.  He  is  in  receipt  of  a  pension  for 
services  rendered 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  No. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  No- 
well,  then,  it  is  an  annuity.  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  called  it  an  annuity 
in  the  Grand  CommitU^e.  But  he,  I 
am  sure,  would  lulmit  the  injustice  of 
attaching  to  the  receipt  of  this  super- 
annuation allowance  a  disqualification 
against  the  employment  of  his  abilities  in 
otiier  directions. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pages  8  and 
9,  to  leave  out  Clause  13. — (^l/r.  Howard 
Vincent.) 

Question  pi-oposeil,  "  That  ClauEO  13 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 


Polics  {  Atjocst 

(10.53.)    Sir    G.     CAMPBELL;  As 
the  hon.  Member  ha-s  appealed  to  me,  I 


say  Rt  once  that  not  only, can,  I  not 
supixirt  hira,  but  I  can  lutrdly  tliink  he 
is  serious  in  his  pniposal.  Ho  proposes 
that  a  man  Iiaving  served  in  a  Police 
Force  and  teing  discharged  with  a 
pension,  shall  bo  allowed  to  go  to  the 
next  town  or  county  and  there  take  ser- 
vice in  another  Local  Force  and  continue 
to  draw  both  pay  and  pension.  That 
seems  to  me  o  preposterous  proposiil,  and 
I  do  not  think  tliat  the  hon.  Member  can 
seriously  mean  to  make  it.  The  hon. 
Memlxir  cites,  by  way  of  illustration,  the 
taking  care  of  an  empty  house  for  a 
County  Council,  but  this  is  not  a  ciisj  in 
point,  because  it  will  bo  noticed  that  the 
provi-so  is  tliatpay  and  jwnsion  combined 
shall  not  be  more  than  one  and  a-half 
times  his  full  police  pBy.  This  pro- 
hibition against  employment  in  other 
branches  of  the  Civil  Service  while 
drawing  a  Civil  pension  is  a  principle 
generally  aj)plied.  If  I  may  make  a 
personal  reference,  I  may  tell  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  do  not  draw  a  pension, 
and  thiit  I  servi'd  so  louj-C  that  1  consider 
that  I  entirely  paid  for  my  annuity,  and 
that  I  receive  no  contribution  from  the 
Government  at  all.  That  being  so,  I 
consider  myself  free  to  accept  any  em- 
ployment that  maj'  bo  offered. 

•(10.54.)  Sir  A.  ROLLIT  :  The  pro- 
posal appears  to  me  to  bo  not  only  a 
serious  one,  but  one  ti  bj  seriously  sup- 
ported. There  is  pmhubly  no  stronger 
feeling  among  the  police  ia  reference  to 
this  Bill  than  that  in  favour  of  the 
omission  of  the  clause  before  the  House. 
The  Hill  proposes  that  the  men  shall  have 
an  absolute  right  to  the  pension  on  cer- 
tain conditions,  and  the  contract  with 
them  is  for,  say,  plus,  a  jiensiou  at  the 
end  of  a  certain  jxriod  of  approved 
service.  If  the  men  fulfil  those  condi- 
tions, I  cannot  see  why  any  liitiifci- 
tion  should  be  put  uj>on  their  future 
employment.  The  case  of  the  Army  is 
analajjous.  In  the  Army  the  soldiers 
have  pensions,  and  when  they  are  dis- 
charged every  one  most  earnestly  and 
properly  desires  that  they  should  find  good 


emploj'ment.  Both  the  present  and  the 
late  Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  draw  jjeusions  from  the 
Army,  and  do  or  did  most  meritorious 
service  in  the  police  at  the  same  time. 
To  proscribe  a  policeman  able  to  work, 
and  offered  the  opportunity  for  employ- 
ment ia  justified  by  no  reason  whatever. 
His  litnesa  to  engage  in  his  new  employ- 
ment is  entirely  a  question  for  those  who 
engage  him  ;  and  having  performed  his 
part  of  the  contract  of  service  in  the 
force  he  i.s  entitled  to  the  pension  and 
the  right  to  the  profitable  employment 
of  hi.s  remaining  time.  In  the  interest 
of  the  force,  and  iu  the  interest  of  the 
public,  because  it  will  be  an  additional 
encounvgement  to  efficient  service,  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  \vill  press  the 
Araundmcnt,  with  the  result  that  it  -will 
ultimately  be  accepted. 

(10.5(3.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  I  sup- 
ported  the  Amendment  of  the  hoi). 
Member  for  SheHJeld  in  Committee,  and 
I  think  it  is  founded  on  common  sense. 
I  do  not  think  a  man  should  get  a  pen- 
sion so  long  88  he  is  litfor  his  work ;  and 
I  think  two  or  three  millions  would  be 
saved  in  Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Service 
pensions  if  this  principle  were  acted 
upin.  If  a  man  is  fit  for  the  work  on 
which  he  is  engaged,  whj'  drive  or  coax 
him  out  of  the  service  with  a  pension? 
This  was  the  [loint  I  maintained  in  the 
discussion  on  the  Army  Pension  BiU, 
and  1  8[>oke  for  an  hour  upon  it;  but  when 
once  you  have  got  rid  of  a  man  with  a 
pension,  let  hira  be  free  to  employ  his 
time  and  industry  as  best  he  can.  I 
therefore  support  the  Amendment. 

(10.57.)  Mu.  MATTHEWS:  The  logic 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is 
difficult  to  follow.  He  is  prei>ared  to 
grant  a  pension  to  a,  man  when  he  is 
disabled  for  further  work,  but  this  clause 
deals  with  the  case  of  a  man  who  shows 
that  he  is  not  disabled,  having  under- 
taken similar  work.  He  leaves  the  police 
because  he  is  no  longer  able  to  do  the 
work. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  No,  that  is  not  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  He  either  is  dis- 
charged up*:>n  a  medical  certificate,  or  he 
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is  discharged  at  the  end  of  25  years* 
service.  The  hyjKjthesis  upon  which  a 
policeman  receives  a,  pension  ia  either 
that  he  is  medically  nntit,  or  that,  having 

served  25  yuars,  hia  nervt's  are  shattered 
and  Ilia  strength  gone  through  prolonged 
conflict  with  the  criminal  classes.  The 
theory  is  that  the  man's  exertions  in  the 
Public  Service  havo  worn  him  out.  It 
is  upon  that  theory,  and  that  theory 
alone,  that  he  ia  pensioned.  But  if  the 
man  takes  service  in  anotlier  Force  it 
proves  that  theory  to  bo  wrung,  and, 
therefore,  it  is  right  the  pension  should 
be  forfeited.  The  case  of  deferred  pay  is 
altogether  different ;  there  it  is  a  matter 
of  Contract,  and  there  is  an  end  of  it. 
But  that  is  not  the  principle  here,  whi^h 
ia  compensation  to  a  man  for  exhaustion 
of  mental  or  bodily  faculties  worn  out  in 
the  I'ablic  Service. 

•(11.0.)  CAiTAis  VERXEY:  One  ar 
gumont  lias  not  b.^en  ad\iinced,  and  that 
is  the  great  advantage  of  the  public  in 
being  able  to  employ  policemen.  I  shall 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Memter  for  Shertield  ou  that  ground.  I 
think  it  would  be  a  great  misfortune  and 
drawback  not  to  bj  allowed  to  employ 
policemen,  simply  because  thoy  are  in 
receipt  of  ponaiona,  and,  therefore,  I  shall 
indulge  in  the  extremely  novel  sensivtion 
of  supporting  an  Amendment  jiroposed 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 

(11.1.)  Me.  BURDETr  COUTrS 
(Westminatsr) :  I  also  shall  support  the 
Amendment.  I  do  not  see  wliy,  after  a 
man  has  earned  his  pension  by  serving 
the  required  period,  any  restraint  should 
be  placed  on  his  making  the  best  of  the 
energies  he  may  retain.  1  think  the 
police  feel  very  strongly  on  the  point,  iiiu! 
I  certainly  intend  to  8U[)|K)i'tthe  Amend- 
ment. 

(11.3.)  Me.  BARTLEY  (lalington, 
N.) :  I  think  we  ara  going  too  far  in 
this  Bill.  Wo  are  giving  the  police  the 
enormous  advantage  of  obtaining  a 
pension  at  the  age  of  46  years.  It  cer- 
tainly cannot  be  in  the  interest  of  the 
ratepayers  to  allow  a  man  of  46  years  to 
receive  a  pension,  and  then  go  on  in  the 
Service  with  full  pay  as  well.  No  other 
of  policemen.  We  are  making  most 
Mr.  Alal(h«u'» 


class  of  public  s.^rvant — neither  soldier 
nor  sailor — is  allowetl  such  a  privilege, 
and  I  do  no^  think  we  ought  to  hold  out 
such  bribes,  in  order  to  catch  the  votes 
liberal  arrangements  in  the  interest  of 
the  policj,  but  I  do  not  think  wo  shall  be 
justified  in  going  to  this  extreme. 

(11.5.)  Mr.  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  :  I  shall  supjuirt  the 
Amendment.  Representing,  as  I  do,  an 
K.'ist  End  constituency  I  feel  that  I  can- 
not do  otherwise.  1  hold  that,  after  n 
pulioenmn  has  earned  his  pension  by, 
siy,  a  service  of  25  yeurs,  he  has  a  right 
to  be  perfectly  free  to  do  what  ho 
likes. 

(11.7.)  Dr.  CLARK:  Policemen 
are  compelled  to  pay  a  portion  of  their 
wages  to  the  Pension  Fund,  and  if 
they  are  so  unfortunate  as  to  full  sick, 
the  sick  leave  is  deducted  for  the  period 
of  service.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
granting  of  these  pensions  will  jirevent 
agitation  for  higher  wages,  and  tlio  men 
will  not  get  that  increase  of  pay  which 
they  would  have  obtained  if  the  pensions 
wore  not  to  bo  granted.  A  man  of  46 
years,  even  after  25  years'  service,  may 
be  able  to  get  light  employment  in 
various  capacities,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  acting  most  unfairly  towanls  him  to 
prevent  him  doing  S".  I  think  he  has 
an  absiilnte  right  to  his  pension.  He 
has  paid  for  it,  and  if  yon  prevent  hira 
working,  simply  because  he  receives  a 
pL^sion,  I  think  you  will  deprive  him 
cf  a  great  privilege.  I  know  that  in 
Scotland  a  number  i>f  ex-policemen  find 
light  ompliiymeut.  Whatever  may  be  the 
euae  in  London,  we  know  that  in  the 
provinces  very  few  jK)licemen  are  worn  out 
at  Ihe  age  of  46  years,  and  that  moat  of 
tliem  are  quite  fit  for  another  10  years* 
service.  Tlieyare  not  likely  to  retire  on 
a  pension  if  tiiey  are  able  to  continue  in 
the  Force  at  full  pay. 

(11.10.)  Mr.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex, 
Harrow)  :  Two  jioints  have  been  lost 
sight  of  by  the  hon.  Members  who  have 
supported  this  Amendment.  In  the  first 
place  it  is  clear  that  a  police  officer  who 
gets  a  pension  is  not  prevented  from 
taking    any   other   work,   but   he   may 
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■nndiTtake  employment,  the  renmneration 
for  which  does  ntit  exceed  one  and  a  lialf 
times  the  amount  of  his  former  saliiry. 
If  he  should  bo  able  to  get  a  salary  in 
excess  of  that,  the  argument  cnmes  in 
that  he  is  a  man  wlio  ought  not  to  be 
pensioned  at  all.  It  is  said  that  this 
pension  is  an  absolute  right ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  I  venture  to  suggest  tliat 
this  Bill  was  promoted  not  in  the 
intei-csts  of  policemen  alone,  but  in  the 
jiublic  interest.  If  a  man  is  absolutely 
disabled  by  illness  from  work  afti-r  a 
certain  nge,  it  is  presumed  he  is  incapa- 
citated from  taking  other  employment, 
and  certainly  nothing  should  be  done  to 
induce  him  to  hold  oflBce  after  the  time 
fixed  by  law  as  that  at  which  lie  ought 
to  retire.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  men  are 
sometimes  retained  in  oflSco  after  they 
are  unfit  to  serve.  But  who  suffers  fmm 
that?  The  public,  of  course;  and  our 
object  ought  to  ho  to  get  rid  of  n.  man 
immediately  he  is  past  work.  If  you  do 
not  give  liim  an  opfwrtunity  of  biking 
jmblic  employment  in  this  way  you  will 
have  the  Service  retaining  men  beyond 
the  period  at  which  they  are  fit  to  work. 
This  is  really  a  que<:tion  for  the  rate- 
payers. 

(11.12.)  Mr.  HUNTER:  I  hope 
the  Government  will  remain  firm. 
Tliis  is  a  claase  similar  to  one  con- 
tained in  the  Scotch  Bill,  and  upon 
that  clause  the  Scotch  Committee 
■was  perfectly  unanimons.  It  was  felt 
that  men  in  receipt  of  a  pension  at  an 
eai'ly  age  ought  not  to  Ix;  allowed  to  go 
into  the  labour  market  and  compete  with 
those  who  have  not  the  advantage  of 
receiving  a  jiension. 

♦(11.13.)  Mr.  KELLY  :  I  wish  to  ask 
a  question  as  to  what  is  the  present 
practice.  Is  a  man  deprived  of  a  part 
of  his  pension  if  he  chooses  to  work  after 
he  has  earned  it  ?  Surely  it  is  not  so. 
Let  the  House  just  consider  what  it 
would  lie  to  dejjrivit  policemen  of  the 
power  of  euming  further  money.  Could 
a  policeman  live  on  a  jiension  of  £39  a 
year.  I  venture  to  say  he  could  do 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Aberdeen  talked 
about  policemen  who  had  been  pensioned 
going  into  the  labour  market,  and  so, 
with  their  pensions,  lieing  able,  ujmju 
unfair  terms,   to    compote    with    other 


labour.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary,  on  the  other  hand, 
talked  about  policemen  being  utterly 
worii  out  before  they  obtained  their  pen- 
sions, I  think  both  these  views  are 
more  or  less  erroneous.  Now.  I  can 
understand  it  being  contended  tliat  th» 
pensions  have  nothing  of  the  character 
of  deferred  p,<vy  (though  that  seems  to  bo 
a  totftl  mistake,  as  they  are  to  have  2J 
per  cent,  taken  from  their  pay),  that  wo 
pensions  at  all  ought  to  bo  given,  or  that 
this  should  in  no  ca.se  be  done  until  a 
man  is  unfit  for  service,  but  if  you  are 
going  to  give  pensions,  then  I  hold  that 
they  should  be  giveu  unconditionally, 
and  that  they  should  not  be  used  as  a 
means  of  depriving  the  public  of  the 
service  of  the  best  and  most  trustworthy 
men  that  can  be  obtained  for  that  largo 
number  of  posts  for  which  pensioned 
jKilicemen  would  have  especial  qualifi- 
cations. 

(1 1.1.x)  Mb.  STOREY:  1  almost 
felt  inclined  to  vote  for  this  Amend- 
ment a  little  while  ago,  and  I  am  not 
sure  that  I  shall  not  do  so  now.  I 
submit  that  if  a  pension  is  a  matter  of 
right,  its  enjoyment  ought  not  to  be 
restricted  by  any  conditions  such  as  these. 
Tiiore  are  many  p<j8ta  wluch  pensioned 
policemen  could  well  fill  to  the  public 
advantage.  I  hold  that  the  position  of 
the  Home  Secretary  is  utterly  illogical, 
and  I  shall  satisfy  my  ancient  grudge 
against  him  by  voting  for  the  Amend- 
rnont  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sheffield. 

(11.17.)  The  House  divided  : — AycB 
146  ;  Noes  51.— (Div.  List,  No.  229.) 

(11.26.)  Mn.  STOREY:  I  beg  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stands  id 
my  name 


•(11.26.)  Mil.  LAFONE  (Sonthwark, 
Bermondsey)  :  I  wish  to  ask,  as  a  point  of 
order,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  it  is  respect- 
ful to  tlie  House  that  an  hon.  Member 
should  put  down  so  many  Amendments 
on  the  Paper  and  not  take  the  trouble  to 
be  in  his  place,  leaving  the  Member  for 
Sunderland  tt)  take  them  up,  and  entail 
a  debate  for  upwards  of  an  hour  with 
the  result  that  we  are  "now  only  in  the 
position  we  occupied  when  the  Debato 
commenced. 

•Mk.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member  is 
in  order. 
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Mr.  STOREY:  This  clause  contains 
provisions  as  to  service  in  more  than  one 
capacity.  The  first  sub-section  of  the 
clause  provides  that  when  a  person  lias 
served  as  a  Civil  Servant  witliiii  the 
meaning  of  the  Superannuation  Act, 
1887,  and  afterwards  joins  the  police,  he 
shall  be  entitled  to  reckon  his  entire 
psriod  of  service  in  both  capacities  for 
the  piirjjo.ses  of  n  pension.  1  want  to 
know  from  thi-  Government  why  they 
have  introduced  this  provision  1  We 
have  just  decided  that  if  a  policeman  be 
pensioned,  and  then  goes  into  the  Civil 
Service,  he  must  .suffer  some  deprivation 
of  pension  should  his  salary  exceed  a 
given  amount.  Why  should  Civil  Ser- 
vants entering  the  police  be  entitled  to 
reckon  their  servict!  prior  to  joining  the 
Force,  for  tlie  purpose  of  pension  ?  I 
should  have  thought  it  was  quite  suffi- 
cient to  reckon  the  service  in  the  Police 
Force  without  taking  into  account  what 
a  man  has  been  before  becoming  a  pilice- 
man.  If  we  are  going  to  give  a  man  a 
pension  for  becoming  a  jxiliceman  we 
ought  not  to  take  into  account  his  ser- 
vices in  some  other  capacity.  I  submit 
that  there  is  no  e.irthiy  n-ason  why  the 
provision  should  be  reUined  in  the  Bdl, 
and  I,  therefore,  beg  to  m'jve  tliat  Sub- 
section 1  of  Clause  14  be  omitted,  and 
tliat  the  time  for  which  a  [luliceraau  may 
claim  a  pensiun  shall  be  i-nly  that  period 
which  he  hiia  served  as  a  police  officer  in 
some  Force  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  lino 
10,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (i.)  of  Clan.se 
H.—(Mr.  S/ovy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section 
(i.)  of  Clausu  U  stand  part  of  tlie  Bill. ' 

(11.30.)  J[i:.  MATTHEWS:  The  in- 
convenience of  these  discussions  is  illus- 
trated on  thia  point  by  a  reference  to 
what  tojk  place  in  Committee.  There 
the  matter  was  discussed  and  a  com- 
promise arrived  at.  Tho  hon.  Member 
did  not  honour  u.«  with  his  assistance  in 
Committee,  and  now  he  raises  an 
abstract  objoctinn.  We  have  arrived  at 
an  equation  between  the  years  of  Civil 
Service  and  Public  Servii».  Therj  are 
cases  in  which  mcmbei's  of  the  Civil 
Service  have  done  good  service  in  the 
police,  and  have  titken  the  new  ser- 
vice only    on    the    condition    that  their 


former  years  of  service  should  not  be 
wiped  out.  If  3'ou  do  not  establish  a 
ratio  of  service  in  the  two  Services  yon 
establish  tho  strongest  motive  why  a 
man  should  not  accept  sjrvice  in  the 
Police  Force.  The  case  has  more 
frequently  arisen  in  the  Metropolis, 
where  Commissioners  and  A.ssi.stant 
Commissioners,  after  being  admirable 
Civil  Servants,  have  become  admirable 
police  officers.  In  both  cajtacities  they 
have  rendered  great  service,  and  it 
would  be  most  undesii-able  to  di-scourage 
distinguished  Civil  Servants  who  have 
acquired  valuable  experience  from  taking 
service  in  the  police  ;  and  they  would  b« 
discouraged  if  they  were  not  allowed  to 
reckon  their  service  tis  Civil  Servants  in 
the  computation  for  pensions.  Taking 
the  difference  in  tho  age  of  retirement 
from  the  Civil  St'rvice  and  the  present 
proposal  in  this  Bill,  which,  though  not 
defining  an  age  practically  means  retire- 
ment at  from  46  to  50,  we  have  arrived 
at  tho  ratio  as  between  service  in  either, 
and  consider  that  fonr  years  in  the  Civil 
Service  equals  three  j-cars  in  the  police. 
But  all  this  W!vs  fully  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee, and  I  regret  that  it  should  bo 
raised  agtiin. 

•(11.33.)  Me.  PICKERSGILL:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  repcatedlj 
complained  of  raising  in  the  House 
questions  that  have  been  discussed  in 
Committee,  but  T  do  not  think  he  has 
any  right  to  make  any  such  complaint 
As  I  am  giving  him  general  support 
in  farthering  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  I 
I  hope  I  may  not  be  susjwctod  of  any 
ulterior  motive  when  I  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  ho  was  fairly 
warned  from  these  Benches,  and  alao^~>^ 
from  the  Front  Opixisitiun  Bench,  that  / 
very  little  time  would  bo  saved  by  \ 
taking  the  course  of  referring  tho  Bill  to 
s  Griind  Committee.  From  the  chai-acter 
of  tht^  Bill  we  autici[>ated  that  dis- 
cussiDus  would  be  re-oponed  in  the  House 
as  thej-  have  b.-en  from  either  side. 
After  tho  warning  the  ljo\-ernmont  had, 
I  hope  we  ma^'  not  a^ain  have  these 
complaints. 

(11.37.)   Tho  House  divided  : — Ayes 
158,  Noes  30.— (Div.  List,  No.  230.) 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  pnge  9,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  the  words  "in  England 
or  Wales." — {Mr.  Secretury  JUattheum.) 

Question  proposed,  '"That  the  words 
'  in  England  or  Wales  '  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

(11.45.)  Me.  storey  :  I  admit  this 
is  a  formal  Amendment,  but  I  mast  say 
if  a  number  of  us  had  seen  the  Amend- 
ment in  time,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suddenly  proposed  to  Clause 
4,which  was  not  discussed  in  Committee, 
but  acisepttd  in  Committee,  we  should 
have  taken  the  opjurtunity  to  resist  it 
at  that  time.  As  this  is  a  con.sequential 
Amendment,  and  raises  the  same  point, 
I  may  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  my 
point  of  objection.  In  Clause  4,  as  it 
originally  stood,  years  of  approved  ser- 
vice by  a  constable  in  one  Police  Force 
in  Great  Britain  should  be  reckoned  as 
service  on  his  joining^  another  Force.  It 
applied  to  Great  Britain,  and  we  did  not 
make  any  objection,  because  the  Police 
Force  in  Scotland  is  very  much 
the  same  as  in  England.  The  Home 
Secretary  has  however,  suddenly  foisted 
on  the  ratepayci-s  of  Great  Britain  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  the  armed 
force  which  keeps  the  Irish  people  in 
order.  I  object  that  a  force  which  is  in 
no  sense  a  pi.ilice  force,  but  wlvich  is 
simply  a  military  forc4?,  kept  for  the 
purpose  of  dragooning  the  Irish  people, 
should  be  placed  on  the  same  level  as  the 
purely  civil  forces  of  England  and  Scot- 
land. 1  doubt  not  there  are  many  duceiit 
men  in  the  ranks  of  the  Royiil  Irish 
Constabulary,  but  tixke  them  as  a  whole, 
they  are  mori'  akin  to  a  military  than  a 
civil  force.  Now,  the  hon.  Membf r  fur 
SliefEeld  is  presently  going  to  move  an 
Amendment  that  service  in  tlie  Army 
and  Navy  «hall  lie  reckoned  in  computing 
pensions  for  policemen.  Uas  he  got  the 
Government  assent  to  that  propisal  ?  I 
understand  that  the  Government  are 
going  to  resist  that  Amendment  to 
provide  that  sei-vice  in  the  Army  or  the 
Navy  shonld  be  reckoned.  If  this  is  the 
i-ase,  then  with  what  consistency  can 
they  support  the  reckoning  of  the 
services  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary, 
which  is  much  more  like  an  army  than 
a  police  force?  We  deeply  regret  that 
this    fruitful   source   of   discussion   was 


not  discovered  on  Clause  4  ;  but,  iiiaa- 
nmch  us  the  same  question  now  arises, 
it  will  be  our  duty  to  resist  this  Amend- 
ment. Holding  our  peculiar  views — 
and  intelligible  views — of  the  constitution 
of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  can  hardly  expect 
us  to  assent  to  all  such  members  of  that 
force  who  come  over  here  beuig 
allowed  to  compete  with  our  own  people 
here  for  enhanced  pensions.  I  sliall  take 
a  Division  against  the  Amendment. 

•(11.48.)  Mr.  BRUNNER:  This  pro- 
posal is  exceedingly  unfair  to  the  English 
police.  A  great  many  uf  us  are  looking 
furwai-d  to  the  time  when  there  will  be 
a  very  large  exodus  of  the  Constabulary 
from  Ireland  where  their  numbers  ai-e 
far  beyond  the  requirements  of  a  peace- 
ful country 

•Ms.  SPEAKER  :  1  do  not  think  this 
discussion  is  in  order.  The  point  has 
been  already  settled.  This  is  a  con- 
sequential Amendment  upon  the  decision 
the  House  has  arrived  at,  and  it  is 
impossible  for  the  hon.  Member  to  raise 
the  discussion  again,  as  if  it  were  a  new 
question. 

Mr.  storey  :  On  the  point  of  order, 
Sir,  will  you  permit  me  to  point  out  that 
the  question  settled  upon  Clause  4  was 
that  years  of  approved  service  in  any 
Police  Force  in  Great  Britain  should  be 
reckoned  as  ai)proved  service  for  a  pen- 
sion, but  this  practically  raises  the 
question  of  including  Ireland. 

•Mr.  SPFJAKER:  Clauses  4  and  14 
raise  practically  the  8,ime  question, 
and,  indecl,  I  may  remind  the  hon, 
^Member  that  ho  began  his  speech  by 
remarking  that  this  wos  a  fui'mal  and 
con.sequential  Amendment.  I  thought  the 
hon.  Member  was  going  to  make  a  few 
remarks,  and  not  to  raise  the  whole 
question  again.  He  would  be  clearly  out 
of  order  in  doing  that. 

(11.50.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
57  ;  Noes  128.— (Div.  List,  No.  231.) 

It  Ijeing  after  Midnight,  Further  Pro- 
ceeding on  Consideration,  as  amended, 
stood  adjourned. 

Further  Consideration,  as  amended, 
to  be  resumed  to-morrow. 
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LOCAL  REGISTKATION  OF  TITLE  (IRE- 
LAKU)  BILU-CNo.  331.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

REOISTRATIOy  OF  AS.SURANOES 

(IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  333.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  rend,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdi-awu. 

SUPPLY  [16th  JOLY]  REPORT. 
Order   read,    for   resuming  the    Con- 
sideration of  Po8tp>)ned  Resolution. 

"That  a  (mm,  not  excecsding  £80.687.  he 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  to  complete  i)>a  sum 
neceaaiiry  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  courao  of  payment  diirinf;  tho  year 
«Dding  on  the  Slst  day  of  ilareh,  1891,  for  the 
Salarit>s  and  Eipennas  of  the  Offioe  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commisaion." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House 
doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the 
said  Resolution." 

(12.6.)  Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I 
think  it  necessary  to  avail  myself  of  this 
opportunity  of  bringing  under  the  notice 
of  tlio  House  a  matter  in  connection 
with  the  administnition  of  the  Purchase 
Dtjpartment  of  tlie  Land  Commission  in 
Ireland.  It  must  bo  evident  that  the 
Purchase  Department  will  rapidly  be- 
come, if  it  has  not  already  become,  by 
far  tho  more  imjKjrtant  part  of  the 
Commission.  It  is  equally  ])lain  that  it 
is  a  matter  of  the  gi-avest  possible  im- 
portance, not  only  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  but  also  to  the  taxpayers  in  this 
country,  that  the  Irish  Land  Commission 
should  be  administered  in  a  way  that 
is  above  suspicion.  In  my  judgment, 
the  Land  Purchase  Department  of  the 
Commission  is  administered  in  a  most 
unsatisfactory  way.  The  law  has  been 
expounded  in  a  contradictory  sense  by 
the  two  gentlemen  who  are  at  the  head 
of  the  Department,  and,  as  laid  down  by 
one  of  them,  it  leaves  the  gate  wide  open 
for  the  most  monstrous  frauds  oa  the 
Exchequer  of  this  countr}-.  The  law  iis 
it  is  now  administered  leaves  it  open  tii 
the  Irish  Landlords  who  desire  to  sell 
their  estates  to  compel  tenants  to  pay 
grossly  unjust  prices  for  their  holdings, 
and  to  undertake  obligations  they  are 


ntterly  unable  to  discliarge.  I  shall 
bring 'undc'r  the  notice  of  the  Govern- 
ment certain  statements  which  have 
lieen  furnished  to  me  by  local  men,  re- 
garding the  estate  of  the  Marquess  of 
Waterford  ;  and,  I  guard  myself  by  soy. 
ing,  I  am  not  prepared  to  vouch  for  their 
accuracy.  They  are  charges  of  the  most 
serious  character,  and  I  say  it  is  the 
business  and  duty  of  the  Irish  Executive 
to  see  that  they  are  properly  investigated. 
In  most,  if  not  in  all,  ot  the  cases  in 
which  agreements  to  purchase  have 
been  signed  by  tenants  on  the  Marquess 
of  Waterford'a  estate,  the  tenants  were 
in  arrear  with  their  rent.  I  hold  that, 
no  matter  what  the  merits  of  a  case  may 
be,  wherever  there  is  the  slightest 
suspicion  of  duress,  the  tenant  should 
always  be  able,  up  to  the  lost  moment, 
to  get  out  of  his  transaction.  On 
December  23rd,  1888,  Mr.  Lynch  heard 
some  coses  from  this  estate,  and  refused 
to  allow  the  tenants  to  withdmw  from 
their  agreement.  The  purchases  were, 
therefore,  compulsorily  concluded,  and  a 
numljer  of  the  tenants  have  since  made 
default  in  their  payments,  being  quite 
unable  to  find  the  money.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  letter  from  a  well-known  and 
respected  priest,  in  County  Waterford, 
who  says  nearly  all  Lord  Waterford's 
tenants,  who  purchased,  were  forced 
to  buy  at  about  20  years'  purchase, 
and  some  of  them  had  not  been 
able  to  pay  a  single  instalment  of  their 
payments.  He  says  that  the  holding  of 
the  defaulters  has  been  put  up  for  sale 
by  the  Land  Commission,  and  has  been 
bought  in  at  a  nominal  figure  "  it  is  said 
for  Lord  Waterford  himselL"  If  thut  is 
true  there  was  never  a  more  monstrous 
fraud.  The  c.ise  can  be  summed  np 
thus.  A  landlord  coerces  a  tenant, 
through  fear  of  eviction,  to  buy  at  an 
extravagant  price.  The  tenant  being 
unable  to  pay  the  instalment,,  the  hold- 
ing is  put  up  for  sale  by  the  Land  Coni- 
Tiiissioners.  The  sale  is  lioycottod,  or,  in 
other  words,  tho  neighbouring  tenants 
will  not  bid.  Tho  landlord  then  comes 
forward  and  buys  in  the  holding  at  a 
nominal  figure,  and  the  State  has  to  bear 
the  loss.  Say  that  the  State  has  ad- 
vanced £100  in  respect  of  the  holding. 
Of  this  sum  the  Commission  hold  £20 
OS  the  guarantee  deposit,  the  landlord 
getting  £80.     When  the  farm  is  sold  it 
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is  bought  in  by  the  landlord,  say  for 
X50,  The  costs  amount  to  abnut  £10, 
fio  tliat  the  Land  Cummission  £fet  out  of 
the  whole  trnnsaction  £00.  The  land- 
lord, on  the  other  hand,  gets  back  the 
farm  free  of  tenant  right,  and  jackets 
£30  or  £,\Q  by  the  transaction.  I  tliink 
the  Chief  .Secretary  is  bound  to  get  up 
in  this  House  and  explain  what  flaw 
there  is  in  my  statement.  The  inite  is 
wide  open  to  these  monstrous  fniuds. 
The  information  I  have  received  shows 
tliat  this  very  course  of  action  I  have 
indicated  has  been  practised  in  more 
than  one  case  on  the  Marquess  of  Water- 
ford's  estate,  and,  if  the  facts  Lave  not 
been  correctly  reported  to  me,  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  bound  to  explain  whether  it 
is  a  fact  or  not  that  it  is  possible  to  do 
such  things  in  the  Land  Purchase  De- 
partment, as  the  law  stands  ;  aud  if  it  is 
•possible  a  more  gross  and  shameful 
fraud  on  the  E.\chequer  of  this  country 
was  never  perpetrat.'d  in  the  history  of 
England.  I  wish  now  to  draw  attention 
to  a  most  extraordinary  case,  which 
throws  a  lurid  light  on  the  proceedings 
of  one  of  the  members  of  the  Land 
Commissi(m,  and  constitutes  a  strong 
case  for  an  inquiry  into  the  administra- 
tion and  connections  of  Mr.  Lynch.  A 
certain  estate  in  County  Cork,  belonging 
to  Mr.  Herbei-t  O'.SulIivan — formerly  a 
butter  merchant  in  Cork — was  originally 
very  much  rackrented,  the  rental  being 
XI, 141.  The  Sub-Commissioners  about 
two  3-ears  ago  reduced  the  rent — taking 
the  whole  estate — over  50  per  cent.  In 
spite  of  these  immense  reductions 
difilcnlties  aro.se,  and  the  tenants 
did  not  regularly  pay  their  rents, 
and  though  it  was  sworn  to  in 
Court,  and  no  attempt  was  made  to 
deny  it  on  the  part  of  the  landlord,  that 
no  combination  had  existed  on  the  estate 
— that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  never 
existed  on  it,  and  that  we  agitators,  on 
whose  shoulders  so  much  blame  has 
been  cast,  bod  never  operated  there — so 
horrible  had  baen  the  rack-renting  that 
the  tenants  were  unable  to  paj'  these 
reduced  rents.  Herbert  O'Sullivan  bo- 
came  a  bankrupt,  and  the  estate  came 
into  the  hands  of  a  Receiver,  and  it  came 
out,  in  the  course  of  negotiations  for  the 
sale  of  the  estate,  that  the  owner  had 
refused  £28.000  for  it.  After  long 
negotiation  the  tenants  signed  an  agree- 


ment to  purchase  the  estate  for  £8,885, 
but  the  Land  Purchase  Department 
would  only  allow  them  to  give  £7,145. 
That  conveys  a  most  awful  picture  of  the 
torture  to  which  ti'iiants  have  been  sub- 
jected in  the  past.  This  case  came 
Ixifore  Judge  Munro,  of  the  Landed 
Estates  Court,  whom  the  Chief  Secretary 
proposes  as  the  head  of  the  future  Land 
Commission,  and  that  learned  Judge, 
after  giving  the  history  of  the  estate, 
said  he  would  not  accept  the  offer  of  the 
Land  Commission,  and  he  left  the  un- 
fortunate tenants,  over  whom  there  are 
notices  of  eviction  pending,  in  their 
present  condition,  subject  to  this  enor- 
mous rent.  In  the  course  of  the  negotia- 
tions some  very  remarkable  correspon 
dencc  took  place  between  a  solicitor, 
named  J.  B.  Lynch,  the  son  of  one  of  the 
Ijand  Commissioners,  and  the  Catholic 
curate  of  the  parish,  Father  Twoomey. 
Ill  one  letter  Mr.  Lynch  stated  that  the 
total  [>rice  which  they  ought  to  receive 
from  the  tenant  .should  be  at  least 
£1.3,000,  and  if  the  tenants  agreed  to 
this  purchase,  Father  Twoomey  would 
be  accepted  as  tenant  at  a  price  much 
below  the  value  of  the  property.  The 
letter  went  on  to  state  that  if  Father 
Twoomey  negotiated  the  sale  he  would  be 
allowed  5  per  cent,  on  anything  obtained 
over  £13,000.  That  is  to  say,  if  they 
got  £14,000,  Father  Twoomey  would 
receive  £50,  and  if  they  got  £15,000, 
Father  Twoomey  would  receive  £100. 
A  more  indecent  proposal  was  never 
brought  before  the  House,  and  I  say  that 
the  whole  transaction  assumes  a  grave 
and  serious  character  when  we  rememter 
that  this  sale  would  bo  carried  out  by 
the  son  of  the  man  who  has  to  decide  on 
the  ultimate  carriage  of  the  sale.  I  doubt 
whutiier  it  is  decent  or  proper  for  a  son 
of  Mr.  Lynch  to  practice  in  his  father's 
Court  at  all;  but  when  we  find  him  tiying 
to  get  Irish  priests  to  induce  the  tenants 
to  give  a  monstrous  sum  for  an  e-iitate — 
and  the  valuation  of  the  Land  Com- 
missioners themselves  shows  this  to  be  a 
monstrous  sum — I  say  it  is  an  outrage, 
und  calculated  to  give  a  rude  shock  to 
public  confidence  in  this  Commission, 
and,  so  far  as  Mr.  Commissioner 
Lynch  is  concerned,  it  throws  a 
doubt  on  his  impartiality  as  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  these  transactions. 
The   greatest   possible    responsibility   is 
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thrown  on  these  Purchase  Commissioners,  1 
both   as   acting   between    landlord    and 
tenant   in   Ireland,   and  acting   for   the 
good  and  the  future  peace  of  Ireland, 
and  as  guardians   of   the  Treasury.     It 
should  bt;  their  aim  to  secure  the  country 
against  further  complications  and  diffi- 
culties in  levying  the  instalments  of  this 
purchase  money.     I  need  hardly  siij-  that 
this  clergyman  I  have  referred  to  did  nut 
respond  to  the  letters  of  Mr.  Lynch.    All 
he  did  with  regard  to  them  wivs  to  put 
them  in  the  way  of  bjiug  made  use  of  in 
order    to   expose   the    transaction.      Mr. 
Lynch  did  not  stop  at  this.     In  this  way 
he    furnished   u<  with   the  first  proof  of 
the  methods  adopted  in  these  cn.sts,  but 
on   the    13th    Uccombor   last    he  wrote 
again  saying  that  unless  he  received  an 
answer  before  Christmas  he  would  Imve 
tha  ejectment  put  in  force  against  the 
tenants.     That  is  the  case  with  regard  to 
O'ftullivan's  estate,  and  1  assert  that  the 
facts,    which    I   have    proved   by   docu- 
mentary evidence,  require  some  explana- 
tion, for  they  throw  the  greatest  p<jssiblo 
doubt  on   the   bond  Jide^  of  Mr.  Lynch. 
I  will  add  nothing  to  the  bare,  naked 
facts,  or  their  result  on  the  character  of 
Mr.  John  P.  Lyncli,  who,  1  understand, 
is  the  son  of  the  Ijand  Purchase  Com- 
missioner himself.     I   think    Mr.  J.   P. 
Lynch   is  no  credit  eitlier  to  himself  or 
the   profession   he    belongs   to.     I   now 
come  to  the  third  point  which  I  desire  to 
bring  before  the    House,  and    which,   I 
believe,  is  the  most  important  of  all.    It 
h««  reference  to  a  recent  judgment  de- 
livered by  Mr.  Commis.-Honer   M'Carthy 
concerning   a    most   imi)ortant   question 
which  arose  in  the  administration  of  flic 
Liind   Purchase    Act.     The  case's  which 
came   before   the    Court   were   thosu   of 
teniints   on   the  Lansdowne    Bstatoj.     A 
long  list  of  agreements  to  purchase  was 
brought  before   Mr.    M'Carthy,  and  the 
point  was  whether  new  tenants  should 
be  Bul)stituted   for  the   evicted  tenants. 
Mr.  M'Carthy  laid   it  down   that  in  ad- 
ministering the    Act  he  was    bound   to 
consider  its   meaning  and  spirit  and  the 
purpose  of  the  Legislature  in  passing  it, 
and  he    held  that   the    purpose  of   the 
Legislature  was  to  apply  a  remedy  to  the 
evils   existing  in  Ireland,   and   that   no 
case  could   be  made  out  for  the   Land 
Purchase  Bill  unless  it  was  intended  for 
the  removal  of  grievances.    Accordingly, 
Mr.  Dillon 


Mr.    M'Carthy   refused  to   sanction  the 
agreements.     I  regret  to  hear  that  we 
have  not  heard  the  last  of  these  cases  as 
yet,  and  that  the  influential  position  and 
great  connections    of    the   Marquess   of 
Lansdowne   will    be   used   for    a    most 
unworthy  purpose — namely,  for  the  pur- 
pose   of  putting   pressure  on    the  hxnd 
Commissioners,  overawing  Mr.  M'Carthy, 
and  making  him  go  back  on  the  judg- 
ments he  has  delivered,  and  consenting 
to  transactions  which  he  has  condemned 
as  hostile  to  the  spirit  of  the  Act,  and 
thoifmghly  sutversive  of  the  object  of 
the  Logislarure.     But  there  is  another 
way  in  which  this  judgment  can  be  re- 
considered.   About  a  fortnight  after  this 
judgment   was    delivered,   a    somewhat 
similar  class  of  cases  were  brought  before 
Mr.  Commissioner  Lynch,  and  he  gave  a 
decision  which,  to  use  the  words  of  the 
Dnih/  Exprets,  was  at    right  angles  to 
the    judgment     of     Jlr.    Commissioner 
M'Carthy.     That  judgment  reversed  the 
judgment    of    Mr.    M'Carthy   and   laid 
down  principles  of  law   which  are  abso- 
lutely  subversive  and    contradict<jry    of 
the   principles   laid  down  by  Mr.   Com- 
missioner  M'Carthy.       Mr.  Lynch   said 
that   the   Commissioners   h.-ui  no   juris- 
diction   to    rescind   a   contract    entered 
into     between     landlord     and     tenant. 
I   think   everj'oue    will    say   that   that 
judgment  is  absolutely  contr.idictory  of 
the  judgment  given  by  Mr.  M'Carthy. 
Let  us  consider  the  character  of  the  cases 
in  reference  to  which  Mr.  Commissioner 
Lynch  laid  down  this  principle  of   the 
law.     Everyone  in  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  the  principles   laid  down 
Jiy  Mr.   Commissioner  Lynch   are  abso- 
lutely intolerable,  and  at  variance  with 
the  objects  and  purposes  of  the  House  of 
Commons  when  it  passed  the  Land  Pur- 
chasa  Act.     The  cases  dealt  with  by  Mr. 
Commissioner  Lynch  came  from  an  estate 
in  Wostmeath,  and  the  tenants  were  said 
t<"i   be  tenants    of    large    grazing  tracts. 
Commissioner  Lynch  annnlled  the  agree- 
ments of  sale  bccanse,  as  he  alleged,  on 
inquiry,  he  discovered  that  the   tenants, 
although   represented   to    him  as  being 
in  possession  under   yearly  contract   of 
tenancy,  were  in  reality  not  in  possession 
at  all  at  the  time  the  agreements  were 
made.     He  stated  it  was  on  this  ground 
that    he  had   refused   to    sanction    the 
sales,  and  that  had  the  tenants  been  put 
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in  bondJld«  possession,  with  stock  of  their 
own,  he  would  have  sanctioned  the  sale. 
I  think  the  House  is  entitled  to  know 
which  of  these  jadgments  can  be  accepted 
as  the  law  in  Ireland.  It  is  a  matter  most 
vital  to  the  fnture  of  the  Purchase  Act  in 
Ireland  and  to  any  attempt  to  jmss  another 
PcTvhaso  Act.  Sir.  Commigsioner  Lynch 
■distinctly  laid  it  down  that  he  refused 
the  agreements  on  the  ground  that  the 
tenants  were  not  boiulfide  in  occupation 
of  their  holdings.  A  more  preposterous 
or  monstrous  fraud  could  not  lie  con- 
ceived with  regard  to  the  intentions 
-of  the  Legislature  than  the  judgment  of 
Mr.  Commissioner  Lynch.  I  believe 
that  if  the  people  of  this  country  had 
understood  the  true  nature  of  such 
transactions  as  that  of  which  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Lynch  has  approved  they 
would  never  have  sanctioned  the  advance 
of  Is.  more  for  the  purchase  of  land 
in  Ireland,  and,  therefore,  it  is  of  the 
most  vital  importance  that  the  whole 
matter  should  be  thoroughly  investigated 
Unless  the  Government  can  see  their 
way  to  make  a  distinct  declaration  in 
reference  to  this  matter,  it  will  be  the 
duty  of  the  Irish  Members  to  denounce 
the  whole  of  the  Act  throughout  the 
length  and  bremlth  of  Ireland.  I  think 
that  those  who  were  in  favour  of 
this  policy  of  land  purchase  are  acting 
unwisely  in  mixing  it  up  with  the  evic- 
tion pohcy.  It  should  not  lie  made  aub- 
seivient  to  tlio  evicting  landlords  of 
Ireland,  or  turned  into  a  department  of 
the  Property  Defence  Association,  as  I 
think  it  is  being  rapidly  turned  into. 
I  believe  that  a  new  Department  is  to 
be  started  in  connection  with  the  Land 
Commission,  known  aa  the  Congested 
Districts  Department.  It  is  proposed  to 
place  Mr.  Commissioner  M'Carthy  at  the 
head  of  it.  I  am  informed  tnat  this  is  a 
scheme  to  get  Mr.  Commissioner 
M'Carthy  out  of  the  way,  and  that  a 
threat  is  to  be  held  over  his  head  that  if 
he  is  not  suKservient  to  the  landlords  in 
these  matters  he  will  bo  transferreii  to 
some  other  Department,  If  pressure  is 
ixy  be  put  upon  Mr.  M'Carthy  to  reverse 
his  judgment,  it  will  be  one  of  the 
greatest  scaadals  that  have  ever  dis- 
graced modern  administration  in  Ireland. 
I  feel  that  the  matters  I  have  called 
attention  to  deserve  careful  investiga- 
tion, and  if  they  are  disresjarded  a 
VOL.  CCCXLVII.     [iniRD  seiues.] 


serious  blow  will  be  struck  at  pubUc 
confidence  in  Ireland  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Land  Department.  If  the 
Government  adopt  the  view  of  the  law 
laid  down  by  Mr.  Lynch,  and  lend  the 
public  money  of  this  country  for  tlie 
purpose  of  aiding  the  landlords  to  sell 
their  land,  the  last  hope  will  be  tak?n 
away  of  any  peace  or  order  in  the  dis- 
turbed districts  of  Ireland.  I  shall  be 
sorry  if  the  Government  take  any  such 
course.  The  chances  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  of  passing  the  Purchase  Bill 
during  the  coming  Session  of  Parliament 
will  be  very  materially  lessened  if  we 
are  in  a  position  to  come  before  the 
country  and  the  House,  and  prove  that 
the  Purchase  Bill  has  been  used  for 
suXjh  nefarious  purposes,  which  will  be 
the  means  of  creating  and  perpetrating 
disorder  rather  than  of  creating  peace  in 
the  country, 

(1.0.)  The  CHIEP  SECRETARY  joe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoue,  Manches- 
ter, E.) :  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman 
through  the  greater  part  of  his  speech 
must  have  conceived  him.self  to  Ix)  re- 
dressing thd  House  not  on  the  Report  of 
Supply  but  upon  the  Land  Purchase  Bill 
which  was  brought  forward  at  aii  earlier 
stage  of  the  Session.  His  obsorvations 
went  beyond  any  criticism,  l>^gitiniat« 
or  illegitimate,  of  the  prijceedings  of  the 
Laud  Commission.  Towards  the  end  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  he  endea- 
voured to  extract,  or  I  may  .«!iy,  he  de- 
manded, from  the  Government  an  ex 
pression  of  their  legislative  policy  in  the 
iiest  Session  of  Parliament.  I  conceive 
I  should  be  grossly  ont  of  order  if  I 
followed  the  lino  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
traced  out  for  me  to  pursue.  In  the  ferw 
remarks  I  have  to  make  I  will  confine 
myself  to  those  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  in  which  he  dealt  with  the  pre- 
sent action  of  the  Land  Commission 
rather  than  the  future  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  wish  to  offer  one  oljserva- 
tion  to  this  effect,  that  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  afraid,  as  he  professes  to  be 
afraid,  that  the  Government  desire  to 
drive  Mr.  M'Carthy  out  of  the  Public 
Service  because  of  a  judgment  he  has 
delivered,  then  I  would  suggest  to  the 
3  U 
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hon.  Member  and  Lis  friends  that  they 
should  assist  the  Government  in  giving 
to  Mr.  M'Carthy  and  his  Colleagues  that 
fixity  of  tenure  the  Government  desire 
to  give  them.  The  hou.  Gentleman  has 
alluded  at  great  length  to  a  statement 
made  by  Mr.  M'Carthy  upon  the  general 
principle  which  regulates  his  action  as 
one  of  the  Land  Commissioners.  I  feel 
sure  that  the  hon.  Member  has  entirely 
m^isrepresented  the  views  that  Mr. 
M'Carthy  holds.  The  hon.  Member  has 
Attributed  to  Mr.  M'Carthy  the  doctrine 
that  witliin  the  four  corners  of  the  Act 
is  to  be  found  a  provision  which  prevents 
public  money  being  advanced  to  any 
tenancy  created  subsequent  to  the  passing 
of  the  Act.  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
Mr.  M'Carthy  never  uttered  any  judg- 
ment so  wholly  absard  and  so  wholly 
baseless,  so  utterly  at  variance  with  the 
judgment  of  iiis  colleague,  Mr.  Lynch.  Of 
course,  if  Mr.  M'Carthythinks  and  holds, 
aa  is  probable,  that  bogus  tenants  should 
not  be  encouraged,  he  is  right,  and  in  that 
he  would  be  supported  by  any  Govern- 
ment, but  to  expand  that  doctrine  into 
the  absurd  opinion  that  because  a  tenancy 
has  been  created  since  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act,  the  tenant  is  not  to  be  allowed 
money  to  purchase  his  holding,  is  not 
only  a  doctrine  wholly  inconsistent  with 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  but  to  attribute 
to  Mr.  M'Carthy  an  opinion  that  he 
never  for  one  moment  entertained. 

Me.  DILLON  :  I  did  not  say  he  enter- 
tained that  opinion.  I  read  out  Mr. 
M'Carthy 's  statement.  Wliat  I  said  was 
that  Mr.  M'Carthy  claimed  a  discretion 
to  refuse  certain  tenants  on  the  ground 
which  I  read  out.,  and  Mr,  Lynch  said  that 
no  discretion  exi.sted. 

Mr.  a  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  quite  sure 
Mr.  Lynch  never  said  the  Land  Commis- 
sion is  bound  to  advance  money  to  bogus 
tenants,  and  I  feel  bound  to  protect  Mr. 
M'Carthy  from  the  imputation  that  he 
holds  that  public  money  ought  not  to  be 
advanced  to  tenants  whose  tenancies  have 
been  created  subsequent  to  the  passing 
of  the  Act.  Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  given  us  a  large  number  of  details, 
for  the  accuracy  of  which  he  did  not 
vouch,  in  relation  to  Lord  Waterford's 
estates.  Though  the  report  of  this  Vote 
has  been  jiending  for  many  days,  tlio  hon. 
Member  has  given  me  no  notice  of  the 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


subjects  he  intended  to  refer  to,  and  it 
is,  therefore,  somewhat  diiScult  to  reply 
fully  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. It  is  said  that  certain  sales  on 
Lord  Waterford's  estate  in  1888  were 
carried  out  when  the  tenants  were  under 
duress.  But  that  point  has  been  threshed 
out  before  the  Land  Commission,  and 
proved  to  have  no  foundation.  The 
terras  of  the  sale  were  such  that  the 
tenants  would  have  had  20  per  cent,  re- 
duction on  their  rents.  So  there  was  no 
reason  to  doubt  the  rents  would  be  paid 
in  the  form  of  an  annuity.  Next,  com- 
plaint is  made  that  Lord  Waterford 
bought  in  certain  farms  at  a  nominal 
price  when,  in  default  of  the  purchasing- 
tenants,  they  were  put  up  for  sale.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  tell  us,  but  I 
conceive  the  land  was  subject  to  the 
original  annuity.  Nor  did  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tell  us  that  the  land  was  boycotted 
by  the  neighbouring  tenants.  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  brought  forward  the 
conduct  of  a  Mr.  Lynch  in  regard  to  the 
sale  of  the  O'Sullivan  property.  But 
this  has  really  no  coiineetion  with  the 
Vote.  Mr.  Lynch  was  alleged  to  have 
offered  a  certain  Catholic  curate  a  com- 
mission if  he  could  induce  the  tenants  to 
give  17  years'  purchase.  It  is  said  that 
Mr.  Lynch  is  a  son  of  Commissioner 
Lynch  ;  but  Commissioner  Lynch  took 
no  part  in  this  matter,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  so  far  from  the  Land  Commission 
having  anything  to  do  with  this  ai'tion  of 
Mr.  Lynch,  the  Land  Commission  subse- 
quently refused  to  authorise  the  purchase 
at  more  than  nine  or  10  years'  purchase. 
The  incident  merely  shows  that  Mr. 
Lynch  did  the  best  for  his  employer,  and 
Mr.  Lynch,  the  Land  Commissioner,  did 
his  best  for  the  State.  How  thLs  can  be 
made  the  foundation  for  an  indictment 
against  the  Land  Commission  I  confess  I 
utterly  fail  to  see. 

(1.14.)  Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
I  cannot  agree  that  my  hon.  Friend  has 
gone  beyond  the  proper  area  of  the  sub- 
jects which  may  be  debated  on  this 
Vote.  As  to  the  Waterford  estate,  the 
tenants  were  in  arrear,  and  in  cases  in 
Ireland  whore  the  tenants  are  in  arrear 
we  cannot  exercise  too  much  caution  in 
reference  to  the  transactions  of  pur- 
chase, because  when  a  tenant  is  in  arrear 
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the  landlord  has  a  terrible  force  of  com- 
pnlsion  in  his  hand  for  inducing  the 
tenant  to  agree  to  his  terms  of  purchase 
If  the  tenant  will  not  so  agree  his  only 
alternative  is  eviction,  which,  to  an  Irish 
tenant,  means  ruin.  In  the  case  of  the 
Waterford  estate  the  tenants  who  were 
in  arrear  entered  into  agreements  to 
purchase.  They  represented  to  the 
Land  Commissioners  that  these  agree- 
ments had  lieen  signed  under  duress,  but 
the  Land  Commissioners,  disregarding 
that  intimation,  insisted  on  carrying  out 
the  agreements,  with  the  natural  conse- 
quences of  default,  and  in  all  such  coses 
where  the  landlords  or  someone  were 
able  to  purchase  the  farms  at  a  nominal 
sum,  the  balance  between  the  nominal 
price  and  the  original  purchase  money 
remaining  unpaid  becomes  a  dead  loss 
to  the  State.  I  submit  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  the  gravity  of  the  fact,  be 
cause  his  Land  Purchase  Bill  holds  out 
three  alternatives  in  case  of  default  in 
]iayinent  of  instalments ;  the  State  is 
either  to  manage  the  farm,  or  to  re-let  it, 
or  to  sell  it.  The  storj'  told  by  my  hon. 
Friend  shows  how  two  of  those  may 
fail.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  td  advance  the  proposition  that  a 
tenant  bt-ing  evicted  from  a  farm  Ixicause 
of  his  inability  to  piy  his  instalments, 
another  purchaser  can  make  it  pay  when 
be  buys  the  land  at  a  nominal  price,  plus 
the  instalments?  The  suggestion  is 
absurd.  In  the  case  my  hon.  Friend 
cited  the  tenants  were  in  arrears,  they 
.  were  pnt  under  duress,  and  agreed  to 
pay  an  e.xeessive  and  impossible  pur- 
chase price ;  they  failed  to  keep  up  their 
instalments,  the  Land  Commission  could 
neither  manage  the  farms  nor  let  them, 
and  so  hud  to  sell  at  a  dead  loss  to  the 
State.  My  hon.  Friend,  though  he 
did  not  pledge  himself  to  personal 
knowledge  of  the  facts  of  the  case 
— though  when  •  he  has  done  that 
it  has  not  availed  him  with  this 
House — yet  has  every  faith  in  the 
credibility  of  his  informants.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  made  out  a  case  which  is 
certainly  deserving  of  a  better  answer 
tlian  has  been  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gtentleman,  and  the  matter  is  one  which 
ought  to  be  inquired  into.  With  regard 
to  the  O'SuUivan  estate 


Mh.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER  :  With  res- 
pect to  that  portion  fif  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo's  speech,  I  listened  in  expecta- 
tion of  seeing  the  missing  link  to  connect 
it  with  this  Vote,  but  I  cannot  say  that 
the  lion.  Member  produces  any  link  to 
connect  it. 

Mb.  sexton  :  It  is  rather  embarras*. 
ing  that  a  case  which  has  been  treated  to 
an  opening  speech,  and  a  speech  in  reply, 
now  appears  difficult  of  dcliatc.  I  would 
submit  that  this  John  P.  Lynch,  who 
made  this  offer  to  the  priest,  is  a  solicitor 
now  practising  before  the  Land  Com- 
mission, and  that,  therefore,  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  I<aud  Commission 
to  restrain  him  fi'om  practising  in  that 
Court. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  siiy  he  made  a  cor- 
rupt and  criminal  offer  to  a  priest. 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER;  I  think 
this  has  not  sufficient  connection  with 
the  Vote. 

Mb.  sexton  :  It  is  a  function  of  the 
LandCommissioners  to  determinewhether 
the  solicitors  practising  before  their  Court 
are  persons  who  ought  to  practise.  But 
if  you  tell  me,  Sir,  distinctly,  I  am  not  at 
liberty  to  pursue  the  subject,  I  will  not 
do  so. 

Mb.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER  :  I  think 
it  is  not  pertinent  to  the  Vote. 

Mu.  SEXTON  :  Very  well.  Sir.  With 
regard  to  the  conflicting  judgments  of 
Commissioners  Lynch  and  M'Carthy,  and 
T  think  no  one  who  heard  the  contention 
of  my  hon.  Friend  can  doubt  there  is 
such  a  conflict,  I  say  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary has  entirely  evaded  the  issue, 
which  is  whether  a  certain  class  of  bogus 
tenants  are  to  bo  brought  into  farms  after 
the  eviction  of  the  preceding  tenants,  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  complete 
the  transaction  of  purchnse  and  enabling 
the  landlord  to  dip  his  hands  in  the  pocket 
of  the  State. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  said  no 
bogus  tenants  should  bo  allowed  aid  to 
purcliase. 

Mk.  SEXTON  :  Then  it  is  a  question 
what  is  a  bogus  tenant.  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Lynch  has  said  that  where  a  con- 
tract of    tenancv    exists,   the  Purchase 
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Commission  is  not  in  a  position  to  inqniie 
further.  But  I  say  that  is  only  the 
beginning  of  inquiry.  The  intention 
of  this  Paiiiauient  wus  to  put  an 
end  to  the  evils  arising  from  *the 
impossible  position  in  which  ceiuuits  were 
placed,  to  emancipate  them  from  the 
swuy  of  the  landlords.  A  vital  queslinn 
for  the  Lnud  Commission  to  determine  is 
wlietlier  or  not  n  tenant  who  desires  to 
enter  into  u  contract  of  purchase  is  a 
boiitt  tide  jiLfricultural  tenant  who  lives 
by  the  cnltivivtion  of  the  land.  In  such 
a  case  Parliament  has  declared  tliat  the 
credit  of  the  State  shall  be  employed  to 
assist  liim  to  purcluisu.  But  there  are 
numerous  cn.ses  in  wliich  landlords, 
having  evicted  their  tenants,  enter  into 
coutructs  of  purchase  with  new  tenants 
who  are  not  agricnltuml  tenjints  in  any 
sense,  who  are  mere  adventurers  from 
towns  in  Ireland,  who  merely  go  into  the 
farm  and  go  through  the  form  of  contract 
•with  the  landlord  in  order  to  enable  the 
Iflttc  to  pocket  the  money  of  the  State. 
I  They  pay  uo  rent,  they  have  no  stock, 
for  that  is  supplied  by  political  oseooia- 
tion.s,  such  as  that  with  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  is  amnected  ; 
tliey  engage  to  buj^  i.t  uu  excessive  price, 
and  when  the  plunder  i.i  secured  from 
the  State  and  divided  these  bogus  tenants 
disappear.  It  is  difficult  to  reconcile  the 
unwillingness  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  give  a  frank  rejily  to-night  with 
the  reception  he  gave  a  short  time  ago 
to  a  speech  delivered  in  the  House  by 
my  hon.  Friend  tlie  Member  for  Cork.  In 
that  speech  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
proposed  a  system  of  Courts  of  Arbitra- 
tion in  -Ireland.  I  will  not  discuss  that 
now,  but  I  think  I  may  say  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  welcomed  that  proposal 
witii  effusion.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  see  that  the  establish- 
ment of  such  Conits  of  Arbitration,  to 
determine  in  a  rc-asonable  and  amicable 
manner  disputes  existing  on  estates 
where  evictions  have  taken  place,  is  at 
right  angles  with  the  policy  that  en- 
Ctjurages  the  landlord  to  evict  and  then 
to  bring  in  tena'ots  upon  whom  he  can 
impose  any  terms  in  order  to  secure  the 
money  of  the  State ' 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:    I  never  sug- 
gested anything  like  such  a  policy. 
Mr.  Sexton 
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Mb.  SEXTON:  ifo,  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  can  be  very  prudent  and  taci- 
turn upon  Occasion.  But  I  say  wo  have 
a  right  to  know  as  between  these  Com- 
missioners what  view  is  to  prevail.  Mr. 
Commissioner  Lynch  holds  that  if  there 
is  a  contract  of  tenancy  the  Commission 
«iu  inquire  no  further  in  the  matter,  but 
that  is  only  the  beginning  of  the  inquiry. 
Mr.  Commissioner  M'Carthy  contends 
that  they  have  a  right  to  inquire  what 
is  the  security  to  the  State,  and  I  say 
there  can  be  no  security  to  the  State 
where  a  bogus  tenant  is  allowed  to  pur- 
chase. If  the  policy  of  Mr.  Lynch  is 
allowed  to  prevail  it  will  lead  to  bad 
results.  It  wiU  give  fatal  stimulus  to 
eviction,  and  the  public  opinion  of 
Ireland  will  be  considerably  set  against 
the  whole  [X)licy  of  purchase.  The 
pubUc  opinion  of  England  will  revolt 
against  immense  sums  of  Imperial  money 
being  advanced  on  such  a  doctrine  as  that 
laid  down  by  Mr.  Lynch.  The  Govern, 
ment  are  fond  of  taking  ci-edit  for  the 
success  of  the  said  Ashbourne  Act.  If 
the  Ashbourne  Act  has  been  adminis> 
tered  with  safety  t<i  the  State,  it  is  due 
to  the  sagacity  and  prudence  of  Mr.  Com- 
missioner McCarthy,  wliose  views  secure 
a  just  balance  between  the  claims  of  the 
landlord,  the  tenant,  and  the  State. 

(1.25.)    Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


RIGHTS  OF  WAY   (SCOTLAND;  (No.  2) 
BILL.— (No.  216.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
dischargped. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CATHEDRAL  CHURCHES  BILL  [LORDS]. 
(No.  186.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  road,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

It  being  after  One  of  the  clock, 
Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  adjourned  the  House 
without  Question  put. 

Hougfl  adjourned  at  twonty-flre 
minutea  before  Two  o'clock. 
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COMMfTTEE    OF    SELECTION    FOR 
STANDINO  COilillTTEES. 

Report  from,  That  the  Committee  have 
added  the  Lord  Bramwell  to  the  Standing 
Committje  for  General  Bills  for  the  coq- 
sideratioa  of  the  Tenants  Compensation 
Bill.  Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

TRAMWAYS  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL  (IRE- 
LAND) (SOUTH  CLARE  HAILWAYS) 
BILL.— (No.  2.51.) 
Order  of  yesturdfty   referring  the  Bill 
to  the  Examiners,  discharged. 

METROPOLIS       MANAGEMEST        AND 
BUlLBINCi  ACTS  AMEKDMENT  BILL. 

tiow 
METROPOLIS  1U.NAGEMENT    ACTS 

AME.VDMENT  BILL.— (.Vo.  168.) 
Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments,  and  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Thursday  nest ;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  252.) 

HOUSIXG  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
DILL.— (No.  220.) 
Raported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  ic,  with 
Amendments :  The  Repcprt  thereof  re- 
ceived ;  Bill  re-committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  AVholo  House  on  Thursday 
next ;  and  to  be  printed  aa  amended. 
(No.  253.) 


TENANTS    COMPENSATION    DILL, 
(No.  240.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
;or  General  Bills,  with  Amendments : 
The  Report  thereof  received ;  and  Bill 
re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Thursday  next ;  and  to 
ba  printed  as  amended.     (No.  254.) 

JilETROPOLITAN  HOSPITALS,  &c. 

(No.  240.) 
Message  from  the  House  of  Commons 
for  Repcirt,  Ac,  of  the  Select  Committee 
of  this  House  :  Ordered  to  be  communi- 
cated ftccordmgly. 

VOL.  OCCXLVIL     [thibd  sesibs.] 


FACTORT   AXD   WORKSHOP   SAXrrATIOJf   BILL. 
A  Bill  to  make  regulations  for  the   better 
sanitation   of  factories   and    workshops.     Woa 
{ircscntud  by  the  Lord  Hiring ;  read  1'  ;  and 
to  be  printed.     (No.  256.) 

LONDON  STREETS  (REMOVAL  OF 
GATES)  BILL. 
•THfe  Eabl  Of  WEMTSS  :  My  Lords, 
I  regret  very  much  that  I  should  have 
to  trouble  your  Lordships  for  a  few 
moments  in  reference  to  this  Bill, 
at  this  stage.  I  regret  that  your 
Lordships  did  not  follow  the  lead  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Bramwell),  and  reject  this  Bill  at  the 
Second,  and  if  not  at  the  Second,  at  the 
Third  Reading.  Because,  my  Lords,  I 
think  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  have 
rejected  this  Bill,  coming  as  it  did  from 
this  newly  created  London  County  Council 
without  any  Compensation  Clause,  whilst 
it  takes  away  property  rights  which  had 
been  previously  acknowledged,  The 
Coanty  Council  are  very  ambitious.  They 
were,  in  the  main,  created  to  keep  our 
sewers  in  proper  order,  and  our  streets 
well  cleaned  and  lighted,  but,  in  their  am- 
bition, they  go  in  more  for  what  is  called 
hnutt:  polUiqne,  and  they  endeavour  to 
bring  in  new  principles  of  legislation, 
such  as  "  betterment,"  besides  endtnvour- 
ing  to  take  possession  of  the  Corporate 
property  of  the  London  City  Com- 
panies. And  here,  in  a  Bill  which  they 
bring  in  to  clear  away  obstructions 
in  the  streets,  they,  as  I  have  said,  for 
the  first  time  introduce  a  new  principle, 
and  bring  in  a  Bill  taking  property 
without  compensation.  Well,  ray  Lords, 
I  think  it  would  be  useful,  under  those 
circnmstances,  ii  the  Bill  had  been 
rejected  either  on  the  Second  or 
on  the  Third  Reading,  but  it  appeared 
otherwise  to  your  Lordships.  The 
Prime  Minister  while  favouring  com- 
pensation thought  the  Bill  should 
bu  road  a  second  and  a  third  time ; 
so  did  the  Opposition  Bench,  and  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  also  was  in 
favour  of  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
although  he  expressed  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  considering  a  compensation 
clause.  Nevertheless,  notwithstanding 
all  the  arguments  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
the  Third  Reading  was  only  carried  by  a 
majority  of  nine,  and  if  we  analyse  the 
Division  List  we  shall  find  it  was 
practically  mainly  carried  by  the  official 
3  X 
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supporters  of  the  present  Government. 
It  was  under  those  circainstancea  that  I 
ventured  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  take 
advantag'e  of  what  I  cannot  but  consider 
a  very  wise  provision  in  your  Lordships' 
Bales  of  Procedure,  and  take  time  to 
consider  wliether,  there  havinif  been 
this  strong  feeling  expressed  with  refer- 
ence to  compensation,  you  should  not 
delay  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill, 
and  introduce  a  Coiupensation  Clause 
into  it.  It  is  acting  upon  what  I  believe  to 
have  been  the  feeling  predominant,  at  any 
rate,  in  the  House  on  that  occasion,  that 
this  claoso  is  now  proposed.  Well,  1 
venture  accordingly,  merely  as  a  mouth- 
piece of  others,  to  propose  that  this 
clause  should  be  introduced  into  the 
Bill.  I  doubt  very  much  whether  any 
clause  ever  came  before  your  Lordships 
drawn  and  backed  with  the  authority 
■which  attaches  to  this  clause.  I  myself, 
I  need  not  say,  have  had  no  liaiid 
in  it.  It  is  a  clause  which  is  accepted 
by  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
Bedfonl  estates,  and  it  was  sent  to 
me  voluntarily,  without  any  com- 
munication on  my  part,  on  Siiturday 
laat,  by  Lord  Selborne.  It  is  drawn  by 
him,  or  drafted  by  liim.  It  haa,  I  think 
I  may  ventui-e  to  say,  the  approval  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and,  after  what  the 
Prime  Minister  »ud  after  the  Debate  on 
the  Third  Reading  the  other  night,  1 
venture  to  think  it  meets  also  with  the 
approval  of  the  Prime  Minister.  Few 
claua:'8  have  ever  come  before  your  Lord- 
ships' House  so  drawn  and  so  endorsed, 
and  I  think  I  may  venture  to  submit  it 
to  your  Lordships'  favourable  considera- 
tion. Here,  my  Lords,  I  should  at  once 
sit  down,  and  simply  move  the  clause, 
were  it  not  that  I  would,  with  your  Lord- 
ships' permission,  say  a  very  few  woi-da 
with  reference  to  the  position  which  this 
House  occupies  with  regard  to  this  great 
question  of  property  rights.  A  short 
time  ago  I  attended  a  public  dinner,  at 
which  two  very  distinguished  Americans 
were  present — Mr.  Hurlbert  and  Mr. 
Dudley  Field.  I  may  say  that  Mr. 
Dudley  Field  is  certainly  the  finest 
specimens  of  humanity  at  85  I  have 
ever  seen,  tnd  he  is  also  the  finest 
orator  I  ever  heard — I  except  none. 
Those  two  gentleman  spoke  on  that 
occasion,  and  I  venture  to  bring  before 
your  Lordships  what  they  said,  as  having 
a  direct  baaring  upon  this  question,  and 
The  Earl  of  SYtrtxyM 


ujvjn  all  questions  affecting  property  and 
literty  rights.  Perhaps  your  Ijordships, 
therefore,  will  allow  mo  to  quote  what 
they  said,  and  I  hope  that  their  language 
will  not  only  have  influence  with  your 
Jjordships,  but  that  it  will  be  taken  to 
heart  by  the  nation,  and  also,  jierhaps, 
have  influence  in  another  place.  Mr. 
Hurlbert  said  this  : — 

"  The  American  Union  ia  aimply  a  anion  for 
the  defence  of  liberty  and  property.  I  read 
with  surprise  in  an  addreag  of  Sir  Frederick 
Bramwell  that  your  Bntiah  Parliament  to-day 
in  in  the  habit  of  enacting  laws  which  wind  up 
with  this  declaration — 'Any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.'  I  can  imagine 
Qothing  more  amazing  to  Americans  than  that. 
One  of  the  fundamental  principles  of  the 
American  Constitution  is  this  :  No  State  shall 
pass  a  Uw  impairing  the  validity  of  contract." 

Mr.  Dudley  Field  followed,  and  said — 

"Mr.  Herbert  has  told  you,  and  told  yo» 
truly,  that  the  foundation  of  American  life  and 
American  Government  is  the  sanctity  of  the 
borne  and  the  sanctity  of  contract.  The  State 
of  New  York,  to  which  I  belong,  the  proudest 
and  most  powerful  of  all  the  States  in  the 
Union,  could  not  enact  a  law  by  which  one 
dollar  of  rent  could  be  taken  from  n  landlord 
and  given  to  any  human  being.  Wo  believ?, 
and  the  majority  of  my  countrymen  believe, 
that  tioremment  was  made,  not  to  give  pro- 
perty to  anybody,  but  to  protect  everybody. 
To  protect  then  and  keep  the  peace  is  the  duty 
of  Governments.  We  call  the  other  theory 
the  "  meddlesome  theory."  What  right  have 
you  to  interfere  in  my  domestic  concerns .' 
You  protect  me,  and  I  carve  my  own 
career  for  mytelf.  It  is  that  which 
WB  Americans  consider  our  birthright. 
We  hold  these  troths  to  be  our  birthright — 
that  men  are  born  equal,  and  that  each  man 
shall  be  left  to  judge  for  himself  what  is  best 
in  the  pursuit  of  happiness  for  him." 

Such  a  Bill  then  as  this,  taking  away 
rights  of  property,  could  not,  by  any 
pcssibility,  have  passed  through  the 
American  Legislature  and  become 
law,  because  you  have  the  security 
in  Amenca  of  what  ia  called  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  a  written  Con- 
stitution, in  which  the  sanctity  o^ 
contract  ia  recognised  ns  one  of  th( 
main  elements  of  freedom  and  liberty.  Ifi 
then,  the  American  Senate  or  Iiegislative\ 
Assembly,  departing  from  the  written 
letter  of  the  Constitution  in  this 
respect,  were  to  jiass  a  law  taking  a 
dollar  out  of  one  man's  pocket  \<\  put  it 
into  the  pocket  of  another,  the  Supreme 
Court  steps  in,  squashes,  and  sets  aside 
any  such  measnre.  Contrast  with  that 
what  has  been  going  on  in  this  country 
for    the    last    20  years.     Why,  there  is 
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hardly  a  day  on  which  the  State  does 
not  interfero  with  somebody  or  other, 
either  making,  or  breaking.or  birring  con- 
tracts, and  you  have,  unfortunately,  no 
such  security  as  they  have  in  the 
Supremo  Court  in  Am -rioa.  There  wiia 
a  time  when  we  resisted  the  extension 
of  the  Franchise,  and  what  is  called  the 
Democraticisinsf  and  American isingof  our 
institutions  ;  but  I  now  wish  to  Heaven 
onr  institutions  were  Americanised 
in  the  sense  in  which  I  have  men- 
tioned, which  renders  it  impossible, 
owing  to  the  exiatenca  of  tha  Supremo 
Court,  for  such  legislation  as  has  been 
in  fashion  in  this  country  for  many  years 
tobepassed.  There  is  hardly  a  newspaper 
in  which  you  do  not  read,  for  instance, 
of  the  Crofters  Commission  meeting 
somewhere  up  in  the  north,  in  some 
out  of  thj  way  place,  that  they  reduced 
rents,  say  30  pur  cent.,  and  striking  off, 
perhaps,  CO  j>er  cent,  of  arrears.  But 
although  we  have  no  Supreme  Court  in 
this  country,  we  have  yon.r  Ixirdshijw' 
House.  Pi-actically,  your  Lordships' 
House  is  the  only  check  at  the  present 
moment  upon  wild  legislation,  and  against 
doing  awa}'  with  the  rights  of  property. 
For,  mind  you,  it  is  not  merely  a  ques- 
tion of  the  Duke  of  Bedford,  but  the 
principle  affects  the  small  freeholder 
as  well  ;  it  is  a  question  aEFecting 
propsrty  of  evei-y  sort  or  kind  which 
anyone  may  have  inherited  or  earned. 
Therefore  it  is  that  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  take  this  strong  jwsi- 
tion,  and  maintain  it  through  thick 
and  thin,  that  any  Bill  which  comes  to 
your  Lordships,  be  it  from  what  quarter 
it  may,  for  the  purpose  of  taking  forcible 
jjossession  of  property,  without  cnmju'nsa- 
tion,  wUl  be  rejected  by  your  Lordships, 
or  will  l)e  amended  by  your  Lord-shijis, 
putting  into  it  a  ccmpensition  clause. 
That  is  all  that  I  invite  your  Lordships 
now  to  do.  It  is  not  to  a  very  high 
level  of  ambition  that  I  would  wish  your 
Lonlships  to  rise.  I  would  simply  point 
out  this,  that  although  the  County 
Council  of  London,  iia  1  have  said,  and 
I  repent  it,  have  ignored  the  action  of 
their  predecessors,  their  predecessors,  who, 
acting  upon  a  dictum  of  the  then  Home 
Secretary  as  to  compensation  in  this  very 
case  being  needed,  put  into  their  Bill, 
introduced  only  five  years  ago,  a  Com- 
pensation Clause.  All,  then,  tliat  I  am 
inviting  your  Lordships  to  do  ia  to  rise, 


08  regards  the  defence  of  projierty 
rights,  from  the  level  of  the  London 
County  Council  to  that  of  the  late  Me- 
tropolitan Board.  I,  therefore,  beg  to 
move  the  Clause  which  stands  in  my 
name  ;  but  there  is  just  one  very  small 
omission  in  it  to  which  T  must  call  atten- 
tion. That  is,  where  the  word  "  land  " 
stands,  "  lands  "  ought  to  be  read.  It 
occurs  in  the  first  and  last  lines  of  the 
clause. 

Moved,  to  insert  at  the  endof  Clause  4 — 

"Provided  that  if  any  lands  shall  betaken 
or  injarioaaly  aSeoted  by  anytlun}<  to  be  done 
nnder  or  by  virtue  of  th  a  Act,  without  the 
content  of  the  ownor  thereof,  compensition 
shall  bo  made  for  the  same  by  the  Council  in 
tbo  manner  provided  by  tbo  Ltnda  Claasea 
Consolidation  \al,  IHto,  and  the  Acta  amend- 
ing the  same,  the  provisions  of  which  Acts,  so 
far  as  relates  to  lands  taken  othertvisi^  than  by 
agreement  and  to  oompensatioii  fur  lands  in- 
juriously affueted,  xhall  be  deemed  for  that 
purpose  to  be  incorporated  with  ih's  Act." — 
{The  Earl  of  Wemy^a.) 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords,  I  do- 
not  propose  to  follow  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  Cross  Benches  into  his  disquisition 
of  the  rights  of  property.  It  would 
appear  that  the  noble  Earl  has  little  con- 
fidence either  in  the  tribune  of  this 
Hinise  or  in  that  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, for  he  comes  and  tells  us  here  that 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  Committee 
was  that  property  shall  be  taken  away 
without  compen.sation  accoi-ding  to  law, 
and  that  a  majority  of  this  House  agreed 
with  the  Committees  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  of  yonr  Ixjrdships'  House. 
Neither  shall  I  follow  the  noble  Earl 
into  the  disquisition  on  the  sacred  rights 
of  contract,  because,  after  all  the  legis- 
lation that  has  taken  place  I  think  the 
noble  Earl  leta  light  in  upon  the  question 
in  putting  his  views  forward ;  and  be- 
sides, that  does  not  seem  to  uie  to  be  the 
que.stion  which  is  at  present  before  the 
House.  This  is  really  a  very  serioua 
matter,  but  it  is,  perhaps,  more  serious 
even  than  my  noble  Friend  seems  to 
imagine  ;  for  this  proposal  is  made,  os 
the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittes  stated,  after  the  Bill  haa  been 
read  a  third  time,  and  after  a  decision 
has  been  arrived  at  upon  the  measure 
in  the  Committees  of  the  Houso 
of  Commons  and  of  this  House,  although 
no  new  evidence  has  been  adduced.  That, 
as  the  noble  Earl  has  stated,  is  a  very 
nnusnal  course,  and  there  must  be  very 
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Htpong  reasons  indeed  shown  for  takirx^  I  much  less  than  his  tenants,  if  there  is 

any  dainnfi^e  done,  should  get  compensa- 
tion, and  that  those  tenants  should  not 
get  ft  penny  of  compensation.  You  are 
asking  compensation,  then,  only  for  the 
noble  Duke  the  Dakeof  Bedford.  Very 
well,  but  the  Duke  of  Bedford  himself 
asked  for  no  compensation  before  the 
Committee  of  your  Lordshijjs'  House ; 
he  was  content  with  the  decision  of  the 
Uou.se  of  Commons,  and  I  think  the 
Duke  of  Bedford  was  exceedingly  well 
advised  to  bo  content  with  that 
decision.  I  do  not  know  whether 
yonr  Ijordsliips  qnite  understand  the 
feeling  of  the  nvtejwyers  of  London  in 
this  matter.  I  belong  to  that  much- 
ubnsed  liody  which  the  noble  Earl  has 
talked  about,  the  Loudon  County  Council. 
I  represent  on  the  Council  a  certain  body 
of  ratejiayers,  and  1  am  in  the  habit  of 
coming  into  contact  with  other  memliers  . 
of  that  body  who  represent  other  nite- 
payers  of  Lmdon  ;  and  I  am  say  that, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  the  opinion 
in  the  mind  of  the  average  ratepayer  is 
this — that  the  Duke  of  Bedford  and 
other  ground  landlords  have  been 
obtaining,  for  many  yeivrs,  a  very  unjust 
and  inequitable  advantage  out  of  the 
rates.  It  is  said  by  the  ratepayers  of  the 
County  of  London  that  the  Duke  of 
Bedford  and  other  large  landlm-ds  have 
had  their  property  very  largely  increased 
in  value,  not  owing  to  any  money  they 
have  themselves  expended  upon  the 
projwrty,  or  not  entirely  owing  to  ex- 
penditure of  their  own  ■upon  it,  but 
really  owing  to  the  money  which  has 
lieen  subscribed  by  the  ratepayers  in 
furtherance  of  Metropolitan  improve- 
ments. It  does  seem  to  me  that  the 
Duke  of  Bedford  does  not  care  to  come  to 
your  Lordships'  House  to  ask  for  com- 
]>ensation.  It  is  the  most  extrnoi^iinary 
thing  in  the  world  that  your  Lordships 
should  be  asked  to  set  aside  the  decisions 
of  both  Committees  in  favour  of  this 
noble  Duke,  who  says  himself  he  does 
not  want  compensation,  and  who,  very 
likely,  will  not  obtain  compension  even 
if  this  clause  is  carried.  There  is  just 
one  observation  which  I  should  like  to 
add  in  the  name  of  the  County  Council. 
The  noble  Lord  on  the  Cross  Benches 
has  said  something  about  the  action 
of  the  County  Council,  and  I  should 
like  to  say  one  word  to  the  noble  Lord 
in  regard  to  the  action  of  the  Liberty 


such  u  course.  But  therj  is  a  great  deal 
more  t'lan  that.  Let  me  ask  your 
Lordships  to  consider  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  revd-rsal  of  those  decisions 
of  the  Conimittt^es  of  both  Houses.  The 
effect  would  ba  this :  It  would  be  said 
that,  by  the  action  of  your  Lordships 
House,  you  would  be  imjKsing  a  bui-den 
uiwn  the  rat^jinyers  of  London,  and  a 
burden,  mind  you,  for  the  benefit,  if  any- 
body is  to  be  lienetited,  of  the  noble 
Duke  who  is  a  Member  of  this  House  ; 
and  it  would  be  said  you  propose  to  do 
that  by  a  Party  majority  in  this  House. 
Now,  I  should  like  this  mivtter  to  lie 
cleared  up  a  little.  What  is  the  position 
wi  between  the  noble  Duke  and  the  lease- 
holders 1  The  jiosition  tiikuii  up  by  the 
leaseholders  before  the  Committee  of 
your  Lordships'  House  was  this,  that 
they  are  the  only  pereons  who  in  reality 
are  damnified  if  anybody  suffers  damage, 
iind  that  the  Duke  himself  is  benefited 
and  not  damnified  by  the  removal  of 
these  bars  if  they  are  removed  by  the 
Legislature.  Jfr.  Balfour  Browne,  who 
represeutetl  the  leaseholders  in  this 
House,  used  thesD  words  : — 

"  The  iittitixlu  of  ihn  Duke  in  the  House  of 
Commoua  was  this — Kor  mj  self  I  do  not  care  ; 
1  nm  simply  here  to  support  my  tenants  ;  I  do 
nutduppose  Ibat  the  alteration  in  the  character 
•  il  this  district  would  really  materially  utToct 
the  district  sup])i'>iiing  it  vras  all  turned  into 
nhops  and  if  thoroughfares  were  anade  through 
II,  for  I  dare  6ay  the  Duke's  rent  at  the  end  of 
I  he  present  tenancies  would  be  higher  than 
t'ley  are  to-day." 

Under  those  circumstances  it  is,  at  least, 
doabtful  whether  the  Duke  desires  the 
I  assing  of  this  clause  as  proiwsed  ;  Viut  I 
should  like  to  got  a  distinct  answer  from 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Loi-d  Bnira- 
well)  and  also  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  by  his  side,  as  to  whether  or  not 
t.hey  consider  the  leaseholders  would 
have  any  chance  of  obtaining  compensa- 
tion. I  understand  the  view  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  is  that  they 
would  not ;  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  agrees  with  him. 
If  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  and  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  both  agree  that 
it  is  only  the  Duke  that  can  get  compen- 
sation, and  not  the  lea-seholders,  I  think 
they  will  find  it  exceedingly  difficult  to 
persuade  the  jxjople  of  London  that  it  is 
a  just  thing  that  the  Duke  of  Bedford, 
wlio  is  not  damnified  at  all,  and  certainly 
Lord  Monkswell 


and  Property  Defence  League,  of  which 
ho  is  such  a  pillar.  It  seems  to  me  that, 
by  pressing  the  rights  of  property  far 
beyond  anytliiog  wliieh  public  opinion  is 
likely  to  endurae,  they  are  piiving  the 
way  for  radical  reforms  in  the  future 
which  they  would  consider  of  a  confisca- 
tory nature.  I  can  only  once  more  en- 
treat your  L'jrdships  not,  at  this  stage  of 
the  Bill,  to  put  in  a  Compensation  Clau.se, 
giving  compensation  to  the  noble  Duke 
for  which  he  has  not  himself  asked. 

•The  MARgffEss  or  SALISBURY:  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  understand  that  this 
clause  gives  any  right  to  compensation 
to  anybody,  but  only  a  right  to  go  before 
a  jury  and  ask  whether  there  is  to  be 
compensation  paid  or  not,  and  if  the  jury 
says  they  think  the  jMirties  have  a  right 
to  compensation  they  will  fix  the  amount. 
I  do  not  see  that  the  right  to  compensa- 
tion becomes  less  clear  because  the 
party  who  goes  to  the  jury  happens  to  be 
the  Duke  of  Bsdford,  and  possesses  a 
great  deal  of  other  jiroperty,  or  that  it 
will  then  be  affected  because  he  happiais 
not  to  have  pressed  his  claims  before  this 
House.  But,  in  truth,  1  think  this 
clause  will  have  very  little  practical 
effect ;  but  I  can  quite  understand  the 
force  of  the  observation  which  was  made 
by  my  noble  Friend  the  other  night,  that 
it  is  undesirable  to  sanction  the  prin- 
ciple, even  in  a  small  matter,  that  pro- 
perty may  be  taken  away  without  giving 
the  ordinary  right  to  obtnin  compensa- 
tion, which  is  given  in  every  other  case. 
The  amount  of  laud  to  bj  taken  will  bo 
extremely  gniall,  probably  only  that 
which  is  under  the  gates  ;  but  you  do 
take  the  land,  and  whenever  j-ou  do  take 
land  corapiilsorily  it  is  your  habit  to  in- 
corporate the  Lands  Clauses  Act  of  1845 
in  the  Bill  which  takes  it.  The  Land 
Clauses  Act  gives  no  right  to  compensa- 
tion, it  simply  gives  a  right  to  the  parties 
to  go  before  the  ordinary  tribunals  of 
the  land  to  inquiro  whether  compen- 
sation should  bo  paid.  Therefore, 
merely  as  a  matter  of  principle  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  case  fc'r  inserting  the 
clause  is  compk'te.  I  confess  that  my 
feeling  in  favour  of  the  clause  is  rather 
strengthened  by  the  speech  to  which  we 
have  just  listened.  I  cannot  help  feeling 
that  if  a  Representative  of  the  County 
Council  in  this  House  shows  such 
warmth  in   resisting  in  a   Bill  of  this 


description  a  provision  which  is  merely 
one  of  principle,  and  which  will  practi- 
cally leave  no  burden  whatever  on  the 
rates,  there  must  he  some  design  which 
wo  do  not  sve  in  the  particular  mode  in 
which  this  Bill  Inis  been  introduced  into 
Parliament.  1  cannot  help  thinking  that 
thera  are  members  nf  the  County  Coun- 
cil who  hope  that  it  we  do  pass  a  Bill, 
without  taking  the  ordinary  precaution 
to  insert  a  clause  with  retrard  to  compen- 
sation, in  this  small  matter,  in  cases 
where  larger  sums  are  concerned  the 
prjcedeiit  will  work  ngjiinst  the  owners 
of  property.  That,  I  confess,  makes  me 
think  that,  on  the  whole,  it  would  be 
b.;tter  that  wc  should  adhere  to  the  ordi- 
nary Parliamentary  practice  in  this  case  ; 
that  it  docs  not  matter  two  straws 
whether  the  Duke  of  Bedford  has  asked 
for  it,  or  !iot ;  that  what  we  have  to  do 
with  in  this  matter  is  the  Parliamentary 
practice  ;  and  that  Parliamentary  prac- 
tice demands  that  we  should  follow  the 
usual  course,  and  insert  this  clause. 

LoKD  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  I  can- 
not agree  with  the  view  which  the  noble 
Marquess  has  suggested  to  your  Lord- 
ships. If  we  were  proposing  now  to 
deal  with  a  Bill  which  was  under  con- 
sidenition  for  the  first  time  iu  your 
Lordships'  House,  which  had  not  been 
considered  by  a  Ctjnimittee  of  this  House, 
and  by  a  Committee  of  the  other  House, 
and  passed  by  the  other  House,  the  case 
might  be  different ;  but  I  would  ask  your 
Lordships  to  consider  the  aspect  which 
this  case  will  wear  if  tlio  course  proposed 
•by  the  noble  Earl  is  followed.  It  will 
appear  that — after  a  caso  has  been  con- 
sidered iu  the  other  House  by  a  Com- 
mittee w^ho  unanimously  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  insert  a  Compensiition  Clause, 
the  noble  Duke,  who  is  said  to  bo  the 
only  jjerson  interested,  having  been  re- 
presented before  them,  when  the  Com- 
mittee of  your  Lordships'  House  by 
■whom  it  was  considered  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  should  Ix;  no  Com- 
pensation Clause — by  doing  what  lias 
never,  so  far  as  I  know,  been  dtmo 
before  between  the  Third  Reading  and 
the  passing  of  the  Bill,  your  Lordships 
are  wdling  to  insert  .such  a  clau.se  in 
favour  of  a  Member  of  this  House.  By 
doing  such  a  thing  as  this,  it  would  seem 
that,  on  behalf  of  a  Member  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  and  for  his  benefit,  you 
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aw  faking  a  course  which  is  absolutely 
unprccedentod,  and  altering  this  Bill  in 
a  manner  which  will  make  it  inconsistent 
with  the  views  which  have  been  taken  by 
the  other  House,  and  by  a  Committee  of 
your  Lordsliips'  House.  I  cannot  think 
that  such  a  coui-se  is  likely  to  raise  either 
the  credit  or  cliaracterof  yourLoi'dships' 
House.  I  do  not  say  that  the  imputa- 
tions which  are  likely  to  be  cast  ujwn  it 
will  neci-ssarily  be  just ;  but  I  am  quite 
Certain  that  if  your  Lordships  take  this 
course  it  will  give  rise  to  observations 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  your  Lord- 
ships' Hou32  which  those  who  are  con- 
cerned for  its  credit  and  character  and 
reputation  would  much  rather  not  hear, 
because  they  would  ba  unable  to  avoid 
the  feeling  that  there  is,  at  all  eventsj 
some  foundation  for  it.  Now,  I  agree 
that  this  question  may  be  said,  as  it  has 
been  put  by  the  noble  Marquess  opposite, 
to  bo  a  question  of  principle  ;  but  is  there 
any  question  of  principle  necessarily  in- 
volved here?  Are  you  wronging  anybody 
when,  there  being  only  one  person  to 
whom  thisclau.su  will  apply,  that  person, 
having  presented  his  cus?  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  has  liecn  content  not  to 
petition  your  Ljrdsliips'  House,  or  to 
suggest  here  tlwt  he  has  any  claim  to 
compensation  ?  Where  is  the  serious 
interference  with  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty that  is  complained  of,  beaiuse  you 
do  not  put  in  a  special  clause  for  com- 
pensating a  fierson  who  has  not  sug- 
gested that  he  is  entitled  to  such 
compensation,  or  that  he  has  any  desire 
for  the  insertion  of  such  a  clause! 
I  confess  I  am  at  a  loss  to  see  how 
the  non-insertion  of  such  a  clause  in  this 
exti-aordinary  and  unusual  way  would 
be  a  serious  interference  with  the  rights 
of  property.  I  am  certain  that,  such  a 
clause  not  being  there,  if  the  persons  con- 
cerned desired  that  it  should  be  inserted 
they  would  bring  the  matter  before  your 
Lordships'  House,  and  suggest  that 
such  a  clause  should  be  inserted. 
Where  they  do  not  take  that  cours.?, 
then  surely  it  is  wantonly  and  un- 
necessarily putting  this  House  in  con- 
flict with  the  action  of  the  other  House 
to  take  the  course  projiosed  at  this  late 
and  unprecedented  stage.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  certainly  fail  to  see  how  your 
Lordships  not  taking  that  course,  is 
likely  to  inflict  harm  ujion  anyone,  either 
at  the  present  time  or  in  the  future. 
Lord  Herschdl 


•The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  As  far 
as  the  question  of  precedent  is  concerned 
I  i-an  remind  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  of  one  instance  in  which  I  had 
a  personally  painful  experience  of  a 
similar  course  being  pnrsuetl  after  the 
Third  Reading  of  the  Land  Transfer 
Bill,  when,  upon  the  Motion  that  the  Bill 
do  now  pass,  the  House  was  adjourned 
for  the  purpose  of  inserting  an  Amend- 
ment. 

LoRn  HERSCHELL  :  I  did  not  mean 
jmtting  in  any  Amendment.  I  meant 
]mtting  in  a  Compensation  Clause  of 
this  kind  in  a  private  Bill. 

♦TnE  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  I 
thnught  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
said  there  was  no  instance  of  soch  a 
cuurse  having  lieon  taken  as'far  as  the 
practice  of  the  House  goes.  I  misunder- 
stood him  ;  but  that  that  did  occur  your 
Lordships  will  remember,  and  a  new 
clause  was  ultimately  put  in  upon  the 
Motion  that  the  Bill  do  now  pass.  I 
only  rise  for  the  purpose  of  setting  right 
what  I  think  is  a  misapprehension  on 
that  point.  As  I  am  addressing  your 
Lordships  I  cannot  help  noticing  the  dis- 
guised menace,  which  is  really  the  only 
argumctit  brought  forwanl  by  Kith  the 
noble  Lords  who  have  addressed  the 
House.  What  is  the  meaning  of  their 
continually  saying,  "This  is  a  very 
awkward  thing  ;  this  will  expose  you  to 
a  conflict  with  the  other  House  and  with 
the  ratepayers,"  and  sj  forth  ?  If  the 
thing  is  right,  1  triLst  your  Lordships 
will  have  the  courage  to  do  it.  If  it  be 
wrong  let  it  be  shown  to  be  wrong,  but 
I  trust  your  Lordships  will  not  yield  to 
that  sort  of  indirect  menace  that  you 
must  not  do  it  because  the  ratepayers 
will  be  angry. 

•The  Eael  or  SELBORNE  :  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  who  moved  this  Amend- 
ment mentioned  truly  that,  as  far  as 
the  form  goes,  I  am  responsible  for  that 
form.  I  am  willing  also  to  be  respon- 
sible for  the  substance,  for  it  doi's  appear 
to  me  that  the  principles  which  have 
been  appealed  to  in  tliis  discussion  are  of 
much  greater  importance  than  the  im- 
mediate question  involved.  What  does 
the  Amendment  propose  1  Merely  that 
that  rule,  and  exactly  that  rul-.',  shall 
be  applied  to  this  case  which,  as 
far  as  I  know,  has  always  been 
applied  to  every  other  case  of  the  same 
kind.       If  land  belonging   to  a  private 
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person  is  taken  and  injuriously  afEected, 
and     those     words     have     beoii     con- 
strued by  innumerable   decisions  under 
powers    of    this    kind,  for    the    public 
benefit,  that  laud  has  to  lie  paid  for  if 
the    owner    does     not    consent.      That 
there   is  any  reason    why   a   difference 
should  be  made  in  favour  of  a  permanent 
Public    Body    of  the   character  of  the 
London    County     Council     is     not    to 
me      obvious.      On      the      contrary,    I 
think      that      the     power      and      per- 
manence   and    great    respectability    of 
that   body   appear  to   me   to   constitute 
additional  reasons  why  no  new  precedent 
infringing  on  the  right  of  individuals  to 
be  compensated  for  property  taken  com- 
palsorily    from    them    should    be   made 
in   its   favour.      It    lias    been   said    by 
my  noble    and  learned   Friend   on   the 
Front  Bench  tliat  such  a  clause  as  that 
now  moved  has   not   before  been  put  in 
at     this    stage    of    a    Bill    whicli    has 
passed  without  it  in  the  other  House, 
and  through  a  Committee  of  this  Housa. 
The    answer   is,    tliat    thero    has    never 
before  been  occasion  to  do  so.      I  quite 
agree    that   before    putting  in   such    a 
clause   wo   should    seriously   and   care- 
fully   consider    whether   the    principles 
of  justice  require  it.     But  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  uo  such  Bill  as  thi.s,  taking 
away  private  property  for  a  public  pur- 
pose, private  property  which  upon   the 
hypothesis      is     taken     or     injuriously 
affected  within  the  meaning  of  the  Land 
Clauses  Act,  has  ever  lieen  passed  befon , 
and  the  fact  of  this   Bill   having  passed 
the  House  of  Commons   would,   in   my 
opinion,  go  no  further  than  to  make  it 
probable    tkat    the   Committee    of    the 
House    of     Commons    may    not     have 
thoroughly  appreciated  the  step  which  it 
was  proposed  t-o  take.     And  I  can  well 
understand      that      that     might     have 
happened  there,  as  I  have  no  doubt  it 
happened    in    the    Committee   of    your 
Loi-dships'    House,   from    the     position 
which   the  freeholder,  in  my  view  the 
only   person    who   would   come    within 
those    words,   appears    to   have    taken 
there.       The     freeholder    appeared     to 
oppose  in   the  House  of  Commons ;   he 
did     not  appear   to   oppose   here.     But 
opposing     the     passing    of     the      Bill 
is  one  thing,  and  waiving,  or  relinquish- 
ing,  or  consenting  to  give  up  a   right 
to   compensation,    to   wliich    he   would 
otherwise  have  been  entitled,  is  another 


thing.       I   quite   agree   that,   in   these 
circumstances,     and     parties    whom    I 
assume    not    to    be    entitled    to    com- 
pensation   having    appeared    to    oppose 
before  the  Committees  of  both   Houses, 
the    attention    of   the    Committee    was 
rather  directed    to  the  position  of  these 
parties     than     to     the     principle      in- 
volved  as   to   the  freeholder,  who  may 
possibly  have  thought  he  had  a  right  to 
rely   upon   the   ordinary    course    being 
taken,  and  that  it  would  be  taken.     On 
the  other  hand,  in  favour  of  the  Commit- 
tees, I  am  quite  disposed  to   admit   this, 
that  they  may  have    misunderstood  tie 
position  of  the  freeholder,  and  have  sup- 
posed him  to  waive  what,  as  far  as  I  can 
see,   there  is  no  evidence  whatever  of 
his  waiving,  that  is  to  say,  his  right  to 
compensation.     1  cast  uo  blame  upon  the 
Committee,  if  that  was  the  view  whicb 
they  took  ;  on  the  contrarj',  I  have  my- 
self found  in  this  state  of  circumstances 
a  sufficient  reason  for  not  rejecting  the 
Bill  on  the  Third  Reading.     But  upon 
the  present  Motion  the  question  is  differ- 
ent;   and    I  do  think  that  in    such    a 
case  nothing  less  than  the  consent  of  the 
party  interested  ought  to  preclude    him 
from  claiming  compensation,  and  it  has 
not  been   made  out  to  my   satisfaction 
that  therd  has  been  a   deliberate   relin- 
quishment of   the  claim.     If  there  was, 
and  if  tliat  can  be  shown,  no  doubt,  no 
claim  will  be   made  under  this  clause ; 
but  as  far  as  the  principle  is  concerned, 
it  does  seem  to  mo  that  without  proof  of 
consent,  without    some    less    equivocal 
proof   of  waiver,   it   would   be   a   very 
dangerous  and  a  very  unsafe  thing  not 
to  introduce  a  clause  which  would  enable 
a  person  whose  land  may  be  taken,  or 
injuriously  affected,  if  he  has  not  con- 
sented,  and    if    he    does    not   consent, 
to     claim     in     the     ordinary     way     in 
which,  as   far   as   I   know,   every  such 
person    has    always    been    held    to    be 
entitled  to  claim  under  every  Bill  giving 
compulsory  powers  which  has   hitherto 
passed.    And,  my  Lords,  I  must  also  say 
that  neither  the  humble  estate  nor  the 
high  estate,  neither  the  poverty  nor  the 
wealth    of    the  private  person  affected, 
ought,  in  my  judgment,  to  induce  your 
Lordships  to  depart  from  whatever  may 
bo     the    proper    principle    and    proper 
method  of  dealing  with  this  question. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  may  do  so  now,  but  I  propoao 
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to  add  some  words  to  this  Amendment. 
The  words  wliicU  I  pro[iose  to  add  will 
have  the  effect  of  providing  that  the 
words  "  injnriotisly  affected  "  shiill  hnve 
the  same  meaning  in  this  Bill  as  they 
have  in  tlie  Lands  Clauses  Act. 
•The  Earl  ok  SELBORNE  :  I  cannot 
imagine  how  any  doubt  could  possibly 
be  entertained  on  tho  sni)joi;t,  bat  ns  far 
as  I  am  concerned  by  all  means  let  thoso 
•words  be  added  ;  I  have  iio  objection. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  It  has  teen 
suggested  that  some  doubt  might  arise 
owing  t<i  the  manner  of  assessing  the 
compensation. 

Moved  to  add  at  the  end  of  tlie  pro- 
posed Amendment  the  words  :  "that  the 
words  'injuriously  uffected '  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  in  the  said  Act." 

On   Qaestion,  "  That  those  words  be 
ftdded    to    the    proixjsed    Amendment," 
tngreed  to. 

On  Question,  "  Whether  to  agree  to  tho 
said  Amendment  as  amended,"  their 
Lordships  divided  : — Contents  56  ;  Non- 
contents  18. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative ;  Bill  passed, 
and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

ELECTRIC  UGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  CONPIRMATIOK  (No.  15)  BILL. 
House    in    Committee   (according   to 
order). 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh)  : 
My  Lords,  tli^  amendments  which  stand 
in  my  name  are  to  the  two  Orders 
which  affect  the  City  of  Loudon,  and 
are  little  more  than  drafting  Amend- 
ments. As  they  are  matters  of  agree- 
ment, I  think  I  need  say  no  more 
about  them.  With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ments standing  in  tho  name  of  tho 
noble  Lord  opposite,  thoso  I  shall  be 
glad  to  adopt,  with  some  verbal  altera- 
■  tions  which  the  promoters  and  other 
'  parties  have  agreed  to.  This  Bill,  as  far 
as  this  particular  Order  is  concerned, 
was  the  first  opposed  when  the  Order 
was  made  sending  it  to  a  Committee. 
Since  that  time  an  agreement  has  teen 
come  to  tetween  the  parties  concerned, 
the  Corpomtion  of  the  City  of  London, 
and  the  London  County  Council.  There- 
fore, if  your  Lordships  will  now  accept 
the  Amendments  which  are  on  tho  Paper, 
there  is  every  prosj>ect  that  the  Orders 
Lord  Uertdiell 


m  question  will  pass  through  this 
House  and  the  other  House  as  matters 
of  agreement.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ments which  stand  in  my  own  name, 
and  in  the  name  of  tho  noble  Lord 
opp.site. 

Amendments  made. 

•Loud  BALFOUR  or  BURLEIGH: 
Owing  to  the  advanced  peri(Ml  of  the 
Session,  it  is  necessary  to  ask  your 
Lordships  for  some  indulgence  in 
regard  to  this  Bill.  If  your  Lord.sliips 
consent  to  suspend  the  Standing  Order, 
I  propose  to  pass  tho  Bill  through  its 
other  stages  this  afternoon,  in  order  that 
there  may  be  a  reasonable  prospect  of 
its  passing  through  the  otlier  House  of 
Parliament.  Ample  opportunity  will  be 
given  to  any  one  who  desires  to  object 
within  the  numter  of  days  which  have 
necessarily  to  expire ;  but  unless  this 
be  agreed  to  there  is  grave  fear  that 
what  I  believe  to  be  practicable  now 
will  te  lost  through  lapse  of  time.  I 
hope  under  those  circumstances  your 
Lordshifis  will  agree  to  the  suspension 
iif  the  Standing  Orders. 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX,  con- 
sidered (according  to  order),  and  dis- 
pensed with  :  Amendments  reported : 
Bill  read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

PILOTAGE    PROVISIONAL    ORDERS 

(No.  1)  BILL. 
PILOTAGE  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 

(No.  2)  BILL. 
•LoBi'  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
My  Lords,  these  Bills,  which  are  for 
confirming  certain  Orders  under  the 
Pilotage  Act  of  last  year,  are  the  first 
which  have  been  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment under  the  Act.  The  circumstances 
under  which  I  ask  for  a  suspension  of 
the  Sessional  Order  are  these.  Tho  Bills 
under  which  the  Orders  are  made  only 
came  into  force  on  the  1st  January  last 
year.  The  Locjil  Authority  retjuired  some 
time  to  consider  whether  they  would 
apply  for  the  Provisional  Order,  and 
when  they  did  so  tho  Board  of  Trade 
agreed  to  give  it  to  them.  Every 
possible  expedition  has  been  used  to  get 
the  Bills  ready  for  your  Lordships,  but, 
owing  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  which 
make  it  necessary  that  a  period  of  six 
weeks  shonldelapsetetweencertainstages 
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of  the  Provisional  Orders  before  they 
can  be  preseuted  to  Parliament,  the  time 
passed  away,  and  the  Orders  conld  not 
come  before  Parliament  sooner  than 
they  do.  The  first  Bill  refers  to  the  Firth 
of  Clyde,  and  the  pilotage  upon  the  Firth 
■  of  Clyde,  and  is  absolutely  unopposed.  It 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons 
absolutely  unopposed.  The  second  Bill 
refers  to  the  port  of  Bristol,  and  that  1 
believe  also  is  now  absolutely  unopposed. 
There  ■was  opposition  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
the  Committee  unanimously  confirmed 
the  Bill,  aft^r  some  two  hours'  discussion. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  consent  to  the  Standing 
Order  being  suspended. 

Moved — 

"That  the  Sessions!  Order  of  Iho  10th  of 
Uarch  last,  'That  no  Hill  brought  from  the 
House  of  Commons  confirminf;  any  Provisional 
Order  or  Provisional  Cerliflcato  shall  be  read 
a  second  time  after  Friday,  the  27tn  day  of 
Judo  next,'  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the 
Bills  be  read  2'."— {Lord  Sal/our  of  lUirUigh.) 

The  Eari,  of  MORLEY":  The  noble 
Lord  has  certainly  justified  his  Depart- 
ment so  far  in  making  out  that  they 
have  lost  no  time  in  bringing  the.se 
Orders  before  the  House  ;  but  I  think  it 
f  would  have  been,  under  the  circum- 
stances, better  if  the  Orders  had  been 
suspended  for  another  year,  considering 
that  we  Jiave  now  arrived  at  the  5th  of 
August,  and  that  the  Bills  ought  to 
have  been  presented  more  than  six 
weeks  ago.  If  the  Bills  are  opposed  I 
think  it  is  very  doubtful  whether  your 
Lordships  should  suspend  the  Standing 
Order,  although  if  ray  noble  Friend  can 
assure  the  House  there  is  no  opposition 
to  the  Bills  I  should  not  oppose  them. 

•Loud  BALFOUR  ov  BURLEIGH :  I 
cannot,  of  course,  give  an  absolute 
answer  that  there  is  no  opposition.  That 
can  only  be  decided  by  lapse  of  the  time 
for  petitioning.  I  think  the  time  for 
petitioning  with  regard  to  No.  2  Bill 
will  not  Iwve  expired  until  3  o'clock 
on  Thureday.  With  regard  to  No.  I 
Bill,  that  is  absolutely  unopposed,  for  the 
time  expired  at  1  o'clock  to-day. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  Then  would 
it  not  bo  better  to  postpone  the  second 
Bill  until  Thursday's  sitting  ? 

•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  will  not 
move   tho    suspension  with   regard    to 


No.  2  Bill  to-day,  but  I  hope  the  House 
will  remember  that  it  is  not  a  new  appli- 
cation if  my  name  appears  again  on 
Thursday  as  moving  for  the  suspension  of 
tho  Standing  Order.  I  move  that  the 
Order  be  suspended  in  regard  to  Pilotnge 
Bill  No.  l,and  it  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  withdmwn  as  applying  to  the 
second  Bill,  and  agreed  to  as  the  first 
Bill. 

Bill  No.  1  read  2",  and  committed  to 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  on 
Thursday  next. 

ALDEItSHOT    ROADS    BILL.— (No.    219.) 
Amendment    reported    (according    to 
order)  ;  and  Bill  to  bo  read  3*  ou  Thurs- 
day next. 

COMPANIES    (WINDINO-UP)     BILL. 
(No.  229.) 

Read  3"  (according  to  order),  with  the 
Amendments. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  or  BURLEIGH: 
There  are  some  Amendments  in  my 
name,  but  with  one  exception  they  are 
purely  draftsman's  Amendments  ;  that 
one  is  upon  Clause  8,  page  7,  the  exact 
words  of  which  were  oV)jected  to  by  my 
noble  Friend  on  tho  previous  stage  of 
the  Bill  under  what  I  have  since  become 
satisfied  was  a  misconception,  as  the 
words  under  Sub-section  2,  Clause  3, 
are  sufficient  to  meet  their  purpose. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  move  that 
the  Amendment  1x3  inserted. 

Further  Amendments  made  ;  Bill 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons, 

PDBLIC  LIBRARIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BlLL.-(No.  205.) 
Amendment    reported    (according    to 
order). 

•Lord  HOUGHTON  :  Your  Ijordships 
may,  perhaps,  remember  that  in  the 
previous  stage  of  this  Bill,  Clause  8, 
which  deals  with  the  power  of  ecclesi- 
astical, parochial,  and  charitable  bodies  to 
convey  land  for  purposes  connected  with 
the  Public  Libraries  Act,  was  seriously 
assailed,  and,  in  deference  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite, 
I  withdrew  it,  and  said  I  would  bring  it 
up  in  another  form  of  the  Report.  I 
have  brought  up  the  clause  in  a  form 
which,  I  think,  will  meet  the  objections 
then  raised;   but  there  are  two  points 
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upon  wliich  I  should  like  to  say  a  word 
to  your  Lordships.  One  of  my  noble 
Friends  behind  me  took  agcneml  objection 
to  the  power  of  such  Public  Bodies  to  give 
land,  although  not  to  their  power  of 
selling  or  exchanging  of  it.  Well,  as 
regards  the  word  "  gift,"  I  am  informed 
that  in  several  other  Acts,  such  as  the 
Schools  Sites  Act  of  1841,  the  Literary 
and  Scientific  Institutions  Act  of  1851, 
and  the  Places  of  Worship  Sites  Act, 
1873,  a  power  of  gift  is  found  in  each  nf 
those  measures  ;  and  if  land  can  be  given 
for  such  a  purpose  as  a  literai-y  institu- 
tion it  is  difficult  to  see  why  it  should 
not  be  given  for  the  purpose  of  a  public 
library.  The  other  jioint  wjis  with  re- 
gard to  the  application  of  the  money 
derived  from  such  land.  My  noble 
Friend  behind  me  lias  suggested  an 
Amendment  in  the  last  paragraph,  to 
which  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  agree, 
namely,  that  the  money  derived  from  the 
sale  of  the  land  shall  be  applied  to  the 
purposes  of  the  Trust,  and  not  as  here 
stated.  My  noble  Friend,  Lord  Meath, 
who  ia  not  present,  brought  up  on  a 
former  stage  an  Amendment  with  refer- 
ence to  open  spaces  ;  he  was  anxious  that 
no  land  which  liad  been  set  aside  for  the 
purpose  of  beingpreservedasan open  space 
should  come  under  the  operation  of  this 
clause.  Upon  that  I  have  only  to  say 
that  if  he,  or  my  noble  Friend  Lord 
Thring,  who  I  believe  had  charge  of  the 
matter  in  his  absence,  will  bring  up  an 
Amendment  to  that  effect  at  the  next 
stage  of  the  Bill,  on  the  nnderstivnding 
that  its  provisions  should  only  apply  to 
the  Metropolis,  or  very  largo  towns,  I 
should  not  offer  any  objection  to  such  an 
Amendment. 

Moved,  after  Clause  7,  to  insert  the 
following  new  clause — 

8.  "  Any  persun  holding  land  for  ecclnaiasti- 
oal,  parochial,  or  chjiriUible  purposes,  miiy, 
suhject  aa  herein-after  provided,  grant,  convoy, 
or  eniranchise,  by  way  of  gift,  sale,  or  excbange 
for  any  of  the  purposes  of  the  Libraries  Acts, 
any  quantity  of  such  land  not  exceeding  in  any 
one  case  one  acre  in  any  manner  vested  in  aucli 
person  Provided  that  no  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty shall  bo  granted  or  conveyed  for  sucti 
pnrpossa  without  the  consent  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical CommisHloners  for  England ;  that  no 
parochial  property  shall  be  so  granted  or  con- 
veyed save  by  the  Guardians  of  the  Poor  Law 
Union  compromising  the  parish  to  which  the 
property  belongs,  or  without  the  consent  of  the 
Local  Government  Board ;  and  that  no  other 
charitable  property  shall  be  so  granted  or  con- 
veyed without  the  consent  of  the  Charitable 
Lord  llowjhton 


Commissioners  ;  and  the  said  Board  and  Com- 
misaioners  respectively  shall  provido  for  the 
application  of  the  money  derived  from  the 
sale  of  any  land  with  their  consent  under  this 
section,  regard  being  had  to  the  purposes  for 
which  such  land  wag  held.  Any  land  granted 
or  conveyed  to  any  library  authority  under 
this  section  may  be  held  by  such  authority 
without  anylicoace  in  mortmain." — (jTA*  Lord 
Houghton.) 

The  Earl  or  KIMBERLEY :  My 
Lords,  I  am  quite  satisfied  with  what 
ray  noble  Friend  has  said  with  regfard 
to  gifts,  and  as  there  are  precedent«  with 
regard  to  gifts  in  analogous  cases  I 
shall  certainly  not  press  my  Amendment. 
The  other  point  to  wliich  I  would  call 
attention,  is  that  the  words  after 

"Said  Boards  and  Commissioners  respeo- 
tively,  provided  that  the  application  of  snoh 
moneys  derived  from  the  sale  of  land  under  this 
iSt'ction  regard  being  had  to  the  purposes  for 
which  such  land  is  tiken," 

should  be  omitted,  and  the  words 

•'  L,and  taken  in  exchange,  or  money  re- 
ceived from  such  sale  shall  be  held  on  the 
same  trusts  aa  the  land  exchanged  or  sold  " 

should  bo  inserted.  I  cannot  see  why 
there  should  be  any  difference  made  in 
the  application  of  the  money  received 
from  those  portions  of  land  to  the 
purposes  of  the  Trusts  on  which  the 
land  is  held.  1,  therefore,  beg  leave  to 
move  that  Amendment. 

On  Question  agreed  to,  Bill  to  be  read 
3"  on  Thui-sday  next. 

DIRECTORS'  LIABILliy  BILL. 

(No.  242.) 
House  in  Committee   (on    ro-commit- 
ment)  (according  to  Order). 

Clause  3. 
•The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  Upon 
this  clause  with  regard  to  liability  for 
statements  in  a  prosjHJCtus,  I  have  to 
move  to  omit  lines  10  to  15,  on  page  2. 
That  question  arises  in  this  form.  The 
Bill  has  provided  for  the  liability  of  Direc- 
tors in  respect  of  untrue  statements  made 
in  a  prospectus,  which,  presumably,  upon 
the  theory  of  the  Bill,  they  are  responsible 
for  composing  and  issuing.  It  throws 
upon  them  the  necessity  of  showing 
affirmatively  that  they  believed,  at  all 
events,  in  the  statements  put  forward 
by  them.  But,  besides  that,  the  Bill 
proposes  to  make  a  Director  liable  under 
circumstances  which  I  will  mention  in  a 
moment,  for  any  statement  which,  in 
fact,   is   untrue    in    the    report   of   any 
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expert,  whether  tlie  expert  be  on 
engineer,  at-countant,  valuer,  or  what 
not.  Now,  I  thiuk  it  would  be  quite 
fair  that  a  Director  should  l)o  called 
upon  to  show  that  he  had  made  a  fair 
extract  from  or  had  correctly  copied  the 
report  or  valuation  of  an  engineer, 
valuer,  accountant,  or  other  expert. 
That,  of  course,  is  a  matter  within  his 
own  knowledge,  and  it  is  a  matter  with 
regard  to  which  he  may  be  justly 
expected  to  be  careful  in  what  he 
puts  before  the  public ;  but  this 
Bill  goes  further.  The  Bill  calls 
upon  him  to  show  affirmatively,  and,  in 
the  fii-st  in.stance,  without  any  evidence 
being'  called,  that  he  did  not  himself  do 
it  ;  that  he  believed  the  statement  which 
was  made  ;  that  the  valuer  or  expert 
was  comjjctent  ;  because  that  is  the  only 
interjn-etation  that  I  can  give  to  the 
phrase  "  bond  fide.'"  Now,  if  I  am  to  sup- 
po.se  that  this  is  a  conspiracy  between  the 
engineer,  valuer,  or  accountnut,  and  the 
Director,  the  law  reaches  that  at  jiresent. 
That  would  be  a  f  rand.  Tlierefore,  what 
this  Bill  does  is  this  :  the  hypothesis  of 
its  necessity  assumes  that  the  Director 
is  not  in  fraudulent  conspiracy  with  the 
engineer  or  valuer,  because  that  is 
reached  by  the  law  as  it  stands  at  ])re- 
«ent,  but  it  says  that  lie  is,  in  the  first 
itauce,  without  any  foundation  being 
made  to  call  ujjon  him  for  it,  to  be  called 
upon  to  show,  in  the  words  of  the 
Bill— 

"  That  he  had  reasonable  grounds  for  be- 
lieving that  it  was  a  correct  or  fair  copy  of  or 
extract  from  the  Heirort  or  valuation,  and  that 
he  had  reasonable  jjround  for  believing,  and 
did,  up  to  the  lime  of  the  allotmont,  believe 
that  the  statement.  Report,  or  valuation  was 
made  in  (food  faith  by  the  person  by  whom  ic 
was  purported  to  be  made." 

That  is,  that  ha  believes  that  the  person 
who  made  it  did  himself  believe  it. 
Now,  this  is  the  first  time  in  any  legis- 
lation, as  far  as  I  am  aware,  in  which 
Parliament  has  called  upon  a  man  to 
answer,  not  only  from  his  own 
Ijelief,  but  to  state  that  he  be- 
lieves that  some  other  person  believed 
something,  and  not  only  that,  but  that 
he  believed  the  jierson  who  believed  that 
something,  and  made  the  statement  about 
it,  W1U5  coraj)eteut  to  make  it.  I  do  not 
understand  upon  what  ground  it  is 
supposed  that  a  Director  should  be 
called  npfjn  to  prove  tliat  rather  than 
that  the  person  who,  by  the  hyiKjthesis, 
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lias  taken  the  shares   upon  the  faith  of 
the     statements,    should     exeicise     his 
belief   in   regard   to  their  untruth.     It 
must,  by  the  clause  itself,  be  a  fair  copy 
or  representation   of  what   the  engineer 
or  vainer  has  said,  and  why  on  earth  the 
Director  is,  more  than   the    person   who 
has  taken  the  shares,  to  be  called  upon  to 
exercise  that  belief,  and  that  he  should, 
in  the  first  instance,  satisfy  a  jury  that 
he  did  lielieve  the  valuer  was  competent, 
and  that  he  did  make  the  valuation  or 
Report  ingo<Kl  f.iith  I  cannot  understand. 
With    reference    to   a   statement  which 
was  made   by  the  Director  himself,  and 
upon  his  own  authority,  in  a  prospectus, 
if  he  put   his  name  t<j  it,  I  quite  agree 
that  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  say  that  if, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  an  untruth  is  found 
in  it,  the  issue  may  be  changed,  and  that 
he  may  be  called  ujwn  to  show  that  it  is 
either  true  or  that  ho  believed  it  to  be 
true.     That  I  can  understand  ;  but  I  do 
not    understand  why,  when   a   Director 
says,  as  he  impliedly  does  say  by  extract 
from  or  giviug  a  copy  of  the  valuation  or 
accountant's  Report : — "  I,  myself,  have 
no  knowledge  of   this,  but  I  give    you 
what  the  expert  to  whom  I  have  a])plied 
says  about  it,  and  you  must  inquire  for 
yourselves    what     the    value    of      that 
expert's  opinion  is,    what  his  reputation 
is  among  the  set  of  valuers  oraocountants 
among  whom  he  practises,  and  you  must 
form  your  own  judgment   upon  it,"  he 
is  to  be  called  upon  to  pledge  his  belief 
to  the  competency  of  that  expert,  and  to 
the   expert's  own   belief  in  the  truth  of 
the  statements.      All  the  Director  says, 
and     all     I     think      he     ought    to    bo 
cjiUed   upon    to   say,  is — "This    is    an 
extract   from,"  or   "This  is  the  valuers' 
opinion,"  but  this  Bill  throws  upon  him 
not  only  the  onus   in  respect  of   state- 
ments which  ho  has  made  himself,  but 
calls    upon    him    to    show,    if   anybody 
chooses  to  bring  an  action   against   him, 
that  he    believed   the  valuer  did  believe 
iu  gotxi  faith,  and  that  the  valuer  was  a 
competent  valuer.     It  seems  to  me  both 
unreasonable    and    irapro|x?r    that    you 
should  call    upon  a  Director  to  do  that, 
and  for  that  reason  I  more  to  omit  the 
clause. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clause  3,  page 
2,  lines  10  to  15,  to  leave  out — 

("  And  that  he  had  reasonable  ground  for 
believing,  and  did  up  to  the  time  of  the  allot- 
mcnt  of  the  ihures,  debentures,  or  debenture 
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stock,  Hs  the  easo  may  be,  believe,  that  the 
I' statement,  report,  or  valuation  wns  matlo  in 
good  fHith  by  the  person  by  whom  it  purports 
to  have  been  made,  and  that  the  poison  making 
it  WHS  competent  to  make  it;  and")— (7'/ic  Lord 
ChaHccllur.) 

Lord     HERSCHELL:     This    matter 
was  fally  discussed  in  Committee,  nnd 
the  view  taken  by  the  Committee   wns 
not  that  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsiick.     I  imagine  it  will  be 
considered  here  as  free  from  tljose  Party 
considerations  which  divide  us  as  it  was 
there.      I  cannot  consent  to  the  proposal 
of   my    noble  and    learned   Friend.     It 
seems  to  me  to  strike  an  absolutely  fatil 
blow    at    this    Bill.     I    believe  if  this 
Amendment  were  agreed  to    it   would 
increase  the  mischiefs  which  exist  rather 
than  diminish  them,  as  I  hope  to  show 
your    Lordships    in    a   moment    or  two. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  has  dwelt 
Tipon  a  good  many  things  concerning  this 
olaase,  and  has  asked  why  you.  should 
not  call  upon  a  man  to  prove  this,  that, 
and  the  other ;  but  he  has  not  laid  any 
stress  n[K)u  tliis  :  that  you  have  to  prove 
that  the  person  whom  you  see  has  issued 
an   untrue    statement   in   order   to    get 
money   from  the  public  who  subscribed 
upon  the  faith  of  the  untrue  statement, 
that  they  acted  upon  that  untrue  state- 
ment, that  they  hiid  been  deceived  by  it, 
that  they  had  lost  their  money  in  conse- 
quence of  it.     That  yon  have  to  prove, 
and  then  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
says,    "  Why  are  you  not   content  with 
that  ?     Why  should  you  throw  any  on  us 
on  the  man  who  has  issued  an  untrue 
statement  to  tlie  public,  and  got  money 
out  of  them  ujjon  the  strength  of  it ':"'  For 
myself,  I  think  that  is  a  reason  for  saying 
that  you  should  throw  the  onus  on  the 
man  who  has  i.ssued  that  untrue  state- 
ment to  the  ))ublio.      Then  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  says   it  is  enough  if  the 
Director  gives  the  name  of  a  valuer  or 
engineer  who  is  of  any  kind  of  reputa- 
tion.    The  proposition  which  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  seems  to  lay  down 
is  this,  that  a  man  has  a  right  to  issue  to 
the    public    a   false   statement,    because 
that  fftlae  statement  is  vouched  for  by 
someone  of  reputation  in  his  profession,  no 
matter  how    incompetent   or  how  abso- 
lutely unfit  to  deal  with  the  matter  he 
may  be ;    that  the  Director  who  issues  it 
has  a  right  to  issue  it  without  caring   or 
troubUng  himself  in  the  least  as   to   the 
competency  of  the  expert  he  hasemployed, 


to  put  it  before  the  public   as   a   thing 
they  may  rely  upon,    and  then  to  say, 
'■  Though    I   had  no  reasonable  ground  , 
to  believe  the  man  whom   I  employed 
was  a  competent  man,  though  I  put  for- 
ward a  false  statement  which  he  made,  I 
shall  bo  under  no  law.''     Now,  just  con- 
sider all  this  clause  asks  of  him.     It  not 
tmly  asks  that  he  shall  believe  the  state- 
ment which  the  expert  miicie,  but  it  says, 
"  You    who    employed   him   shall  show 
that  yon   had  reasonable  ground  to  be- 
lieve   that  he  was  a  competent   man." 
If  he  has  employed  the  man,  and  put  his 
statement  before   the   public   to  induce 
them  to  part  with   their   money,   if   he  i 
has    induced    them   to   act    upon   that  i 
mnn's  statement,  is  it  too  much  to  ask 
that  that  man  should  show  that  he  had 
reasonable  ground  to  believe  the    ]ierson  , 
he    employed    was    competi  nt  ?     What  I 
easier  than  to  prove  it  in  nine  cases  out 
of  ten,  if  the  man  is  really   a   competent 
man  ?     But  consider  for  a  moment  what 
would  be  the  result  if   the    [iroposal   of 
my     noble     and      learned      Friend     is  i 
adopted.     I   submit    that   this   will   be] 
the  result  :  that  those  who  are  going   U>| 
launch  com^)anies  before  the  public  will 
be  able  to  show  that  they  employed  an 
expert,  and  there  will  soon  grow   up  a 
particular    class    of  experts,    who   will 
be  easily  got  to  make  such  Reports.    My 
noble  and  learned  Friend    talks   of   the 
proof  teing  given   by   the    person  who 
has     taken      the     shares.       But     it    is 
known  perfectly  well  to  him  that  mauy  I 
things   cannot   be   proved.      You     may 
have  your  suspicion  that   the   man   has 
gone  to  this,  that,  or  the  other  person  to 
get  a  Report,  without  troubling  himself  | 
to  ascertain  whether  the  person  to  whom 
he  went  was  a  man  on  whom    he   ciiuld 
rely ;  but   proof   in   tliese  cases  is  very 
difficult ;  and  the  result  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend's   proposjd   will   bo    thatJ 
you    will    have  less    examination    as    toj 
whether  Reports  have  been  made  by  fib 
per.s'ius,  because  you  will  positively  patl 
a  premium    upon    Directors  going  to  aj 
man  who  is  likely  to  make  loose  state- 
ments and  favourable  statements  which 
may  be  desired  ;  and  if  a  Director  goes  to! 
such  a  man  lie  will  know  that  he  is  no  { 
more  liable  than  if  he  had  cmpli:iyed  theJ 
most  competent  valuer   or   engineer   inl 
the  country ;  wliereas  hero  there  is  aai 
advantage  conferred  upon  a  man   if   he  J 
goes  to  a  person  of  known  competency  J 
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because  there  will  be  no  such  likelihood 
of  his  making  loose  or  inaccurate  state- 
ments. This  is  roally  putting  a  premium 
upon  Directors  and  Promoters — for  it  is 
the  Promoters  especially  I  am  tliinking 
of — going  to  mon  of  but  little  com- 
petence, repute,  and  skill,  and  it  would 
act  in  the  opposite  direction  to  tliat 
desired  by  thosa  who  are  promoting  this 
Bill,  and  by  a  lai-ge  body  of  tlie  public. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  this  Amendment 
be  adopted  it  will  strike  a  fatal  blow  at 
the  Bill,  and  will  make  the  condition  of 
things  worse  than  it  is  at  present. 

•Lord  MORRIS :  As  I  proposed  this 
identical  Amendment  in  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Law,  I  would  ask  your 
Lordships'  indulgence  while  I  make  a 
few  short  observations  upon  it.  It  is 
quite  true,  as  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  said,  that  my  Amend- 
ment was  rejected,  but  it  wiia  rejected 
by  only  a  majtirity  of  one.  and  at  a  time 
when  there  was  only  a  very  small  attend- 
ance, if  my  recollection  is  accurate,  upon 
the  Committee  — seven  noble  Lords  voted 
for  the  Amendments,  and  eight  voted 
against  them. 

*The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  Tlie 
Committee  consisting  of  45. 

•Lord  MORRIS :  But  there  were  only 
15  present. 

Lord  HKRSCH ELL;  I  did  not  put 
any  stress  upon  the  numbers,  whether 
many  were  present  or  not.  All  I  said 
was,  1  hoped  it  would  be  considered  as 
free  from  Pai-ty  bias  here  as  it  was  there. 

•LoKf)  MORRI.S  :  I  know  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  did  not  place  stress 
upon  the  numbers,  but  still  he  alluded  to 
the  fact  that  the  same  Amendment  had 
been  proposed  in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Law,  and  I  think  it  right  to 
explain,  because,  if  unexplained,  that 
might  affect  noble  Lords'  views  upon  the 
subject.  Without  the  slightest  kind  of 
communication  with  any  person,  and 
being  wholly  disinterested,  as  I  am 
not  a  Director  of  any  Company,  I  was 
80  struck  with  what  appeared  to  me 
the  extraordinary  imposition  upon  a 
Director  under  this  clause,  if  it  were 
allowed  to  stand,  from  the  word  "  valua- 
tion," down  to  the  end  of  it,  that  I 
proposed  its  omission.  It  does  appear 
to  me  to  be  an  unprecedented  pro- 
posal, and  I  will  take  the  liberty  of 
saying  one  contrary  to  good  sense, 
that  any  man  should  be  called  upon,  not 


only  to  exj,lain  his  own  opinions  or 
boUef,  or  why  ho  had  acted  upon  them, 
but  that  he  should  be  obliged  to 
pnjve  that  ho  had  reasonable  grounds 
for  relying  upon  the  statements  of 
another  man,  having  been  made  by  that 
man,  in  the  honest  belief  that  they 
were  true.  That  is  shortly,  as  has  been 
put  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  effect  of 
the  clause — that  the  Director  had  reason- 
able ground  for  believing  that  another 
man  believed  rightly  and  properly.  I 
think  that  is  an  i.s.sTie  which  ought  to  be 
imposed  upon  no  Director  and  upon  no 
man.  There  seems  to  be  some  sort  of 
run  at  Directors  at  this  moment,  and  I 
think  we  should  be  very  Ukely  to  be 
legislating  in  a  kind  of  panic  on  the  sub 
ject  by  passing  such  a  clause.  But  if,  as 
it  appears  to  me,  that  is  an  imposition 
upon  Directors  which  should  not  be 
allowed  to  stay  in  the  Bill,  the  second 
branch  of  the  clause  appears  to  me  to  bo 
still  more  open  to  objection,  and  that  is 
that  he  shall  prove  to  a  Jury  if  anything 
happens  to  the  Company  of  which  he  is 
Director — and  Companies  may  beaffected, 
your  Lordships  must  remember,  by  other 
causes,  by  perhaps  bubble  companies 
breaking  up,  and  not  by  actual  failure  of 
the  comjxany  in  question — that  the  person 
whom  he  employed  was  competent. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  That  is  not  the 
provision,  but  that  he  had  reasonable 
ground  for  believing  him  to  be  com- 
petent. 

•Lord  MORRIS :  1  know  that,  but  we 
have  to  consider  what  a  Jury  would 
think,  and  that  is  the  way  a  Jury  would 
look  at  it ;  they  never  enter  into  fine 
logical  distinctions,  and  practically,  if 
the  statements  turned  out  to  bo  untrue, 
they  would  probably  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  Director  had  no  reason- 
able ground  for  believing  them.  He 
would  put  it  in  this  way :  that  no 
Director  who  was  solvent  and  had  smy 
regard  for  his  personal  character  could 
ever  employ  any  expert  unless  one  who 
was  eminent  in  his  profession  ;  because 
if  he  employed  a  Sir  John  Fowler,  or  a 
Sir  Frederick  Bramwell,  the  name  of 
such  an  expert  would  be  sufficient.  But 
that  would  prevent  any  young  man  ever 
being  employed,  because  it  would  be 
said  at  once  to  him,  "  I  may  be  put  upon 
my  trial  afterwards,  and  although  I  know 
you  to  be  very  clever  and  competent, 
still  a   Common  Jury  of   the    City   of 
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London  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that, 
as  your  name  is  unknown  to  fame,  you 
are  not  a  competent  person."  1  venture 
to  rejieat,  whiit  1  liiive  already  said  in 
this  House,  that  we  ought  to  bo  satisfied 
with  advancing  to  the  extent  that  we 
have  done,  and  that  if  there  is  any 
future  legislation  required  of  the  subject 
it  is  quite  time  enough  to  adopt  it  when 
there  are  evils  found  which  this  present 
Bill,  it  passed  into  a  Statute,  would 
meet.  Upon  those  grounds,  my  Lords, 
I  should  certainly  support  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Lord  Cliancellor, 

•I»RD  BRAMWELL:  My  Lords,  I  am 
not  desirous  of  putting  any  unnecessary 
burden  upon  Directors.  I  am  very 
much  afraid  of  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  but 
1  cannot  a^ree  with  the  Amendment  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor.  Really,  the  pro- 
position is  this  :  that  if  the  Report  of  an 
expert  is  relied  upon  in  a  prospectus, 
the  Director  shall  be  able  to  say 
not  that  he  was  competent,  but 
that  he  believed  him  to  be  a  com- 
petent man,  and  that  he  believed 
the  Report  was  bondjidc  maile.  Now, 
what  can  be  the  objection  to  that  ?  It  is 
said  that  these  cases  will  come  before 
Juries,  and  even  Common  Juries.  I 
know  they  will  come  before  Common 
Juries,  and  if  a  company  has  turned  out 
unsuccessful  I  know  very  well  what 
may  happen.  But  that  is  an  excellent 
reason,  my  Lords,  for  not  passing  the 
Bill  at  all.  If  the  Bill  is  to  be  [lassed  it 
should  be  pass'-d  on  principle,  and  if 
the  man  is  able  to  give  a  good  account  of 
him.s(.'lf,  and  of  his  own  opinions,  why 
should  ho  not  be  also  called  upon  to  give 
a  good  account  of  his  opinion  of  the  ex- 
pert he  has  relied  upon,  and  of  that 
expert's  Rejiort?  Just  see  what  the 
consequence  is  if  it  is  not  so.  A  man 
desirous  of  "  floating "  a  company,  as 
it  is  called,  goes  to  a  great  number 
of  experts,  imd  your  Lordships  will 
remember  tliat  the  definition  of  an 
expert  is  a  man  whoso  profession  enables 
him  to  be  looked  upon  as  an  authority 
on  a  particular  subject — he  goes  to  a 
great  many  experts  who  do  jiot  agree 
with  him,  and  after  ho  has  gone  to  the 
most  respectable  of  them  he  goes  to  some 
man  who  will  agi'ee  with  him,  in  whom 
he  lias  much  less  faith  than  he  had  in 
the  half-dozen  who  rejected  him,  perhap.s 
no  faith  at  all,  and  whose  Report  he 
believes  is  made  simply  for  the  fee  ho 
Lord  Morris 


would  get  forit.and  not  in  consequence  of 
its  correctly  representing  his  opinion. 
Now,  that  would  really  be  the  case  if 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  Amendment  was 
adopted,  and  I  think  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  must  remember  this,  that 
when  a  man  has  been  called  upon  to  give 
evidence,  and  has  relied  uj^n  the  o[>inion 
of  an  expert,  that  it  frequently  happens 
to  him  to  bo  asked :  "  Did  not  you 
consult  Mr.  A.  B? — Yes. — Are  you 
going  to  call  him  ? — No."  What  is  the 
inference  from  that  t  'And  he  is,  perhaps, 
asked  the  same  question  with  regard  to 
Mr.  C.  D.,  Mr.  E.  F.,  and  so  on.  The 
conclusion  from  that  is  that  he  has  gone 
to  the  best  experts  in  the  first  instance, 
and  their  Reports  have  not  suited  his . 
purpose ;  therefore,  he  has  gone  oaj 
until  he  has  found  some  expert  who8a| 
Report  did  suit  his  puqwse.  Now,  I  lieg 
your  Lordships  to  look  at  this  proposi- 
tion as  the  Bill  stands.  It  does  nobJ 
nmke  the  Promoter  or  Director  guarantee 
the  good  faith  or  skill  of  the  expert ;  all 
it  makes  him  do  is  to  show  that  hei 
believed  in  him  and  in  his  statements. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:    That    he    had 
reasonable  ground  to  believe  in  them. 

•Lord  BRAMWELL:  1  should  have 
said  had  reasonable  ground  for  believing 
in  them.  Why  not?  If  that  is  true  of 
his  own  sentiments  and  his  own  opinion, 
is  it  not  true  of  his  faith  in  those  whose 
statements  he  has  brought  forward  to  the 
public  and  advised  them  are  to  be  relied 
upon  ?  And  your  Lordships  wiU  always 
remember  there  is  a  priiiid  fac\«  case 
made  out  against  the  Director  or  Pro- 1 
meter  by  showing  in  the  first  instance 
that  the  Report,  or  valuation,  or  what 
not,  contained  an  untruth,  and  that 
calls  ufwn  him  to  show  his  good  faith, 
and  that  he  believed  in  the  man  who 
made  it. 
*TnK  Earl  or  SELBORNE :  My  Lords, 
it  ha.s  occurred  to  me  to  call  attention 
to  one  tiling  which  does  not  apply  to 
this  particular  jHiint,  bat  rather  more 
widely  to  the  question  of  the  oivm  pro- 
handi.  I  do  not  see  any  provision  for 
the  case  of  a  Director  having  become  of  | 
unsound  mind,  and  licing  of  uusoundi 
mind,  at  the  time  when  the  charge! 
arises.  1  do  not  know  whether  the  Billl 
applies  either  to  a  case  where  the  Directorl 
is  dead. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  In  that  case,  I| 
think  no  action  would  lie. 
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«Thb  Earl  of  SELBORNE:  Yes,  I 
BQpposc  the  ordinary  rule  would  apply 
In  that  case,  that  no  action  of  tor(. 
would  He  after  deatli,  and  therefore  we 
may  dismiss  the  aise  of  a  man  who  ia 
dead.  But  1  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  onus  probtindi,  which  this  Bill 
introduces  for  the  first  time,  npnn  a  man 
who  is  of  unsound  mind  at  the  time 
when  the  action  arises  would  be  to  tfike 
from  him  the  possibility  of  clearing  him- 
self, however  honest  his  conduct  might 
have  been,  and  however  well  able  he 
might  liiive  been  to  satisfy  the  burden 
of  proof  if  he  had  been  of  sound  mind. 
I  do  not  know,  therefore,  whether  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  be 
willing  to  put  in  at  the  end  of  the  clause 
some  such  words  as  these  : — "  Provided 
always,  that  if  at  the  time  when  any  such 
action  arises  the  Director  is  of  unsound 
mind,  the  burden  of  proof  shall  bo 
the  same  bs  if  this  Act  had  not  pnssed." 
I  cannot  help  thinking  tliat  otherwise 
some  injustice  will  be  done,  because  it 
would  probably  be  the  case  that  the 
company  would  have  gone  on  for  a  time 
at  all  events,  and  the  action  might  arise 
some  time  after  the  man  had  commenced 
acting  as  Director.  It  might  also  be  the 
case  that  he  had  Ixjcome  of  unsound 
mind,  and  totivlly  unable  to  make  even 
an  affidavit  as  to  his  ground  of  belief  with 
regard  to  any  statements  in  the  pro- 
Bpeotua. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  I  have  never 
been  able  t^i  appreciate  the  importance  of 
this  point  with  regard  to  the  onus  of 
proof.  In  a  case  of  fraud,  the  onus  of 
proof  is  upon  the  plaintiff,  who  alleges 
that  a  statement  is  untrue,  to  show  that  it 
was  known  tolx;  untrue  by  the  man  who 
made  it ;  but  if  it  is  once  proved  to  he 
untrue,  and  the  circumstances  are  not 
such  as  to  make  it  clear  that  he  knew  it  to 
be  untrue,  I  have  never  known  any  casi- 
where  steps  had  not  to  be  taken  to  prove 
that  the  man  did  not  know  it.  Of  course, 
there  may  hi  a  case  where  a  man  is  dead, 
but  that  would  be  an  entirely  different 
matter ;  and  if  such  an  action  were 
brought,  the  circumstances  would  be 
carefully  scrutinised,  and  the  result 
would  depend  upon  a  consideration  of  the 
whole  case,  whether,  npin  the  whole,  the 
proper  conclusion  was  or  not  that  the 
man  believed  the  statement  to  be  true. 
I  do  not  myself  think  this  shifting  of  the 
onus  of  proof  would  make  any  diSer- 


once  in  the  form  of  the  issue  for  trial  in 
a  question  of  fraud.  It  has  always  been 
sufficient  to  launch  an  action  of  fraud  if 
you  prove  that  the  untrue  statement  has 
been  made;  and  that  calls  for  an 
answer.  That  is  all  that  ia  done  here  ; 
and  this  calls  for  an  answer,  not  by  the 
persons  who  have  lost  their  money,  but 
by  the  persons  who  made  the  state- 
ment, or  put  forward  statements 
made  by  the  persons  whom  they  have 
employed.  In  the  view  I  take  it  will 
make  no  difference  in  the  issue  to  be 
tried,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  would 
make  any  difference  in  the  working  of 
the  Act,  or  in  the  mode  in  wliioh  trials 
would  be  conducted.  I  should  like  to 
make  one  observation  upr)n  the  sugges- 
tion that  you  might  have  a  case  of  this 
kind  tried  lieforo  a  Common  Jury,  and 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  say  what 
u  Commou  Jury  might  da  Well,  that 
amounts  only  to  this :  that  you  have 
not  confidence  in  the  tribunal  which 
administers  the  law  ;  not  that  the  law  is 
wrong.  But  the  cases  will  not  all  be 
biken  before  Common  Juries ;  some 
would  be  tried  before  Special  Juries,  or 
in  other  ways,  and  therefore  it  is  no 
argument  at  all  to  say  that  you  should 
make  the  law  otherwise  than  what  it 
ought  to  lie,  because  it  may  Iks  adminis- 
tered by  a  Common  Jury  That  is  what 
the  argnment  really  amounts  to,  and  I 
cannot  give  it  my  consent.  I  would 
remind  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Morris)  that  in  this  country,  and 
in  Ireland  too,  I  suppose,  Juries  are  not 
left  al«olutely  without  control,  and  that 
if  a  Jury  were,  without  any  evidence,  to 
find  that  a  man  had  no  reasonable 
ground  which  all  the  evidence  went 
to  show  that  he  had,  the  verdict  would 
not  bo  allowed  to  stand.  My  Lords, 
I  cannot  help  feeling  very  strongly 
about  this.  I  do  not  wish  to  throw  any 
undue  burden  on  Directors,  but  it  ia 
undoubtedly  a  public  evil  that  men  do 
put  forward  too  readily  to  the  public 
untrue  statements,  upon  the  faith  of 
which  they  get  money  subscribed,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  this  proposal  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  will  encourage 
that  practice,  because  men  will  nut  then 
trouble  their  heads  with  the  question 
whether  the  valuers,  accountants,  or 
engineers  whom  they  employ  are  compe- 
tent or  not,  provided  they  are  recognised 
professional  men,  and  indeed  the  more 
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reckless  they  are  the  more  advantigeoiis 
their  services  will  be  to  those  who  de- 
sire to  float  companies.  It  is  suggested 
that  no  young  man  could  ever  be  em- 
ployed under  such  a  clause  as  this,  be- 
cause Directoi-s  or  Promoters  would  have 
no  meaus  of  showing  that  they  hod 
reason  to  believe  such  a  man  to  be 
competent,  as  they  would  in  the  case  of 
men  of  high  repute  who  had  already 
become  distinguished.  Surely  it  is  a 
reasonable  ground  for  believing  that  a 
man  is  compL-tent  if  yon  are  assured  by 
others  in  the  profession  to  which  he 
belongs  that  a  young  man,  although  his 
name  may  not  bo  widely  known,  is  quite 
competent  in  his  profession.  Therefore, 
my  Lords,  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  these 
woi^is  are  omitted,  the  result  will  be 
that  the  measure  will  become  rather 
mischievous  tlian  benefieiftl. 
•The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  I  can- 
not help  repeating  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  words  :  I  also  feel  very  strongly 
on  this  matter.  It  appears  to  me  you 
are  introducing  a  totally  now  head  of 
liability.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has,  from  time  to  time,  used  the  phrase, 
"  makes  statements  which  are  untrue." 
That  is  falliiciou.i,  beciiuse  all  the  Director 
makes  by  the  hypothesis  is  the  state- 
ment that  is  undoubtedly  true,  namely, 
that  such  and  such  a  person  has  reported 
either  as  accountant  or  engineer  or  valuer, 
and  of  whose  Report  he  gives  either  an 
exact  copy,  or  a  fairrepresontatiun — that 
is  all  the  Bill  obliges  him  to  do — a  fair 
representation  of  what  the  exjiert  has 
really  reported.  I  must  say  I  am  a  little 
surprised  at  the  attitude  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  Lord  Brarawell  op[K)site. 
It  appears  to  me  the  argument  he  puts 
forward  is  something  like  this  :  you  have 
taken  a  wrong  course  in  this  Bill  alto- 
gether, and  it  does  not  matter  if  you  add 
something  else  that  is  wrong — you  have 
done  something  already  which  is  a  little 
unreasonable  in  this  Bill,  and,  therefore, 
yon  cannot  do  much  more  harm  by 
adding  this  clause.  I  am  a  little  sur- 
prised, I  confess,  at  this  attitude  being 
taken  up  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  His  observations,  however,  as 
to  the  result  of  such  trials,  and  the  mode 
in  which  these  actions  \rill  bo  tried, 
appear  to  be  admitted  by  my  noble  atid 
learned  Friend  opposite.  He  .<;aid,  with 
that  expressive  eloqnencewhichheknows 
80  well  how  to  employ,  "  If  it  comes  be- 
Lord  JJerschell 


fore  a  Common  Jury  I  know  what  will 
happen."  To  put  that  into  ordinary 
plain  language  that  means  that  a  Com- 
mon Jury,  in  such  a  case,  would  find  a 
verdict  which  they  ought  not  to  find  by 
reason  of  their  inclination  to  suppose 
that  if  a  statement  is  once  proved  to  be 
untrue  it  was  knowni  to  be  so.  1  say 
that  is  the  very  reason  why  you  ought 
not  to  do  this :  you  ought  not  to  lay 
traps  for  a  jury,  or  to  assent  to  a  provi- 
sion which  would  enable  them  to  give 
way  to  such  a  practice  as  this  Bill  seems 
likely  to  encourage.  It  seems  to  me  it 
is  quite  reasonable  to  call  upon  a  man 
wherever  the  onus  of  proof  may  have 
been  originally  to  prove  that  that  which 
he  has  himself  said,  or  assertexl  upon  his 
own  authority,  is  true  ;  or,  if  not  in  fact 
true,  it  is  quite  reasonable  that  yon 
should  call  upon  him  to  show  that  he  had 
reasonoble  ground  for  believing  it  to  bo 
tme ;  but  when  he  tells  you  in  terms — 
"  I  know  nothing  about  this  myself  ;  but 
I  have  applied  to  a  valuer,  and  this  is  the 
valuer's  ref)ort."  It  appears  to  me  to  be 
unreasonable  that  you  should  then  sliift 
the  onus  of  proiif  fi-om  the  person  who 
made  the  statement,  and  place  it  upon 
him  in  the  first  instance  to  show  tnat 
the  valuer  was  a  competent  valuer,  and 
that  he  had  reasonable  ground  for  be- 
lieving Uiat  the  valuer's  report  wns 
true. 

•Lord  BRAMWELL  :  I  must  ask  leave 
to  say  another  word. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :   Yonare 
entitled  to  do  so  ;  it  i.s  Committee. 

•Lord  BRAMWELL :  I  will  take  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  own  sugges- 
tion. The  Director  says  :"I  know  nothing 
about  this  myself,  but  I  have  got  a 
report  from  so-and-so,  a  valuer," — does 
not  he  by  implication  also  say — "  whom 
I  bolieve  to  be  a  competent  and  honest 
)«srson  "  ?  And  that  is  all  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  clause  makes  him  re- 
sponsible for  saying.  But,  supposing  he 
does  not  say  so  in  so  many  words,  ought 
he  not  to  say  it  1  Ho  would  know  very 
well  that  if  he  said  to  the  public,  "I 
know  nothing,  mind,  about  this  report 
or  this  expert,  whether  he  is  an  honest 
man  or  not,"  who  would  care  a  fig  for 
the  expert's  report?  Therefore,  when  he 
says,  "  I  know  nothing  about  the  matter 
myself,  but  I  put  forward  the  report  of 
an  expert  upon  it,"  he  clearly  does  by 
implication    go    on    to    say — "whom  I 
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believe    to    be   a    capable    and    honest 
man." 

•Viscoi:nt  bury  :  My  Lords,  I  think 
that  what  has  just  occurred  mixst  have 
shown  your  Lordships  tluit  tlie  very  first 
thing  tliat  will  iiappen  in  a  trial  of  this 
kind  will  be  that  the  matter  will  turn 
on  a  side  issue  as  to  whether  a  Director, 
or  anyone  making  a  statement  on  the 
authority  of  an  expert,  can  prove  that 
the  expert  whom  he  consulted  in  the 
matter  was  a  reliable  person.  Now,  if 
that  expert  happened  to  be  a  young  man, 
of  course  the  whole  force  and  efForts  of  the 
legal  minds  on  the  other  side  would  bo 
devoted  to  proving  that,  being  a  young 
man,  he  was  inexperienced ;  that  he 
ought  not  to  have  been  trusted  at  all ; 
and  that  any  reasonable  man  would  have 
gone  to  .Sir  John  Fowler,  or  some  other 
great  expert,  and  would  not  have  con- 
sulted this  young  man.  Perhaps,  aa  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  expert  who  had 
been  so  called  in  might  ]X>S8css  a 
very  special  knowledge  of  the  matter 
in  hand,  and  he  might  be  really  a 
very  reliable  person.  But  everyone 
knows  how  in  a  case  of  this  kind  the 
tendency  would  be  to  ride  off  ujKin  the 
side  issue  of  whether  the  man  himself 
was  a  reliable  person,  leaving  the  main 
issue  almost  untouched.  My  Lords,  I 
was  one  of  the  Committee  ;  jierhaps  as  a 
lay  Peer  I  may  be  pardoned  in  stating 
the  fact  that  I  was  one  of  the  minority 
of  that  Committee ;  and  I  really  must 
Bay  that,  whenever  any  questitin  arose 
upon  that  Bill,  I  was  struck  with  one 
special  circumstance — that  if  one  noble 
and  learned  Lird  asserted  jwsitively  that 
the  effect  of  an  Amendment  proposed 
would  l)e  so  and  so,  another  noble  and 
learned  Lord  immediately  spoke  up  and 
contradicted  him,  and  three  or  four  noble 
Lords  would  follow  one  another,  each  of 
them  differing  in  opinion  from  the  first. 
It  seemed  obvious  tliat  when  jou  liave 
even  the  highest  legal  luminaries  in  the 
country  di.scussing  a  matter  like  this,  and 
they  all  disagree  with  and  directly  con- 
tradict one  another  when  they  are  there 
for  the  very  purpose  of  settling  the 
matter,  what  will  be  the  casa  when 
an  unfortunate  man  is  put  on  his  trial 
for  his  life  and  his  honour,  which  is  more 
to|  him  than  liis  life,  before  a  Common 
Jury.  I  say,  then,  that  the  present 
condition  of  hesitation  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  claus3  only  proves  the  mistake 
VOL.  CCCXLVn,     (third  series.] 


you  have  made  in  passing  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  and  altering  the 
Common  Law  of  England,  which  has 
hitherto  been  tliat  a  man  is  innocent,  or 
must  be  considered  innocent,  until  he  is 
proved  guilty.  By  this  Bill  you  have 
altered  the  state  of  things,  and  you  say 
that  any  man  is  to  be  liable  in  his  honour, 
his  life,  and  his  fortune  for  any  inaccurate 
statement  that  is  made  in  his  name 
unless  he  can  prove  that  he  believed  that 
statement  wius  true — in  other  words,  that 
be  is  to  be  presumed  to  bo  guilty  un- 
less he  can  prove  himself  to  be  innocent. 
This  I  believe  to  be  the  first  time  that 
departure  has  been  matle  in  English  law. 
The  Limited  Liability  Act  has,  no  doubt, 
done  a  great  deal  of  good  in  this  country  ; 
it  has  enabled  a  groat  many  of  our 
most  prominent  and  most  responsible 
citizens,  who  are  not  immediately 
engaged  in  trade,  or  immediately  con- 
nected \ni\\  commercial  pui'snits,  to  join 
in  them  ;  but  if  it  be  an  advisable  thing  to 
continuethe advantages  which  have  been 
enjoyed  under  this  Limited  LiabiUty  Act 
you  must  not  make  that  profession,  if 
you  choose  so  to  call  it,  on  the  face  of  it,  a 
dishonourable  one.  In  future  anybody 
who  chooses  to  start  a  new  company — I 
doubt  whether  yon  will  find  many  to  do 
80 — will  do  so  at  his  peril.  They  will 
not  be  the  best  men  in  the  country  who 
will  do  so ;  they  will  not  be  the  most 
responsible ;  they  will  not  be  those  on 
whom  you  ought  most  to  rely,  because 
they  must  primd  facie  and  as  a  first  step 
put  them.selves  under  this  Act,  if  it  be- 
comes an  Act,  and  be  presumed  to  be 
guilty,  of  malfeasance  unless  they  can 
prove  themselves  innocent.  My  Lords,  I 
think  that  this  Bill  is  a  great  mistake  ; 
that  it  ought  not  to  have  passed  a  Second 
Reading  ;  and  that,  as  it  is  going  through 
Committee,  it  ought  not  to  be  read  a  third 
time  now.  I  certainly  think  you  ought 
to  take  more  time  over  this  matter.  The 
noble  Lords  who  have  been  engaged  in 
considering  this  Bill  are  not  by  any 
means  tif  one  mind  as  to  the  effect  of  all 
the  Amendments  which  have  been  in- 
troduced into  it.  Noble  Lords,  many  of 
whom  have  S][x}keu  upon  it,  have  ex- 
pressed, and  do  very  freely  express,  out 
of  doors,  the  opinion  that  this  Bill  is  a 
very  dangerous  one,  and  for  that  very 
reason  also  I  think  that  the  further  con- 
sideration of  this  important  measure 
ought  to  be  postponed.  The  real  point, 
3  Y 
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namely,  preventing  fi-auds  upon  iuves- 
tor8,  has  not  been  grapplyd  with  in  this 
Bill  at  all.  I  will  not  go  into  the  general 
qnestion,  but  will  simply  say  that  the 
real  point  is  not  the  ont-  whicli  yon  have 
now  before  you,  and  I  ho]ie  my  noblo 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor 
will  stick  to  this  Amendment,  for  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  only  a  reasonable 
one. 

•LoED  TEYNHAM:  I  have  listened 
with  very  great  interest  to  tlie  discussion 
upon  the  Amendments  which  have  been 
placed  on  the  Paper  by  various  noble  and 
learned  Lords,  but  I  should  very  much 
like  to  have  the  opinion  of  noble  Lords 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  uiwn  this 
cartlimil  qnestion  :  whether  this  is  a  Bill 
which  can  be  amended  at  all ;  whether 
there  is  not  an  original  vice  in  its  con- 
struction which  renders  it  incapable  of 
amendment.  Your  Lordships  are  aware 
that  every  law  stands  upon  a  certain 
sanction — no  stmction,  no  law.  Surely, 
hitherto  the  law  has  always  preceded  the 
sanction.  First  of  all,  yon  enact  a  certain 
law,  and  then  you  say  what  tho  penalty 
shall  be  if  that  law  be  violated  ;  but  now, 
my  Lords,  for  the  first  time,  I  think,  in 
the  liistory  of  legislation,  the  sanction  in 
Clause  3  comes  first.  First  of  all,  you 
have  a  penalty  of  cru.shing  magnitude  in- 
voked upon  the  head  of  some  unfortu- 
nate man,  not  because  he  has  broken  any 
law  enacted  either  by  this  Bill  or  any 
other  Bill,  but  because,  forsooth,  his 
mind  has  not  been  at  a  certain  time  in 
such  a  condition  as  is  desired  by  the  Bill 
respecting  some  thing  which  may  be  of  a 
highly  speculative  character,  or  some 
per-son  about  whom  there  might  he 
very  different  opinions.  It  seems  to  mo 
the  very  first  principles  of  jurispru- 
dence are  attacked  by  such  a  measure. 
I  do  not  see  how  it  is  competent  for 
Parliament  to  place  such  a  measure  upon 
the  Statute  Book,  and  I  should  very  much 
like  to  have  the  opinion  of  noble  and 
learned  Lords  upon  that  point. 

On  Question,  "That  tho  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause,"  their  Lordships  divided: — Con- 
tents 17;  Not-Coutenta  34. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

•The  lord  CHANCELLOR :   I  sup- 
pose my  noble  and   learned  Friend  will 
not  now  put  me  to  divide  upon  the  next 
VitcounC  Bury 


Amendment,  in  lines  10  to  15,  to  leave 
ont  from  "  valuation  ''  to  the  end. 

Lord  HKRSCHELL  :  No  ;  of  course 
I  should  be  "not  content,"  but  I 
shall  not  divide  again. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

•The  Earl  or  SELBORNE  ;  In  line  25 
I  should  move  to  omit  the  woi-ds  "  he 
proves,"  and  to  substitute  "  it  is  proved." 
The  object  of  this  Amendment  is  to  meet 
the  possible  case  of  tho  individual  on 
whom  the  burden  of  proof  is  thrown 
being  dead. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clanse  3,  page 
2,  line  25,  to  leave  ont  the  words  (''he- 
proves,")  and  insert  the  words  ("  it  is 
proved.") — (TVis  Lord  Siflbome.) 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  This  is  not  an 
Amendment  which  I  should  myself  have 
proposed,  but  it  is  not  one  which  I  will 
resist,  if  indeed  it  were  any  use  resisting. 
In  the  view  which  I  take  I  do  not  tliink 
it  makes  any  substantial  difference. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

•The  Eabl  «v  SELBORNE :  Then,  in 
lines  26  and  27,  I  move  to  omit  the 
words  "  before  tho  issue  of  the  prospectus 
or  notice."  This  imposes  liability  unless 
it  is  proved  that,  having  consented  to  bo 
a  Director  of  the  company,  he  withdrew 
his  consent,  and  that  the  prospectus  or 
notice  was  i^sned  without  his  authority 
or  consent.  He  would  have  to  prove 
twoithings  :  first,  that  he  withdrew  ;  and 
next,  that  the  prospectus  or  notice  was 
issued  without  his  authority  or  consent. 
The  objection,  as  it  strikes  me,  to  the 
words  which  I  propose  to  amit  is  this  : 
A  man  might  have  been  accidentally 
absent  from  a  particular  meeting  at 
which  a  prospectus  was  agreed  to, 
and,  of  course,  as  I  read  the  whole 
clause,  it  would  apply  not  only 
to  a  first  issue,  but  to  the  issue  of  a 
prospectus  at  a  later  stage  of  the  com- 
pany. Surely  a  Director  cannot  be 
'expected  always  to  bo  able  to  be  present 
at  every  meeting.  But  there  is  another 
and  a  stronger  case.  He  may  have  been 
present  when  the  subject  nf  the  pro- 
spectus was  discussed,  and  when  it  was 
agi-eed  to  in  a  certain  form  ;  but  after- 
wards, in  his  absence,  material  altera- 
tions may  have  been  made  without  his 
knowledge,  and  tho  prosjwctus  may 
have  been  actually  issued  in  that 
altered  form  before  he  knew  that  any 
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such  altoratious  had   beeu  made  in  it. 

In  that  case,   if  he  do;s  all  ho  can  to 

dissociate  himse'f  from  it,  aud  withdraws 

his  name  from  the   list  of  Directors  as 

not    having  authorised  the    prospectus, 

it  seems  to  me   it  could  not  possibly  be 

right  to  throw  u[X)n  him  the  burdi^n  of 

pi"oof  that  he  had  reasonable  ground  for 

believing  what  on  the  hypothesis  he  did 

[.not  believe,  because  his  reason  for  witb- 

idrawing  would  be  the  very  fact  that  he 

.  could  not  consent  to  be  made  answerable 

for  that  prospectus. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clause  3,  page 
2,  lines  26  and  27,  to  leave  oat  ("before 
the  issue  of  the  prospectus  or  notice.") — 
{The  Earl  of  Mborne.) 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  I  understand 
the  proposal  is  that  if  a  man  withdraws 
his  Cfjnaent  to  be  a  Director  at  any  time 
this  shall  appi}'.  That  no  doubt  is  the 
.proposal  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
ut  he  might  withdraw  his  consent ; 
and,  according  to  this,  if  ho  proved  that 
he  withdrew  his  consent  to  be  a  Director 
of  the  company  at  any  time  after 
the  notice  or  prospectus  was  issued, 
although  the  shares  were  allotted 
on  the  faith  of  the  prospectus  which  had 
been  issued  with  his  consent,  he  would 
not  escape  liability.  Ho  would  still  bo 
liable,  as  I  understand  it,  if  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend's  Amendment  were 
carried,  because  he  has  to  prove  two 
things  :  first,  that  the  prospectus  or  notice 
was  issued  without  his  knowledge  or 
consent ;  and  then  he  has  also  to  prove 
that  he  withdrew  his  consent.  But  that 
withdrawal,  as  I  understand,  need  not 
be  befoix?  the  shai-es  are  takeu.  I  quite 
understand  the  case  which  my  noble 
und  learned  Friend  alludes  to.  It  is  this : 
that  although  a  man  has  consented  to 
be  a  Director,  and  consented  to  have  his 
name  on  a  prospectus,  yet,  unless  the 
prospectus  was  agreed  to  in  the  par- 
ticular form  in  which  it  was  issued,  it  is 
to  be  considered  as  having  been  issued 
without  his  knowledge  or  consent.  I 
hould  propose,  in  lieu  of  my  noble  and 
ed  Friend's  woi"ds,  that  words  to 
this  efft'Ct  should  be  adopted ;  that 
upon  becoming  aware  of  the  issue  of 
the  prospectus  he  had  forthwith  given 
notice  to  the  public  that  he  withdrew 
his  sanction.  The  effect  of  it  would  be 
to  make  the  final  proviso  of  sub-clause 
(1)  i«ad  OS  follows : — 


Liability  Bill. 

"  Or  iinlesa  he  proves  that,  having  consented 
lo  become  a  Director  of  Ihi;  company,  he 
withdrew  his  consent  before  the  issue  of  the 
prospectus  or  notice,  or  lhnt  the  prospectns  or 
notice  was  issued  without  his  authority  or  con- 
Kent,  and  that,  on  becoming  aware  of  its  issue, 
he  forthwith  gave  reasonable  notice  that  it 
was  so  issued." 

It  is  only  fair  and  reasonable,  I  think, 
when  a  prospectus  is  is.sned,  and  the 
Director  finds  that  it  is  not  the  prospectus 
he  authorised,  that  he  should  give  some 
public  notice  of  the  fact,  because,  if  he 
goes  on  and  says,  "Never  mind,  although 
I  do  not  believe  it  is  true,  let  it  go,"  I 
think  he  ought  to  be  made  liable. 

•Tub  Eahl  of  SELBORNE  :  I  do  not 
think  the  precaution  is  necessary  which 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  proposes, 
but  I  will  adopt  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Uoase) 
withdrawn. 

Amendment  moved  after  the  word 
"  consent,"  in  line  38,  to  add — 

"  Or  that  the  prospectus  or  notice  wns  issued 
without  his  knowledge  or  consent,  and  that  on 
becoming  aware  of  its  issue,  he  forthwith  gave 
reiisonable  public  notice  that  it  was  so  issued 
nithouthis  knowledge  or  consent." — (The  Lont 
Mrisc/iell.) 

A  NOBLE  Lord  :  May  I  ask  whether 
tliere  should  not  be  some  special  form  of 
public  notice  indicated  ? 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  I  have  merely 
put  in  the  words  "  jiublic  notice."  There 
is  an  ordinary  practice  with  regard  to 
that.  The  way  it  is  ordinarily  done  is 
bj'  giving  notice  to  the  public  in  news- 
papers. If  a  man  writes  to  suy  that  a 
prospectus  has  been  issued  without  his 
knowledge,  it  very  soon  gets  into  all  the 
newspapers.  I  do  not  think  there  would 
be  any  difficulty  on  that  head. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

•The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  Then 
thoit;  is  a  proviso  in  the  second  sub- 
section that  "  promoter "  in  this  sub- 
section means  a  party  to  the  formation 
of  the  company.  I  would  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  definitiia  does  not 
include — 

"  Any  person  by  reason  of  his  acting  in  a 
profes»ionHl  capacity  for  ptrsuus  who  were 
engaged  in  procuring  the  forniutiun  of  the 
compiny." 

Those  words  seem  to  me  to  bo  open  to 
very  grave  question.  According  to  my 
experience,  I  should  say  that  in  the 
large  iiroportion  of  cases  the  persons 
3  Y  2 
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making  bim  a  promoter.  You  make 
him  a  promoter  in  another  way  ;  and  if 
he  acts  in  a  professional  capacity  only, 
he  would  not  be  liable,  provided  you  do 
not  bring  fraud  homo  to  him  ;  of  course, 
he  would  be  liable  for  his  fraud.  But 
with  regard  to  Sub-section  3,  I  should 
like  to  ask  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
whether  thero  is  any  sufficient  reason 
for  limiting  that  sab-section  to  companies 
which  are  existing  at  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  New  companies  will  bo  in  the 
same  situation.  They  may,  at  some 
later  period,  have  occasion  to  make 
new  issues  of  shares  or  debentures, 
just  as  much  as  companies  which  are 
existing  at  the  time  uf  the  passing  of 
the  Act.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  that 
case,  where  you  have  similar  cii-cum- 
stances  existing,  the  same  law  should 
bo  applied  to  both  present  and  future 
companies. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  The  difficulty  I 
have  felt  about  that  is  that  with  regard 
to  existing  companies  you  can,  of  course, 
do  it,  because  it  could  not  be  held  to  be 
an  invasion  of  the  Act ;  Ijut  with  reganl 
to  new  companies  what  I  fear  is,  that  if 
you  provide  with  regard  to  a  sobsoqucnt 
prospectus,  there  would  be  a  danger  of 
something  being  done  to  enable  it  to  be 
said  "  This  is  not  a  first  issue,"  which 
would  get  rid  of  the  stringent  part  of 
the  Bill.  That  was  my  fear,  and  I  have 
not  quite  seen  how  one  can  make  certain 
that  the  words  would  not  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  about  some  evii-sion 
of  the  Act  of  that  description.  I  am 
not  quite  sure  that  it  would  not  do  that, 
any  more  than  a  provision  with  regard 
to  making  first  allotments  of  shares, 
because  they  might  simply  allot  two  or 
three  shares  only,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  the  real  allotment  not  the  first 
allotment  of  shares.  That  was  my  only 
fear. 

•Thk  Eari,  of  SELBORXE  :  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  ought  to  be  met. 
The  case  would  otherwise  have  to  be 
dealt  with  under  the  previous  sub- sec- 
tion. It  seems  to  me  that  the  difficulty 
ia  one  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  ingenuity  is  equal  to  overcome. 

Clause  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4. 

•The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  :  In  line  5 
of  this  clause,  I  think  something  should 
be  put  in  to  meet  the  alteration  which 


has  been  mado  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend. 

Lord  HERSCHELL;  1  have  an 
.\mendmeut  in  line  G  which  I  think 
would  meet  it,  to  insert  "  not  to  affect 
any  such  Director."  It  would  then  not 
cast  liability  on  any  of  the  Directors 
without  whose  knowledge  or  consent 
the  prospectus  was  issued. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Report  of  tho  Amendments  to  bo 
received  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  '2b7.) 

PHARMACY   ACT   (IRELAND)    (1875) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  172.) 

Read  3'  (according  to  order)  with  the 
Amendments:  Further  Amendments 
made  :  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
Commons  ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  258.) 

CENSUS  (ENGLAND  AND    WALES) 
BILL.— (No.  228.) 

Amendment  reported  (nocording  to 
order)  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3'«  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

CENSUS   (SCOTLAND    BILL— (No.    227.) 
Read    3'    (according   to   order),    and 
passed. 

5IARRIAGES  I.V  BRITISH  EMBASSIES, 
ic.  BILL.— (Xo,  1157.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order.) 

IiOR[>  HERSCHELL  ;  My  noble  Lords, 
I  have  to  move  to  leave  out  Clause  3, 
and  to  insert  some  Amendments  in  Clause 
4.  The  effect  of  that  will  he  to  empower 
certiiin  persons  to  act,  as  in  the  case  of 
Consuls,  instead  of  defining  the  persons 
who  may  solemnise  marriages  in  certain 
regions  and  districts  as  defined  in  clause, 
and  thereupon  declaring,  as  is  proposed 
to  be  done  by  Clause  10,  what  ministers, 
Governors,  and  so  on  may  perform  these 
functions.  I  think  it  would  bo  much 
simpler  to  leave  out  CLiuse  3,  and  to 
amend  Clause  4,  by  giving  to  certain 
persons,  when  authorised  ia  the  same 
manner  as  Consuls,  the  same  authority 
as  the  Consuls  have  under  tho  Consular 
Marriages  Act.  I  believe  that  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  agrees  that  this  carries 
out  the  purpose  in  view. 
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The  secretary  ok  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIRS  (Lord  KNirrsiORD) :  I 
Lave  the  autliority  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
who  was  unable  to  stay,  for  saying  that 
be  assents  to  these  Amendmonts. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  There  are  some 
consequential  Amendments.  It  will  be 
necessary  to  leave  out  Sub-section  2  of 
Suction  10,  and  to  omit  the  2nd  schedule. 

Amendments  made ;  Bill  to  bo  read 
3"  on  Thursday  next ;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.  (No.  259.) 

PUBLIC   HEALTH   ACTS  AMESDMEST   DILL. 

Bronght  from  the  Commons ;  read 
1',  and  to  be  printed.  (No.  260.) 

SILVER  HALL-MARKING  IN  INDIA. 
QUESTION — OBSEEVA'IIONS. 

•ThlEaelof  NORTHBROOK,  in  rising 
to  ask  the  St^cretar}'  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
of  India  has  been  asked  with  regard  to 
the  proposal  that  a  sj'stem  of  "  hall- 
marking"  should  be  applied  to  silver 
articles  manufactured  in  India,  and  if 
any  despatch  has  been  received  from 
India  on  the  subject,  whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  a  copy  of  it  upon  the 
Table,  said  :  My  Lords,  before  putting 
the  question  to  Her  Majesty's  Goveru- 
meut  of  wjitch  I  have  given  notice,  I 
should  like  to  congratniato  the  Govern- 
ment on  having  been  able  in  this 
Session  of  Parliament  to  remedy  the 
grievance  that  has  been  felt  for  many 
years  in  connection  with  this  matter  by 
persons  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
silver  articles  in  India.  It  is  twelve 
yeare,  I  thiiik,  since  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  recommended  that  the 
duty  on  silver  plate  in  India  should 
be  repealed.  Tliat  recomm?ndation  was 
repeated  by  the  Royal  Commission  over 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
lord  Herschfll  presided,  and  nine  years 
ago  Mr.  Gladstone,  when  he  was  Prime 
Minister,  also  expressed  a  desire  that  this 
duty  should  be  repealed.  But  from 
untoward  circumstances,  it  has  remained 
until  the  present  year,  and  I  can  assure 
the  Govornmenlthat  the  feeling  of  grati- 
fication in  India  will  be  very  keen  at 
finding  that  the  duty  has  at  last  beem 
repealed.  Tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, in  another  place,  has  explained  that 
it  is  not  thu  intention  of  the  Government 

to  abolish  the  system  of  compulsory  hall- 


marking in  this  country,  and  he  indicated 
that  it  was  intended  that  a  system  of 
"  hallmarking  of  silver  articles  "  should 
be  established  in  India  in  respect  to 
articles  exported  from  India  to  this 
country.  The  present  state  of  the 
law  in  respect  of  the  import  of  silver 
articles  from  India  is,  I  believe,  that 
under  the  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1884, 
articles  of  Indian  plate  can  be  imported 
into  this  country  without  being  assayed 
here,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  condition 
of  things  is  perfectly  satisfactory  to  the 
Indian  manufacturers  of  silver.  Although 
it  may  possibly  be  an  advantage  to  estab- 
lish in  India  a  system  of  voluntary  hall- 
marking, it  might  very  s.^rionsly 
affect  the  silver  trade  in  India  if  any 
system  of  compulsory  hall-marking 
should  be  established  in  that  country.  It 
will  be  obvious  to  your  Lordships  thivt 
to  require  that  an  article  of  art 
manufacture  made,  perhaps,  1 ,000  miles 
from  the  place  where  the  article 
would  bi  assayed  should  bo  brought 
up  to  be  assayed  in  a  semi-mana£ac- 
tured  state,  and  then  sent  back  to 
the  artificer  ti)  finish,  would  be  a 
most  cambroas  and  restrictive  measure 
with  respcKit  to  the  manufacture  of 
silver  in  India.  But,  however  that 
may  be,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer very  properly  explained  in  another 
place  that  the  Government  did  not 
intend  to  take  any  action  in  this 
matter  without  communication  with  the 
Government  of  India,  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  actually  in 
communication  with  the  Government  of 
India  on  the  subject*  That  statement 
was  made  three  months  ago,  and  what  I 
have  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Guvemment 
is,  whether  they  have  received  up  to  the 
present  time  any  answer  t<)  that  com- 
munication, and  if  such  an  answer  has 
been  received,  whether  there  is  any 
objection  to  its  being  laid  on  the  Table 
of  your  Lordships'  House  ] 

Lord  KN  UTS  FORD:  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  has  requested  me  to  reply  to  the 
noble  Earl's  question,  and  to  point  out 
that  the  intentions  of  the  Government, 
as  indicated  in  the  sp-'ech  of  the. Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  wore  communi- 
cated to  the  Government  of  India,  but 
the  Government  of  India  do  not  appear 
to  bo  content  with  the  arguments  and 
statements    of    the    Chancellor    of  the 
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Excliequer.  The  corresjjondonco  on  tlie 
subject  is  not  yet  complete,  but  there 
will  1)6  BO  objection  as  soon  aa  it  is  com- 
plete to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

House  adjourned  at  fire  minntes  before 

£ight  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ton  o'clock. 

E HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Tuesday,    5th  Auyust,  1890. 
r 

THE  PUBLIC  VACCINATOR  AT  DENABY. 
Me.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  tiie  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Boird  whether  a  Govern- 
ment Inspector  was  rdcently  sent  do^vn 
to  inquire  into  curtain  charges  made 
against  Mr.  Rowland  Hills,  tlie  public 
vaccinator  at  Danaby,  Yorkshire-  ; 
whether  it  was  proved  to  the  s.atisfao- 
tion  of  the  Insp'jctor  that  Mr.  Hills  had 
made  an  arrangement  with  a  man  to 
vaccinate  babies,  to  charge  for  the  same, 
and  then  to  give  the  parents  unsigned 
certiScatos.  which  were  subsequently 
signed  by  Mr.  Hills,  and  presented  to 
the  D.incjister  Guardians,  when  they 
were  again  charged  for,  as  thougli  the 
vaccination  had  been  free ;  and  what 
further  aetion  the  Local  Government 
Board  intend  to  take  in  the  nxattcr  ? 

*The  PRK.SIDENT  of  tde  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritcuik, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  One  of 
the  Medical  Inspectors  of  the  L  )cal  Go- 
vernment Board  has  recently  made  in- 
quiries into  alleged  irregularities  in  the 
performancj  of  public  vaueination  in  the 
Doncaster  Union.  There  ajip.-ar.s  to  bo 
no  doubt  that  Mr.  Hills,  the  public  vac- 
cinator, had  madj  an  arrangement  by 
Which  children  were  vaccinated  by  a  Mr. 
Smith,  an  unqualified  medical  practi- 
tioner. The  certificates  of  vaccination 
wei-e  filled  in  witli  the  usual  iparticulars 
by  Mr.  Smith,  who  vaccinated  the 
onildren,  and  were  then  submitted  by 
him  to  Mr.  Hills,  who,  after  signing  them, 
as  having  himself  performed  the  vac- 
cination, forwarded  the  certificates  to  the 
Yaooination  Offices.      In  some  of  these 


cases,  although  the  vaccination  fees  were 
charged  to  the  Guardians,  payment  was  ''' 
made  to  Mr.  Smith  by  the  parents.  The 
Board  have  communicated  with  the 
Guardians,  and  requested  them  imme- 
diiitely  to  determine  the  contract  with  Mr. 
Hills,  and  have  informed  them  that  it  will 
devolve  upon  them  to  consider  what 
action  they  will  take  with  rogai-d  to  the 
cases  in  which  they  have  been  improperly 
charged  with  the  vaccination  foes. 

EAST  INDIAN  CIVIL  SERVANTS. 

Sir  G.  Campbell  (Kirkcaldy, 
lire.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Sec^et,^^y 
of  State  for  India  if  the  House  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  on  the  grievances  of 
Eist  Indian  CivQ  Servants  before  any 
action  is  taken  upon  it;  if  it  was  in- 
tended that  the  Committee  should  report 
not  only  on  the  existence  or  non-existence 
of  real  grievances,  but  al.so  on  the 
specific  remedies  to  be  applied  ;  whether 
the  Government  or  the  Under  Secretary 
parsonally  are  pledged  to  the  approval  of 
the  Rjport  by  the  circumstance  of  the 
Under  Secretary  moving  it  in  Committee, 
or  whether  he  merely  acted  ministerially 
to  carry  out  the  resolutions  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  whether,  if  it  is  desired  to 
take  any  action,  either  in  the  direction  of 
conceding  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee,  or  submitting  those  recom- 
mendations for  the  consideration  of  the 
Government  in  India,  anything  more  can 
be  done  than  to  lay  those  recommenda- 
tions before  the  Council  of  India  in 
Downing  Street,  and  to  leave  it  to  the 
mujurity  of  that  Council  to  decide  on  a 
matter  affecting  the  finances  of  India, 
and  especially  payments  from  the  Home 
Treasury,  in  accordance  with  the  power 
vested  in  them  by  the  Indian  Councils 
Act? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gokst, 
Chatham)  :  The  reply  to  paragraphs  one 
and  three  of  the  question  is — No,  and  to 
the  second  and  fourth — Yes. 

THE  INDIAN  BUDGET  AND  THE 

INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL. 
Mil.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  can  now  fix  the  date  for  the 
Indian  Budget  Statement ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Indian 
Councils     Bill      affects      more      thaa 
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200,000,000  of  Her   Majesty's  subjects, 
and    that    repeated    undertakings  have 
been  given  for  its  ample  discussiou  at  an 
early    jjeriod   of    the    Session,    he   will 
arrange   -that    the   Second  Reading   be 
taken  with  as  little  delay  as  possible  1 
•The  first  LORD    ov    the    TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SMtTH,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I    join    ill    the    expression    of 
regret  which  I  understand  this  question 
is  intended  to  convey,    that   it  has   not 
been  possible  to  take  the  Indian  Budget 
at   an   earlier   period   in  the  course    of 
the   present   Session.     But  that  is  due, 
I  am  afraid,  to  the  fact  that  the   House 
has   debated  other  questions  at  very  con- 
siderable   length.       In    regard    to    the 
Indian   Councils   Bill    there  can    be  no 
doubt    that     it    is    a    very     imjxirtant 
measure,  affecting:a  large  number  of  Her 
Majesty's  subject.       I  also  acknowledge 
that  I  have  given  repeated  undertakings 
to  the  hon.  Member  that,  as  far  as  was 
in  my  power,  an  opportunity   should  be 
afforded    for   the  consideration   of    the 
measure.     It  has   not  been    possible  to 
redeem  tliosa  pledges.     1   deeply  regret 
the  foot,  and  I  am  afraid  that  it  will  not 
be  possible  to  afford  an  adequate   oppor- 
tunity for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  this 
Session.     T lie  hon.  Member  will  see  that 
I  am  unable  at  present  t-o  appoint  a  day  for 
the  Indian  Budget  Statement.      As  soon 
as  we  have  got  through  the  other  basiuess 
it  will  be  taken. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  In  consequence 
of    the   answer  which    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  has  just  given  in  reference 
to    the  Indian   Councils   Bill,    and    the 
decided  implication  that  it  will  be  im- 
possible to  pnx^eed  with  it  in  the  coarse 
of  the  present  Ses,sion,  may  I  ask  that  it 
TOAy  ba  taken  early  in  the  next  Session  ? 
I  know  th-.it  there   are  many   Membars, 
who,   during  the  last  two  months,  have 
specially    intimated  their  intentions   of 
taking  part  in  the  Debates  upon  it.     It 
is  quite  certain  that  whenever  it  is  taken 
there  must    be    a   long  Debate   on   the 
Second    Reading,    seeing    the    number 
of  Amendments  which   stand  upon   the 
Paper,    and    the    avowed    intention   of 
raising  in  Committee  the  question  of  the 
elective  principle. 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I   think   it   will 
be  better,  under  the  circamstances,  that 
I  should  say  at  once  that  the  Government 
will    not    proceed    with    the   Bill   this 
Session. 

Mr.  Bradlatigh 


■WORCESTER  GRAMMAR  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith  (Mr.  J. 
W.  Lowther)  whether  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners have  decided  that  nothing  can 
be  done  in  the  direction  of  the  amalgama- 
tion of  the  two  ancient  Grammar  Schools 
at  Worcester  ;  and  whether  ho  is  aware 
that  there  is  no  room  for  two  eflBcient 
schools  of  the  kind  in  the  same  town? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHRR  (Cnmberland, 
Penrith):  Tiie  Royal  Free  Grammar 
School  in  Worcester  could  not  legally  be 
amalgamated  with  the  Cathedral  School 
without  the  consent  of  the  governing  body 
of  the  latter,  the  former  being  an  open, 
and  the  latter  a  denominational,  endow- 
ment. The  Commissioners  are  aware 
that  there  is  not  room  for  t^o  co-ordinate 
schools  of  the  same  classical  type  in  the 
city.  They  propose,  therefore,  tc  provide 
that  the  Royal  Free  Grammar  School 
shall  give  a  practical,  modern  education, 
at  a  low  cost. 

THE  CONGO  FREE  STATE. 
Mn.  O'KELLY  (Roscommon,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether,  under  the 
General  Congo  Treaty  of  Berlin,  1885, 
the  Congo  Free  State  undertook  that 
merchandise  imported  into  that  country 
should  remain  free  from  import  or  transit 
dues ;  whether,  in  violation  of  that 
undertaking,  transit  duties  and  an 
export  duty  of  5  percent,  are  now  levied 
on  all  exported  goods ;  and  whether, 
when  the  Brussels  Act  comes  into  force, 
if  ever,  the  Congo  Free  State  will  te  at 
liberty  to  raise  both  import  and  export 
duties ;  and,  if  so,  to  what  percentage  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  FEnoussoN,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
1.  The  Congo  Free  State  was  a  party  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Berlin  Act.  '2.  We 
are  not  aware  that  the  Congo  Free  State 
levies  transit  dnes.  The  Congo  Act  allows 
export  dues.  3.  As  to  import  dues,  the 
maximum  under  the  Brussels  Act  will 
bo  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  except  as 
regards  spirits,  which  will  be  subject  to 
special  regulations.  They  were  sanctioned 
by  the  Brussels  Conference,  chiefly  in 
order  to  enable  the  State  to  undertake 
the  measures  designed  to  extirpate  the 
Slave  Trade. 
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Me.  O'KELLY:  I  beg  to  ask  tlie 
Under  Secretory  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  United  States  of 
America  only  consented  to  recognise  the 
Congo  Free  State  on  the  condition  that 
merchandise  imported  to  that  territory 
should  remain  free  of  Import  and  Transit 
Duties ;  whether  the  Brussels  Act  can 
be  enforced  according  to  International 
Law  without  the  consent  of  the  United 
States ;  whether  at  the  Brussels  Con- 
ference the  American  Envoy  opposed 
the  proposition  that  the  Congo  Free 
State  should  be  permitted  t<i  levy  Im- 
port Duties,  and  declared  the  Conference 
incompetent  to  modify  the  Berlin  Treaty 
of  1885;  and  whether  the  United  States 
has  since  given  its  adhesion  to  the 
Brussels  Act,  authorisiag  the  establish- 
ment of  Import  and  Transit  Duties  by  tiie 
Congo  State  1 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  (1)  Yea.  (2) 
Not  as  far  as  regards  United  States 
citizens.  (3)  The  United  States  Go- 
vernment, at  the  commencement  of  the 
deliberations,  raised  objections  to  the 
levy  of  duties  by  the  Congo  State. 
(4)  But  subsequently  signed  a  declara- 
tion relinquishing  the  right  of  the  United 
States  to  the  free  entry  of  American 
merchandise  into  the  Congo  State,  on 
the  same  conditions  and  within  the  same 
limits  as  those  specified  in  tliu  declara- 
tion sigfned  by  the  Signatory  Powers  of 
the  Berlin  Act.  This  provisional  declara- 
tion is  eventually  to  be  supplemented  by 
a  Treaty. 

Mb.  O'KELLY :  Under  the  present 
Act  will  the  Congo  Free  State  be  at 
liberty  to  levy  both  Import  and  Export 
Duties  ? 

•SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  Yes.  The 
Congo  Free  State  will  have  the  same 
liberty  to  impose  E.xport  Duties  ivs  it  has 
now. 

Me.  O'KELLY  :  Will  it  be  competent 
for  America  to  send  in  merchandise 
without  paying  Import  Duties? 

♦SiB  J.  FERGUSSON :  My  previous 
answer  explains  that  point.  If  the 
American  Government  accedes  to  the 
Brussi'ls  Act,  American  merchandise 
will  pay  the  same  duties  as  that  of  other 
Powers. 

THE    BANSTEAD    ASYLUM. 
Mb.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government   Board   whether  his 


attention  has  been  dr.iwn  to  the  following 
passage  in  the  Inst  Report  of  Her 
Majesty's  Commissioners  in  Lunacy 
(Appendix  C,  page  215),  with  reference 
to  the  Bansteatl  Asylum — 

"  Applicants  for  ditchargo  wera  also  a  legion 
during  our  vieit.  On  this  |i(iint  we  eoulJ  only 
refer  thorn  to  the  Comniitlee  (having  ouraelves 
no  power  in  the  matler),  and  were  then  too 
often  answered  that  they  never  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  ipealdng  to  the  Committee.  Doubt- 
less this  answer  is  l>eyond  the  truth,  bat  wa 
fear  that  the  changes  incident  to  recent  legis- 
lation have  interfiired  with  the  regular  visita- 
tion of  the  wards  by  the  Asylum  Committee  ;  " 

and  whether,  in  view  of  this  serious 
testimony,  he  will  consider  the  desir- 
ability of  taking  away  the  duty  of 
visiting  the  osylums  in  the  county 
of  London  from  the  London  County 
Council,  and  restoring  it  to  the  Justices, 
or  of  handing  it  over  to  the  Metropolitan 
Asylums  Board  1 

•Mr.  RITCHIE:  My  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  passage  referred  to 
in  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  in 
Lunacy  with  reference  to  the  Banstead 
Asylum.  I  have  been  in  communica- 
tion with  the  London  County  Council  on 
the  subject,  and  the  Chairmnu  of  the 
Asylums  Committee  of  the  Council,  who 
is  also  chairman  of  the  Banstead  Asylum 
Sub-Committee,  states  as  follows  : — 

"  The  dato  of  the  Report  in  question  ia 
October  2i)th,  1S89.  The  County  Council  took 
over  the  Asylums  in  the  previous  July.  There- 
fore, these  were  curly  limes  to  report  on.  I 
hare  been  on  the  Banstead  Committee  oi 
Management  without  a  break  for  10  years, 
formerly  as  a  Justice,  latterly  as  a  County 
Councillor  ;  and  have  been  at  every  fortnightly 
meeting  in  all  those  years,  except,  perhaps, 
three  or  four.  I  am  sure  the  t'ounty  Coun- 
cillors have  visited  the  wards  and  interviewed 
the  patjents  more  frequently  and  mora 
thoroughly  than  the  Justices  did.  There 
has  never  been  a  break  in  the  regular  statu- 
tory visitation ;  and  every  fortnight  some  ol 
the  Committee  inspect  some  of  the  waida  and 
interview  some  inmates." 

I  see  no  ground  for  proposing  that  the 
duty  of  visiting  the  Asylums  in  the 
County  of  London  should  be  taken  away 
from  the  Loudon  County  Council. 

CUSTOMS  ODTPORT  CLERKS. 
Sir  HORACE  DAVEY  (Stockton-on- 
Tees)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  a  Memorial  has 
recently  been  forwarded  from  a  large 
number  of  the  Customs  outport  second- 
class  clerks,  praying  for  compensation 
for  loss  of  prospects,  and  for  re-arrange- 
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ment  of  prmnotion,  and  wliolher  tbt> 
Board  have  declined  to  grant  tlie  prayer 
of  the  memorialists ;  whether  the 
Troaenry  contemplate  any  immediate 
improvement  in  the  position  of  these 
clerks,  on  the  lines  of  the  recent  im- 
provement in  tliat  of  the  Second  Divi- 
sion of  the  Civil  Service  ;  whether  a 
further  reduction  in  the  number  of  the 
first-class  ontport  clerks  is  contemplated, 
and  whether  the  vacancies  in  the  list  of 
clerks  rising  to  £300  are  intended  to  be 
filled  up ;  whether  it  is  intended  to 
apply  the  seven  hours  system  to  the 
clerks  as  a  Iwdy  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
tsrms  ;  and  whether  ho  will  include  the 
alleged  grievances  of  thess  clerks  in  the 
inquiry  which  it  is  understood  he  is 
conducting  in  the  matter  of  the  outdoor 
branches  of  the  Customs  Service  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson.  Leeds,  N.):  A 
Petition  hns  been  received  from  a  numbur 
of  Customs  outport  second-class  clerks, 
and  has  been  refused  by  the  Board  as 
unreasonable.  No  reduction  in  the 
number  of  Customs  first-cliiss  outport 
clerks  is  contemplated,  but,  of  course, 
no  pledge  can  be  given  that  the  exist- 
ing numljer  shall  be  rigidly  maintained. 
No  vacancies  in  the  list  of  clerks 
rising  to  £300  at  present  exist.  It 
is  not  intended  to  applj'  the  seven 
hours  system  to  these  clerks  as  a  body, 
but  clerks  accept  promotion  to  the  first- 
class  on  the  und'jrstanding  that  they  are 
liable  for  the  seven  hours.  I  regret 
that  I  cannot  extend  the  inquiry  I  have 
undertaken  in  the  case  of  the  outdoor 
branches  so  as  to  include  these  clerks. 

THE  (iRKNADIER  GUARDS. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  fSunderland) :  I  l)eg 
to  ask  the  Seorotarj'  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  consent  to  place  upon 
die  Table  of  the  House  copies  of  the 
Minutes  of  the  Courts  Martial  on  the 
men  of  the  Grenadier  Gnanis,  recently 
quartered  at  Wellington  Barracks  ;  and 
will  he  further  consider  the  advisability 
of  securing  t )  soldiers  similar  publicity 
of  trial  as  that  of  civilians  in  Magisterial 
Courts,  and  which,  by  the  publicity  of 
their  proceedings,  aid  in  diminishing 
crime  ? 
•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  To  produce  the  proceeding's 
of  these  Courts  Martial  would  not  bo  to 
Sir  Horace  Davey 


the  benefit  of  the  Public  Service.  I  may, 
however,  inform  the  hon.  Member  that 
perfect  publicity  of  trial  is  secured  to 
soldiers,  as  all  Courts  Martial  are  open 
Courts  to  which  the  public  has  free 
access. 

In  reply  to  a  futher  question  by  Mr. 

GoUliLEY, 

•Mk.  E.  STANHOPE  said:  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  tliat  the  House  of 
Commons  is  not  the  proper  place  for 
di>.cussing  these  proceedings. 

TREATIES  OF  COMMERCE. 
Mk.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield. 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  inform  the 
House  which  of  the  Treaties  of  Com- 
merce now  existing  with  foreign  nations 
expire  in  1892,  upon  12  mouths'  notice 
on  either  side ;  whether  any  of  the 
existing  Treaties  lapse  without  notice 
being  given  ;  if  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee now  examining  the  Treaties  at 
the  Board  of  Trade,  is  taking  evidence 
upon  the  wishes  of  the  commercial  com- 
munities of  the  United  Kingdom  and  of 
the  colonies  ;  and  if  their  Report  will  be 
laid  before  Parliament,  and  opportunity 
lie  afforded  for  discussing  it  prior  to  any 
action  being  taken,  and  before  the  time 
at  which  notice  to  terminate,  either 
wholly  or  in  part,  must  be  given  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  ov  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Be.ach.  Bristol, 
W.) :  The  Commercial  Treaties  with 
Bulgarin,  France,  Italy,  Montenegro, 
Portugfal,  and  Spain,  are  terminable  at 
various  dates  in  1893,  upon  12  months' 
notice  on  either  side,  and  if  no  such 
notices  arc  given,  will  thereafter  be 
terminable  at  12  months'  notice  at  any 
time.  None  of  the  existing  Treaties 
lapsj  without  notice.  The  Treaties  Com- 
mittee will,  doubtless,  consult  the  com- 
mercial bodies  of  this  country  respect- 
ing the  wishes  of  British  li-atle,  but  it  is 
not  proposed  to  extend  their  inquiries 
over  the  whole  British  Empire.  It  is 
not  intended  to  depart  from  the  coarse 
heretofore  adopted  in  regard  to  the 
Executive  having  the  charge  and  res- 
ponsibility of  commercial  negotiations. 

JEWS  IN  RUSSIA. 
Mr.   ATKINSON  (Boston) :    I  beg  to 
ask   the    Under  Secretary   of  State   for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  anything  can-  be  done 
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to  influence  the  Emperor  of  Russia  in 
favour  of  the  Jews  in  his  Empire,  now 
threatened  with  severe  affliction  1 

•SiK  J.  FERGUSSON:  These  proceed- 
ings, which,  if  they  are  rightly  reported 
to  us,  are  deeply  to  be  Inmented,  concern 
the  internal  affairs  of  the  Russian 
Empire,  and  do  not  admit  of  any  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

MALTA. 

Mk.  summers  (Huddersfield)  :  I 
1)eg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether,  since  the 
General  Election  in  September,  1889, 
the  Council  of  Government  in  Malta 
met  for  the  first  time  on  the  29th 
January,  1890,  when  little  or  nothing 
was  done;  whether  it  was  kept  dosed 
from  29th  January  to  1 4th  May ; 
■whether,  just  as  it  had  got  into  working 
ordei ,  its  sittings  were  again  brought  to 
an  abrupt  termination  on  25th  June ; 
and  whether,  as  .there  is  before  the 
Council  of  Government  at  the  present 
time  a  Motion  for  an  Address  to  Her 
Majesty  which,  among  other  prayers, 
contains  one  for  rerauving  from  the  Civil 
List  the  sum  of  £1,000,  out  of  which 
all  the  expenses  incurred  by  Sir  Lintorn 
Simmons  and  his  suite  have  been  ordered 
to  be  f)aid,  he  can  state  when  it  is 
intended  that  the  Council  of  Govern- 
ment shall  be  summoned  for  the  discus- 
sion of  this  Motion,  and  for  the  despatch 
of  the  business  of  the  island  1 

Thk  under  secretary  01  STATE 
Fou  TUK  colonies  (Baron  li.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  EastToxteth)  :  The  statement 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  question  is 
correct.  The  delay  was  caused  by  the 
change  of  Governors  owing  to  the  death 
of  Sit-  H.  Torrens.  The  answer  to  the 
second  par.igrnph  is.  Yes.  The  Council 
was  adjourned  on  the  25th  of  June,  afttu' 
passing  several  important  Estimates, 
ordinances  and  useful  measures.  It 
was  adjourned  earlier  than  the  Governor 
had  anticipated  on  account  of  the  throe 
nn-official  Members  of  the  Executive 
Council  sending  in  their  resignation 
which  has  been  accepted.  It  is  hoped  that 
others  will  shortly  be  appointed  fairly 
representing  the  majority  of  the  Council 
of  Government,  which  will  meet  again 
after  vacation  in  October  next. 

Me.  SUMMERS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
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whether  the  decrees  of  the  Council  of 
Trent  have  been  promulgated  in  the 
Island  of  Malta ;  and,  if  so,  by  whom,  at 
what  date,  and  under  what  circum- 
stances ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS ;  I  would  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  what  was  said  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  another  place, 
on  the  2'tth  ultimo,  namely  : — 

"The  Legal  Authorities  in  Malta  have 
■dviged  that  it  was  duly  proaitil((atod  there, 
that  it  waa  accepted  by  the  Civil  Authorities, 
and  that  it  has  ever  aince  continued  to  be  the 
Civil  L»w  of  the  island.  We  have  no  informa- 
tion u»  to  the  date  and  ciicumstancoa  of  the 
promulgation." 

Mr.  SUMMERS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
has  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Savona, 
bearing  date  12th  July,  1890,  on  the 
Constitution  of  Malta,  and  the  recent 
proceedings  in  the  Council  of  Govern- 
ment of  that  island  ;  and,  if,  so,  whether 
he  can  state  what  answer,  if  any,  has 
been  returned  to  the  letter  in  question  1 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITJJ  :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  any  such  letter. 

Mr.  summers  :  I  am  prepared  to 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  copy. 

COMPOSITIONS  FOR  SHIPS. 
Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wolver- 
hampton, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what  are  the 
names  of  the  compositions  which  have 
been  used  in  the  Navy  for  the  first  time 
since  the  date  of  Commander  Pitt's 
appointment  at  the  Admiralty  ;  whether 
the  experts  on  the  late  Committee  or 
the  technical  Dockyard  Officers  have 
been  consulted  as  to  the  efficacy  of  Com- 
mander Pitt's  instructions  for  guidance 
in  the  application  of  compositions  to  the 
bottoms  of  Her  Majesty's  ships,  and  as 
to  the  applicability  of  these  instructions 
to  the  various  compositions  in  use  in  the 
Navy ;  and  whether  any  manufacturers 
who  supply  compositions  to  the  Admiralty 
have  been  consulted  by  Commander 
Pitt  with  reference  to  these  instructions  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  firms  or  agents  ? 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hasiilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  Apart  from  the  compositions 
which  have  been  applied  experimentally, 
Rahtjcn's  composition  is  the  one  which 
has  been  adopted  for  the  use  of  the  Navy 
since  the  Committee  made  their  Report. 
This  composition  was  at  the  time  under 
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t*ial.  The  answer  to  the  second  question 
is  "No,"  the  Admiralty  being  fully  able  to 
deal  with  the  matter  themselves.  The 
reply  to  the  third  question  is  "Yes," 
namely,  the  Maritime  and  General  Im- 
provement Company  ; — Messrs.  Peacock 
and  Buchan,  and  the  Suter,  Hartmanii, 
and  Rahtjen'a  Composition  Company. 

RAILWAY  KATES. 
Mb.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk  District) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  Board  have  agreed 
witli  the  London  and  North  Western 
Railway  Company  as  to  the  classiBcation 
and  Scliedule  to  be  emliodied  in  a  Pro- 
visional Order  and  reported  upon  to 
Parliament ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such 
Report  will  bj  made  by  the  Boanl  during 
the  present  Session  ;  and  whether,  in  the 
event  of  disagreement  with  the  Com- 
pany, the  Board  will  determine  the 
classification  and  Schedule  which  they 
are  of  opinion  ought  to  be  adojited,  and 
rt'iiort  thereupon  to  Parliament  before 
the  expiration  of  the  present  Session,  or 
if  they  intend  to  po.stpone  such  Report 
till  Parliament  meets  in  November? 
•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  The  Board 
of  Trade  have  not  been  able  to  agree 
with  the  London  and  North  Western 
Railway  Company  as  to  the  classification 
and  Schedule  to  be  made  applicable  to 
them.  Consequently,  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  take  the  course  provided  for  by 
Suh-section  6  of  Section  24,  and  will 
make  their  Report  to  Parliament  before 
the  enS  of  the  present  Session. 

STAMP  FIIAUDS. 
Mr.  ESSLEMOXT  (Aberdeen,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  E.Tclie- 
quer  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  recent  conviction,  at  the 
Central  Criminal  Court,  of  two  men, 
named  Falvey  and  Foskett,  for  stamp 
frauds,  to  the  rider  to  the  jury's  verdict 
in  the  case,  and  to  the  olDservations  of 
the  Judge  when  sentencing  the  prisoners  ; 
■whether  it  ia  a  fact  that  there  has  been 
considerable  laxity  in  the  projier  custody 
of  the  stamping  dies  in  the  Department 
of  the  Chief  Superintendent  of  Dies  at 
Somerset  House,  and  who  are  the 
superior  Revenue  Officers  primarily 
responsible  for  this  neglect  of  duty  ; 
whether  it  is  known  how  long  the 
fraudulent  practices  in  question  have 
been  carried  on  ;  whether  there  is  any 
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truth  in  the  rumour  that,  owing  to  the 
circulation  of  fraudulent  stamps  upon 
the  Stock  Exchange  for  some  time  past, 
the  State  has  lost  several  thousands  of 
pounds  of  Stamp  Duty  ;  and  whether  any 
absolute  knowledge  on  this  head  has 
been  arrived  at  by  the  Treasury,  and  has 
that  Department  mode  any  special 
and  independent  inquiry  into  the  matter, 
or  does  it  propnse  to  do  so  ? 

•The  SOLICITOR  GP]NERAL  (Sir  E. 
Clarke,  Plymouth) :  In  the  absence  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  I  will  answer  the 
question.  The  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
are  not  prepared  to  admit  that  consider- 
able laxity  in  the  proper  custody  of  dies 
in  their  Stamping  Department  exists. 
These  dies  are  kept  strictly  as  laid  down 
by  the  regulations  for  which  they  are 
responsible,  but  on  the  rider  to  the 
Jury's  verdict,  in  the  case  of  "The 
Queen  v.  Falrey  and  Foskitt,"  being 
brought  to  their  notice,  the  Board  them- 
selves, with  the  assistance  of  their 
Solicitor, commenced  a  searching  inquiry, 
which  is  still  proceeding,  with  a  view  of 
ascertaining,  if  postible,  the  person  or 
persons  resp:msible  for  the  fraud,  and  of 
making,  if  found  desirable,  stricter 
regulations  as  to  the  cnstixly  of  the  dies. 
There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  these 
frauds  have  been  going  on  for  any  length 
of  time,  and  the  evidence  disclosed  at 
the  Police  Conrt  and  at  the  trial  only 
pointed  to  the  fraudulent  use  of  dies  on 
three  dates  in  March  of  this  year.  There 
is  no  reastm  to  give  credit  to  any  rumour 
that  the  State  has  lost  several  thousands 
of  pounds  of  Stamp  Duties.  The  facts 
have  not  yet  been  sent  officially  to  the 
Treasury,  pending  the  inquiry  by  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  but  they  will 
be  rejiorted  on  as  soon  as  that  inquiry  is 
completed. 

SUGAR  CONVENTION  BILL. 
Mb.  TATTON  KGERTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  Sugar  Con- 
ventiiin  Bill  has  passed  the  French 
Chambers  ;  and  whatsto])8  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intend  to  take  to  fulfil  the 
international  engagement  made  by  this 
country  1 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  Bill  which 
has  been  passed  by  the  French  Chambers 
is  not  the  Sugar  Convention  Bill,  but 
one  of  domestic  policy,  designed  to  recoup 
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the  State  for  the  great  profits  which  the 
sugar  refiners  are  said  to  have  been 
making  by  the  existing  Bystcm.  As 
regards  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
question,  the  time  for  the  ratification  of 
the  Convention  expired  on  the  1st  of 
August. 

WESTMINSTER  HALL. 

Mr.  IiE  lisle  (Leicester,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  tlie  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  his  attention  lias  been  called  to 
the  decay  of  the  new  stone-work  on  the 
west  side  of  Westminster  Uall  ? 

The  first  COMJSIISSIONER  ok 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunkkt,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity") :  The  new  .stone-work  of  the  new 
buildings  on  the  west  side  of  Westminster 
Hall  lias  been  carefully  examined,  and, 
with  the  exception  of  two  or  three  small 
fitone^,  which  are  evidently  soft,  there  is 
no  decay.  Some  intsresting  stones  which 
were  taken  from  the  old  buttresses  have, 
however,  been  raised  in  corresponding 
positions  in  the  new  buttresses  and 
these,  having  been  covered  up  in  the  old 
buildings  for  many  years  are,  now  that 
they  are  again  exposed  to  the  atmosphere, 
showing  signs  of  decay  on  the  surface, 
but  this,  after  a  time,  will  probably  cease 
to  a  great  extent.  With  respect,  however, 
to  the  new  stone-work  which  has  been 
used  as  a  facing  to  the  main  wall  in  the 
interior  of  the  Hall,  I  regret  to  say  thai, 
from  some  reason  which  cannot  at 
present  be  explained,  certain  patches  of 
the  work  are  undoubtedly  decaying  on 
the  surface,  and,  strange  to  sa)',  in  the 
same  places  as  the  decay  had  jirincipally 
occurred  in  the  old  stonework  before  the 
rejmirs  were  effected.  The  architect, 
Mr.  Pearson,  is  at  present  quite  unable 
to  account  for  this  mysterious  decay,  and 
assures  me  that  the  stone  selected  for 
the  work  (Ketton)  is  the  best  for  the 
London  atmosphere,  and  this  opinion 
would  appear  to  be  borne  out  by  its 
standing  well  on  the  outside  of  the 
building.  It  is  believed  that  there  must 
be  some  peculiarity  in  the  mortar  of 
those  parts  of  the  old  wall  where  the 
decay  is  taking  place,  and  I  intend  to 
have  the  matter  thoroughly  investigated 
at  once,  with  a  view  of  ascertaining  the 
cause,  if  possible. 

THE  NAVAL  MANCEUVBES. 
Mr.  HANBUBY"  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the   First  Lord  of  the    Admiralty 


what  information  he  lias  as  to  the  firing 
of  the  heavy  guns  of  H.M.S.  Hero  and 
Infiexihle  (the  most  powerful  ships  of 
the  squadron  which  actually  fired  their 
heavy  guns)  during  the  present  mancea-, 
vres  on  Friday  last ;  whether  it  supports^ 
the  account  in  the  Timeti,  of  4  th  August, 
that— 

"  Oco  of  tho  turret  guns  of  tho  Hero  could 
not  t>o  fired  daring  the  greater  part  of  tho 
practice ;  " 

that  at  the  conclusion  of  her  indepen- 
dent firing  on  Friday  the  Injlexible  re- 
ported that — 

"  The  guna  could  not  be  run   in,  and  that  it 
waa  therefore  necessary  to  take  the  pistons  out, 
which  could  not  be  safely  done  at  sea.     If  the 
operation  had  been  real  warfare  instead  of  peace- J 
able  target  practice  half  the  heavy  armament  of  I 
these  In-o    powerful   ships   would    have   beetLl 
disublej  early  in  the  action,  noc  by  the  fire  of  J 
the  enemy  but  by  their  own  inherent  defects.' 

Mr.  GOURLEY:  I  also  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
it  is  correct  that,  during  the  heavy  gun 
practice  off  the  Scilly  Islands  on  Friday 
last,  two  of  the  four  80-tou  guns  on 
board  the  Injlenble  were  for  a  consideM 
able  time  disabled  by  accidents  to  their 
hydraulic  gear,  and  that,  on  Saturday,  one 
of  the  4'4-ton  guns  of  tho  Hero  wns 
disabled  from  tho  same  cause ;  and 
whether,  in  consequence  of  these  (and 
similar  accidents  during  the  Manoeuvres 
of  last  year),  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  consent  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Departmental  or  Select  Committee,  to 
inquire  into  the  whole  system  of  gunnery 
in  connection  with  the  Navy,  and  more 
especially  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  profwsals  for  arming  the 
ironclads  now  building  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act,  with  big  guns,  are  the  most 
suitable  for  Naval  warfare  '/ 

Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  I 
also  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether 
it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  newspapers, 
tlmt  at  heavy  gun  target  practice  off  the 
SciJly  Isles,  on  Friday  last,  two  of  the 
four  80-ton  guns  on  board  the  Injlexible, 
and  one  of  the  two  4 4 -ton  guns  on  board 
the  Hero  became  totally  disabled  ;  and 
will  he  inform  the  House  who  is  res- 
ponsible for  the  defective  construction  of 
these  guns  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  No  reports 
have  as  yet  been  received  at  the  Admir- 
alty of  iailure  in  the  hydraulic  arrange- 
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meuts  for  working  the  heavy  guns  of 
the  Inflexible  and  Jlero.  As  regards  the 
Inflexible,  all  the  80- ton  guns  were  in 
continuous  use  for  10  consecutive  hours 
at  the  bombardment  of  Alexandria, 
firing  the  maximum  charges  of  jKiwder 
the  whole  time,  and  there  was  not  the 
slightest  failure  of  any  sort  whatever  at 
any  time  in  any  of  the  hydraulic 
arrangements  during  the  whole  period 
of  the  action  in  question.  As  regards 
the  Ihro,  her  heavy  guns  have  been 
continuously  used  for  instruction  during 
the  last  two  years  in  the  training  of 
seamen  gunners  at  Portsmouth,  and 
during  the  whole  of  that  period  there 
has  been  no  failure  in  the  hydraulic 
arrangements  for  working  the  heavy 
guns.  I  have  full  confidence  in  my 
gunnery  advisers  and  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  are  thoroughly  satisfied  as  to 
the  efficiency  and  system  of  working 
heavy  guns  in  the  Navy,  and  there  is, 
therefore,  no  intention  of  appointing  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject. 

THE  NEW  MAGAZINE  RIFLE. 
Me.  HANBURY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  can  now 
state  the  result  of  the  official  inquiry  as 
to  the  jamming  and  other  defects  in  the 
new  magixzine  rifle,  mentioned  in  the 
Times  report  of  the  reaeut  practice  at 
Bisley  ? 

•Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  not  yet 
received  a  Report,  and  I  must  ask  my 
hon.  Friend  to  postjKjne  the  question. 

THE  PAPAL  COURT  OF  ROME. 
Mil.  CAVENDISH  BENTICK  (White- 
haven) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AfEairs  whether, 
during  the  last  Administration  of  the 
late  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  subsequently, 
the  British  Government  was  diplomati- 
cally represented  at  the  Papal  Court  of 
Rome  by  a  functionary,  who,  although 
nominally  attached  to  the  British  Lega- 
tion of  Tuscany,  was,  in  fact,  accredited 
to  the  Pope  of  Rome  ? 

•SiE£  J.  FERGUSSON:  At  the  time 
referred  to,  and  subsequently,  an  Attacfit' 
to  the  British  Mission  in  Tuscany  resided 
at  R<")me,  and  was  in  eoufideutial  com- 
munication with  the  Papal  Government. 
Bat  he  was  not  accredited  to  the  Holy 
See. 
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REPORTS,  POLICE  (COUNTIES  AND 
BOROUGH.s), 
Mr.  HENRY  J.  WIT>;()N  (York. 
W.R.,  Holmfirth):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  Depurt- 
meiit  whether  ho  is  aware  that,  in 
the  "  Reports,  Police  (Cuunties  and 
Boroughs)"  for  1889,  the  tables  on 
pages  118  and  119  do  not  give  the  popu- 
lation according  to  the  Census  of  1871, 
so  OS  to  be  uniform  w^ith  the  similar 
tables  on  pages  222,  223,  318,  and  319, 
and  that  the  table  on  pages  318  and  319 
entirely  omits  the  population  in  the  case 
of  about  31  boroughs  ;  whether  he  will 
consent  to  a  re-issue  of  the  three  tables, 
so  Bs  to  make  them  uniform  and  com- 
plete ;  and  whether  he  will  take  steps  to 
prevent  a  repetition  of  these  omissions) 
•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTNUiNT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  The  three  tables  were 
prepared  by  the  Inspectors,  and  it  is 
true  there  is  some  slight  want  of  uni- 
formity in  them.  I  will  give  instruc- 
tions, so  that  hereafter  this  may  be 
remedied.  The  31  boroughs  have  not 
been  omitted,  but  having,  in  pursuance 
of  the  Local  Government  Act,  been 
merged  in  counties,  their  figures  are 
included  in  the  County  Returns. 

CHURCH  AND  POOR'S  LAND.  DEFFORD. 
Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  ilem- 
ber  for  Penrith  whether  he  is  aware 
tlmt  in  the  new  scheme  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Church  and  Poor's  land  of 
the  township  of  Defford,  in  the  County 
of  Worcester,  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have  stipulated  that  the  three  representa- 
tive Trastees  shall  have  a  ratal  qualifica- 
tion of  not  less  than  £15,  whereby  all 
members  of  the  working  classes  of  the 
district,  and  also  any  other  person 
occupying  a  house  without  land  attached, 
will  bo  entirely  excluded  from  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  charity  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  instead  of  the  share  of  the 
poor  in  the  fund  being  distributed  in 
coal,  as  hitherto,  it  is  intended  that  this 
shall  only  take  place  after  a  preference 
has  been  shown  by  subscriptions  to  dis- 
jwusary,  infirmary,  hospital,  convalescent 
home,  and  provident  clubs,  a  method  of 
distribution  which  is  generally  objected 
to  by  the  people  of  the  country  districts  ; 
and  whether  the  Commissioners  intend 
to  take  any  action  in  the  matter  1 
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•Mr.  J.  W.  LO^VTHER:  According 
to  the  original  Trusts  of  the  endow- 
ment of  the  Church  and  Poor's 
Land  of  Defford,  the  Trustees  are  to  be 
'•  landowners  of  Deffonl,  which  are  of  the 
best,  largest,  and  ablest  estates  there," 
and  the  Commissioners  consider  that 
their  proposal  fairly  represents  the 
original  qualification.  The  provisions 
for  the  application  of  income,  which  are 
inserted  in  the  dnift  scheme,  are  those  in 
general  use  in  scliemes  for  dole  ctiarities  ; 
they  were  approved  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee in  1884 ;  they  do  not  give  pre- 
ference to  any  one  of  the  several 
alternate  modes  of  application  sug- 
gested, of  which  distribution  in  coal 
and  other  articles  iu  kind  is  one. 

ANGLO-FRENCH  AGREEMENT. 
Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (FUntahire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
Government  has  entered  into  negotia- 
tions with  France  respecting  Madagascar; 
and,  if  so,  whether  they  will  give  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing  a 
judgment  before  concluding  a  Treaty  on 
the  subject? 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  postpone  the  question 
until  Thursday.  I  think  I  shall  then  be 
able  to  give  him  a  more  satisfactory 
answer  than  I  could  give  him  to-day. 

ANGLO-GERSfAN  AGREEMENT. 
Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  it  is  the  case  that  Sec- 
tions 1  and  2  of  Article  III.  of  the  Anglo- 
German  Agreement  define  the  boun- 
daries of  the  Cape  Colony  and  the 
German  Territories  ;  whether  the  Cape 
Government  have  been  consulted  na  to 
these  boundaries  ;  and  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  consult 
the  Cape  Ministry  as  to  the  further 
delimitation  of  the  Cape  Territory  at 
Walfisch  Bay,  before  offering  a  settle- 
ment, or  going  to  arbitration,  as  defined 
in  Clause  2  of  Article  III.  of  the  Anglo- 
German  Agreement  ? 

•SirJ.  FERGUSSON:  As  this  question 
only  appeared  on  the  Paper  to-day  I  must 
also  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  postpone  it. 
Perhaps  before  question  time  is  over  I 
may  be  able  to  answer  it,  but  I  cannot 
at  this  moment. 


Subsequently, 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said:  Section  1 
of  Article  3  speaks  of  the  Orange  River 
as  a  h)undary.  As  this  made  no  change 
in  the  status  quo,  there  was  no  question 
on  which  consultation  was  required  by  the 
Cape  Government.  The  remainder  of  the 
section  and  the  2nd  section  do  not  define 
the  boundaries  of  the  Cape  Colony ;  the 
contiguous  territories  belong  to  the  Crown 
Protectorate  of  Bechuanaland,  and  to 
Kliama's  country,  which  is  under  Imperial 
protection.  A-s  regards  Walfisch  Bay, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  com- 
plete knowledge  of  the  question  in 
dispute,  as  stated  on  behalf  of  the  Cape 
and  on  behalf  of  Germany.  They  would 
give  the  Cape  Government  every  oppor- 
tunity of  strengthening  their  case  before 
going  to  arbitration. 

Dr.  CLARK:  Was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mistaken  yesterday  when  he 
said  that  the  Cape  Colony  would  not  be 
considered  because  its  interests  were  not 
affected?  As  its  interests  are  affected, 
will  he  carry  out  his  pledge  of  May  19, 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  ascertain  and  give  duo 
aonsidemtion  to  the  opinion  of  the 
colonies  before  the  question  is  finally 
settled  ? 

•Sm  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  have  nothing- 
to  add  to  the  very  full  answer  I  have 
given  to  the  hon.  Member. 

P.C.  MARR. 

Mb.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  a 
police  constable  named  Marr,  who,  at  the 
Manchester  Assizes  iu  December,  1888, 
was  convicted  of  manslaughter,  and  sen- 
tenced to  18  months'  imprisonment,  being 
at  the  same  time  severely  censured  by 
the  Judge  for  having  perjured  himself, 
has  since  his  release  been  re-admitted 
into  the  Force,  and  is  at  the  present  time 
serving  in  the  D  Division  of  the  Man- 
chester City  Police,  or  is  on  the  probation 
list,  with  the  view  of  being  reinstated  in 
the  Police  Force ;  and  whether  he  can 
make  any  representations  to  the  Police 
Authority  in  Manchester  on  the  subject  ? 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir ;  it  is 
the  fact  that  this  man  is  on  the  probation 
list  in  consequence  of  there  being  a 
strong  feeling  among  the  Local  Autho- 
rities that   he   was   not  g^lty  of   the 
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offence  of  which  lie  was  accused.  It  is 
not  the  fact,  as  alleged,  tlmt  he  was 
severely  censured  by  the  learned  Judge. 

ERZEROUM. 
Mb.SCHWANN:  Ibegtoask  t]»e  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  has  had  any  further  informa- 
tiou  as  to  the  five  prisoners  incarcerated 
in  the  prison  of  Erzeroum  for  a  full 
twelvemonth,  namely,  Bedros  Athamiim 
and  four  others,  and  as  to  the  five 
prisoners  imprisoned  for  the  last  three 
years  in  the  gaol  of  Erzingian,  namely, 
Ohannes  Kaladjian,  Boghos  Berberian, 
Nichan  K.  Artzruni  d'Eguin,  Nichan 
Akevnian,  and  an  Armenian  priest  of 
Seghert  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
their  only  ofiEence  was  having  a  patriotic 
song,  written  in  pencil,  in  their  wallets, 
which  they  had  not  published  in  any 
way,  as  is  nocessarj^  for  conviction 
according  to  Turkish  law  ;  and  whether 
Moussa  B.'y  has  been  broutrhttoa  second 
trial,  as  was  reported  was  to  be  done  ;  and, 
if  so,  what  stage  has  the  trial  reached  'I 

*SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  Grand 
Vizier  denits  that  there  ara  any 
Christian  Armenians  either  at  Erzeroum 
or  at  Erzingian  who  have  been  kept  in 
prison  anj-  length  of  time  without  trial. 
Moussa  Bey  has  not  yet  been  put  on  his 
trial  again,  but  he  has  not  been  allowed 
to  leave  Constantinople. 

LIBEL  ACTION  AT  MANCHESTER 
ASSIZES. 

Mr  SCHWANN  :  I  had  intended  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  his  attention  has  l)een 
drawn  to  the  report  of  a  libel  action 
tried  at  the  recent  Manchester  Assizes 
before  Mr.  Justice  Vnughan  Williams, 
wherein  it  was  stjited  that  the  police 
had  handed  over  to  the  plaintiffs  in  the 
case  a  petition  against  a  house  which  it 
was  alleged  or  suspected  was  used  for 
immoral  purposes,  and  if  it  is  customary 
to  treat  such  cummuuioations  as  privi- 
leged ;  and  whether  the  police  exceeded 
their  duty  in  handing  the  document  to 
the  tenants  of  the  housa  in  question, 
upon  which  letter  the  case  was  based; 
but  I  will  postjwne  it  until  another 
day. 

OUTRAGES  IN  MACEDONIA. 
Mr.  LEVESON  GOWER  (Stoko-upon- 
Trent)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
Mr,  ilatthewB 


of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
British  Consuls  in  the  Ottoman  dominions 
enjoy  the  right  or  are  granted  permission 
to  visit  State  prisons ;  whether,  in  that 
event,  they  ever  do  so ;  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  in  possession 
nf  any  Consular  Reports  upon  the  con- 
dition of  Turkisii  prisons  ;  and,  should 
no  such  Reports  lie  in  existence,  whether 
the  Government  will  direct  Her  Majestj''s 
Representative  at  Constantinople  to  re- 
quest the  Porte  to  give  British  Consuls 
facilities  to  test  the  accuracy  of  recent 
statements  as  to  the  horrible  state  of  the 
jirison  in  Usknp,  and  the  habitual  use  of 
torture  there  and  in  other  prisons  of 
Macedonia  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  am  now  able 
to  reply  to  a  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stoke  on  the  31st  July,  that 
inquiries  have  been  maile  with  reganl  to 
the  reports  apix-aring  in  the  Daily  A'ew» 
of  tlie  29th  of  July  ;  that  the  manager 
of  the  Salonica  Railway  emj)hatic»lly 
contradicts  those  statements,  and  states 
that  10  months  ago  two  Albanian 
women  were  run  down  and  killed  b}-  an 
engine,  and  that,  in  consequence,  some 
of  their  relatives  a  week  afterwards  tired 
on  a  train,  but  did  no  injury,  and  that 
there  has  been  no  repetition  of  any  such 
outrage.  It  appears,  therefore,  that  the 
information  furnished  by  the  Daily 
News  correspondent  that  the  stoker  and 
three  Mussulman  passengers  were  killed 
i.s  not  correct.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  received  the  further  informa- 
tion that  the  correspKandent — a  German 
gentleman  named  Wcilz^who  was  ex- 
pelled from  Servia  last  winter  for 
inventing  sensational  news,  did  not  visit 
Pristina,  as  represented  by  him,  but  only 
went  to  Nievsovitz,  and  returned  the 
same  day  to  Uskup. 

ARMENIA. 
Mr.  LEVESON-GOWER  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Fnreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  the  fact, 
ns  stated  by  the  Daily  News  correspon- 
dent at  Erivan,  in  the  issue  of  the  4th 
instant,  that  Martini-Henry  ritles  have 
been  distributed  by  orders  from  Con- 
stantinople to  the  Kurds  of  Moosh,  Bitlis, 
Van,  Bayazid,  and  Alashgerd  ;  whether 
the  Turkish  troops,  in  obedience  to  their 
instructions,  shoot  down  any  Armeniuns 
found  in  jxjssession  of  firearms  ;  whether 
the    arming    of    Mussulmans    and    dia- 
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armament  of  the  Christians  in  Bulgaria 
immediately  preceded  and  occasioned 
the  massacres  in  that  country  in  1876  ; 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  warn  the  Porte  of  the  prob- 
able consequences  of  similar  action  in 
Armenia  1 
•Sir  J.  FBRGUSSON:  We  have  re- 
ceived no  information  of  the  statements 
mentioned  in  the  first  and  second  para- 
graphs. As  to  the  third,  full  particulars 
of  the  events  of  1876  in  Bulgaria  will 
be  found  in  the  Blue  Book  presented  to 
Parliament  at  the  time.  There  might 
be  much  said  for  and  against  such  a 
statement.  As  to  the  fourth  paragraph, 
I  have  already  stated  that  I  must  decline 
to  give  any  jjarticulars  as  to  communica- 
tion which  Her  Mnjcsty'a  Government 
may  consider  it  expedient  to  make  to 
the  Porte. 

THE  MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg  to 
nsk  the  President  of  the  Board  of  the 
Trade  if,  having  regard  to  the  unanimity 
of  the  Select  Committee  upon  Merchan- 
dise Marks  as  to  the  desLrablity  of  the 
public  prosecution  either  on  the  part  of 
the  Board  of  Tiude  or  of  the  Commis- 
siuners  of  Her  Majesty's  Customs,  in 
respect  of  offences  against  "The  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act,  1887,"  and  to  the 
improbability  of  the  House  offering  any 
serious  opposition  to  the  carrying  out  of 
such  recommendation,  he  can  introduce 
and  pass  a  short  Bill  to  that  effect 
should  legislative  sanction  be  nece.'sary  1 
•Sir  M.  HICKS  BKACH:  As  I  have 
ilot  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
Report  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers, 
which  Ims  not  yet  been  circulated,  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  give  an  answer  to 
the  question  ;  but  when  1  have  done  so,  it 
will  bo  my  duty  to  consider,  in  con- 
junction with  other  Departments  of 
the  Government,  what  course  should  be 
adopted.  I  am  not  sure  that  legislation 
would  be  necessary,  but  there  would  be 
no  time  to  undertake  it  during  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

THE  VATICAN. 

Mr.  OAVF^NDLSHBENTINCK:  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether,  during  the  last 
Administration  of  the  late  Sir  Robert 
Peel  and  subsequently,  the  British 
Government   was    diplomatically   repre- 

VOL.  CCCXLVII.    [iniRD  series.] 


sented  at  the  Papal  Court  of  Rome  by  a 
functionary  who,  although  nominally 
attached  to  the  British  Legation  of 
Trscany,  was  ir  fact  accredited  to  the 
Pope  of  Rome  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  At  the  time 
referred  to,  and  subsequently,  an  Attache 
to  the  British  Mission  in  Tuscany  resided 
at  Rome,  and  was  in  confidential  com- 
munication with  the  Papal  Government ; 
but  he  was  liot  accredited  to  the  Holy 

Mb.  summers  :  I  bog  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  there 
are  any  Papers  in  the  Foreign  Office  re- 
lating to  the  Special  Mission  of  the  Duke 
of  Norfolk  to  the  Vatican  in  1887  ;  and, 
if  there  are,  whether  they  can  be  laid  be- 
fore Parliament  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  ;  There  are  some 
Despatches  in  the  case  of  the  Mission  of 
the  Dake  of  Norfolk,  and  if  it  is  desired 
they  could  be  produced,  but  they  are 
purely  formal  ;  there  is  nothing  of  a 
{Hjliticul  charneter  in  them. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) :  1 
wish  also  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  there  are  any  Papers 
in  t)ie  Foreigh  Office  relating  to  the 
Mission  of  Sir  George  Errington  to  the 
Vatican,  and,  if  there  are,  whether  they 
can  be  laid  bsfore  Piirliamenti 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  There  is  an  ex- 
tensive corrtspondence  reachingfrom  1 881 
to  1885  in  the  ForeignOffice  rt  fating  toSir 
George  Errington 's  communications  with 
the  Vatican,  which  were  left  for  future 
Secretaries  of  State  in  accordance  with 
the  undertaking  given  by  Mr.  Gladstone 
in  188.3.  Aa  many  of  tliem  relate  to 
individuals,  or  to  questions  affecting 
Foreign  States,  they  would  require 
careful  examination  before  any  decision 
could  be  taken  as  to  the  pos.sibility  of 
presL'uting  them  to  Parliament. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) : 
Were  there  not  two  Missions  of  the  Dnke 
of  Norfolk  to  Rome  1 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Duke  of 
Norfolk  did  go  twice  :  whether  there 
were  two  Missions  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  Were  there  not 
two  separate  charges  against  the  public 
moneys  ? 
•iVlR.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  think  not. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  If  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  produces  any  Papers  to 

the  House  in  connection  with  the  Duke 

of  Norfolk  Mission,  will  he  produce  all 
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witli  regard  to  Sir  George  Errington  1  I 
would  remind  liim  that  when  the  matter 
was  before  the  House  recently  he  under- 
took, at  the  request  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
t^  look  into  the  correspondence  of  pre- 
vious Missions  as  well,  and  to  consider 
whether  they  could  not  be  brought  bo- 
fore  the  House  at  the  same  time. 

•Mr.  W.  H,  smith  :  It  is  perfectly 
accurate  to  say  that  I  did  undertake  to 
consider  whether  I  could  produce  a  sort 
of  narrative  of  the  communications  that 
had  passed  between  successive  Govern- 
ments through  the  medium  of  gentlemen 
at  Rome  and  the  Vatican,  That  is  a 
matter  that  will  involve  considerable 
labour  and  some  time,  and,  therefore,  I 
am  not  able  to  give  any  decision  at 
present. 

Mb.  DILLON:  Do  we  understand  that 
t'le  matter  will  be  considered  at  a  future 
time  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Certainly. 
Mb.  sexton  (lielfast,  W.) :  With 
regard  to  the  ambiguous  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  Mission 
•of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  1  wish  to  ask  if 
li.>  was  sent  to  Rome  twice,  and  received 
<lifferent  instructions  on  each  occasion  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  see  that  I  nm  not  prepared  to 
jinswer  questions  of  this  kind  off-hand. 
I  can  simply  answer  the  question  on  the 
Paper  of  which  I  have  had  notice. 

•SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  have 
answered  the  question  already.  On  one 
I  ocasion  on  which  tlio  Duke  of  Norfolk 
went  to  Rome  he  had  no  ilission  what- 
over  from  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
nnd  the  second  time  it  was  on  a  purely 
formal  and  complimentary  Mission. 

Mr.  O'KELLT:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  undertake  to  produce  that 
portion  of  the  correspondence  relating 
exclusively  to  Ireland? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  portion  of  the  corresjrondence 
relates  exclusively  to  Ireland,  and,  there- 
fore, can  give  no  undertaking  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  May  I  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  Sir 
G.  Erriiigton's  negotiations  with  the 
Vatican  from  1881  to  1885  were  such 
a.s  to  constitute  his  proceedings  there 
a  Mission  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the 
word. 

Mr.  Dillon 


•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  My  h.m.  Friend 
will  see  that  this  is  a  question  which  is 
more  a  matter  of  opinion  than  a  matter 
of  fact.  Sir  G.  Errington  did  not  occupy 
the  position  of  an  accredited  Ambassador 
or  Minister  to  the  Holy  See,  but,  un- 
doubtedly, he  was  the  medium  for 
making  communications  between  the 
Government  of  Great  Britain  and  the 
Holy  See. 

•Mr.  SUMMERS:  Did  Mr.  Errington 
receive  any  appointment  or  any  re- 
mnnenktion  for  his  services  1 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  believe  he  was 
made  a  Baronet  afterwards. 

U.\nDINAL  M.XNNIN'O. 
Colonel  SANDYS  (Ijancashire,  S.W., 
Bootle) :  I  beg  to  ask  tho  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  letter  which  appeared 
in  the  Morning  Post  of  14th  July,  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Royal  Commission  i 
npfointed  by  the  late  Government  in 
1SS4  on  the  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes,  in  which  thfi  writer  says  that — 

"('iirdiDHl  Manning  wns  accorded  buH  pre- 
cedence on  that  Commissiun  not  aa  a  matter  of 
courtesy,  but  as  a  personage  of  princely  rank ;  "  ] 

whether  this  accordance  of  precedence 
was  in  conformity  with  a  precedent 
created  in  the  grant  of  a  Charter  for  the 
Royal  University  in  Ireland  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  1880;  whether  the  con- 
ces.sion  of  such  prectdenco  on  a  Com- 
mission appointed  under  the  Royal  Sign 
Manual  now  confers  such  rank  and  pre- 
cedence upon  Dr.  Manning,  and  would 
confer  them  upon  any  other  Cardinal 
appointed  by  the  Pope  to  a  see  in  Great 
Britain  or  Ireland ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  lake  steps 
to  prevent  in  future  such  precedence 
being  accorded  over  the  highest  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Protestant  Churches  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  no  official 
knowledge  of  what  took  place  in  1884 
under  tho  Government  of  the  right  hon 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  no  re- 
sponsibility in  respect  to  it.  As  Her 
Majesty's  Government  do  not  at  present 
contemplate  the  appjintraent  of  any 
Cardinal  upon  any  Koyal  Commission,  it 
does  not  seem  necessary  to  make  any  pro- 
visions with  respect  to  the  precedence 
which  would  be  accorded  to  a  Cardinal  in 
such  a  case.  The  point  raised  in  the 
second  and  third  paragraphs  of  the  hon.j 
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Member's  question  is  a  purely  legal 
point,  which  I  cannot  undertake  to 
answer. 

IRELAND-CASE  OF  M«.  McCUETIN. 

Me.  DILLON  (Muyo,  E.)  ;  I  beg  tr> 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  an  in- 
quiry under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act  has  been  instituted 
in  the  town  of  Tipperary  ;  and,  if  so, 
for  what  purpose  ;  and  whether  Mr. 
McCurtin  was  summoned  to  give  evi- 
dence on  the  29th  July,  and  on  his 
refusing  to  be  sworn  was  committed  to 
gaol  for  a  week,  and  was  taken  hand- 
cuffed thj'ough  the  town  on  hi.s  way  to 
the  gaol  ;  and,  if  so,  for  ^-hat  reason 
handcuffs  were  used  ? 

Mb  JOHN  0'CONNOR(Tipperary,S.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
when  Mr.  William  M'Curtin  was  being 
conveyed  to  Clonmel  Gaol  on  the  29th 
ultimo,  he  was  handcuffed  by  the  police  ; 
what  was  Mr.  William  M'Curtin'a 
offence,  was  he  a  first-class  mis- 
demeanant, and  is  it  usual  to  put  hand- 
caffs  on  such  prisoners  ;  and  what  was 
the  offence  of  Morgan  Hayes,  lately  sent 
to  prison  from  Tippsrary,  was  he  a  first- 
class  misdemeanant,  and  was  he  hand- 
cuffed to  a  prisoner  who  had  sevei-al 
times  been  convicted  of  robliery  ! 

The  CHIKF  SECRETARY  kor  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.):  With  the  permission  of  the  House 
I  shall  now  alsi  reply  to  the  two  ques- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tipperary  on  the  same  subject.  The 
inquiry  referred  to  is  nut  one  under  the 
statute  mentioned;  but  is  the  ordinary 
Magisterial  investigation  constituted  and 
authorised  in  indictable  cases  by  the 
Petty  Sessions  Act,  Section  9,  Sub-section 
2.  The  questions  asked  witnesses  are 
being  confined  to  the  subject-matter  of 
the  inquiry.  M'Curtin  was,  under  the 
powers  contained  in  that  Act,  committed 
in  custody  for  eight  days.  Handcuffs 
were  used  as  a  crowd  was  observed  to  bo 
collecting,  and  an  attempted  rescue  was 
apprehended.  A  man  named  Morgan 
Hayes  was  sent  to  prison  for  seven  days, 
with  hard  labour,  in  default  of  paying  a 
fine  of  1  Os.  for  an  assault  on  a  Ctmstable 
when  on  duty.  He  was  handcuffed  to  a 
man  who  was  convicted  at  the  same 
Court  of  a  minor  offence.     No  record  can 


he  found  of  any  recent  convictions 
against  tiiat  prisoner  of  the  natoi-e 
indicated  in  the  question. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Why  were  these  groes 
indignities  infiicted  upon  persons  accused 
of  trilling  offences  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  In  one  of  the 
cases  there  was  a  charge  of  throwing  an 
explosive. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  The  only  chaise 
against  Mr.  M'Curtin  was  that  he  refused 
to  be  sworn,  and  was  sent  to  gaol  for 
89ven  days  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  charge 
before  the  Magistrate  was  throwing  an 
explosive,  and  Mr.  M'Curtin  refused  to 
give  evidence.  In  other  words,  he  re- 
fused to  assist  in  the  administration  of 
justice. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  any  fact  in  justification 
for  the  belief  that  a  rescue  was 
apprehended  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Such  matters 
must  be  left  to  the  judgment  of  the 
pohce,  who,  of  course,  must  act  at  the 
moment. 

POST  OFFICE  SICK  PAY. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
aak  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
full  pay  during  sick  leave  has  recently 
been  granted  to  officers  of  the  Post 
Office  in  England  and  Scotland ;  and 
whether  the  measure  is  to  apply  also  to 
Ireland ;  and,  if  so,  why  the  Belfast 
office  has  not  been  included  in  the  new 
scheme? 

A  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Six- 
H.  Maxwell,  Wigton) :  Yes,  Sir ;  the 
new  rule  granting  full  pay  during  sick 
leave  applies  to  Ireland,  and  it  is  already 
in  operation  at  Belfast. 

LICENCES  IN  MONAGHAN. 
Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
explain  what  special  circumstances 
influenced  His  Excellency  the  Ijord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  interfere  to 
procure  a  licence  for  Charles  Mitchell,  of 
Shantonagh,  County  Monaghan,  in  op|x>- 
sition  to  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  locality,  the  clergy  of  vai-ious  de- 
nominations, and  the  landlord  of  the 
townland,  and  the  repeated  refusals  of 
the  Magistrates  and  the  County  Court 
3  Z  2 
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Judge  to  grant  sach  licence  ;  whether  he 
can  give  the  name  and  denorainntion  of 
the  clergyman  who  is  alleged  to  favour 
the  granting  of  a  licence  to  Mitcliell, 
and  give  the  number  of  Mitchell's  cus- 
tomers, in  addition  to  the  inhabitants  of 
the  police  ban-ack,  the  only  house  within 
a  considerable  distance  of  the  licensed 
house,  who  are  said  to  be  anxious  for 
drinking  facilities  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  two  of  the  three  Resident  Magistrates 
who  attended  the  Castlcblayney  Licens- 
ing Sessions  on  the  20th  July,  reside 
outside  the  County  Monaghan  ;  and,  if 
BO,  where  do  they  reside  ;  can  he  explain 
why  they  attended  the  Castloblayney 
Licensing  Sessions  ;  whether  Mitchell's 
temporary  retail  licence  will  in  the 
meantime  be  renewed ;  and  whether  ho 
will  advise  the  Lord  Lieutenant  not  to 
give  Mitchell  any  further  help,  either  by 
the  aid  of  Resident  Magistrates,  or  by 
the  use  of  His  Excellency's  influence 
with  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  to 
establish  what  the  inhabitants  of 
Shantonagh  regard  as  a  soui-ce  of  de- 
moralisation in  their  midst  against  their 
declared  wish  ? 

Mil.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  (1  and  2) 
Charles  Mitchell  has  held  for  some  j-eara 
a  spirit-grocer's  and  beer-retailer's 
licence.  The  granting  of  a  temporary 
publican's  licence  to  Mitchell,  pending 
the  decision  to  bo  come  to  on  his  appli- 
cation to  Quarter  Sessions,  was  recom- 
mended by  the  I^rd  Lieutenant  in  the 
exercise  of  his  discretion.  The  appli- 
cation to  Quarter  Sessions  lias  not  been 
opposed  by  the  inhnbitauts  of  the  locality. 
Two  clergymen  are  ojiposed  to  it,  and 
one,  the  Reverend  Mr.  Knox,  a  Presby- 
terian, favours  it.  I  am  informed  that 
the  number  of  Mitchell's  cu.stomers  in 
favour  of  the  licence  cnuld  not  be 
readily  ascertained,  but  that  the  great 
majority  undoubtedly  are  so.  (3)  One 
of  the  Resident  Magistrates  referred  to 
is  a  Magistrate  for  the  County  Monaghan, 
and  had  been  acting  for  snnie  months  in 
the  Castlcblayney  district.  He  lives  at 
Armagh.  The  other  who  is  likewise  a 
Magistrate  for  the  County  Monaghan  is 
Resident  Magistrate  for  the  greater 
portion  of  the  sub-district  in  which  the 
licensed  premises  are  situated.  Ho 
lives  at  Virginia,  County  Cavan.  (4) 
They  attended  us  R-eaident  Magistrates 
connected  with  the  Quarter  Sessions 
district.  (5)  Thf  temporaty  licence  has 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien 


been  renewed  until  the  hearing  of  the 
application  at  the  Annual  (October^ 
Licensing  Sessions. 


REVISION  CnURI',   M(JV.\on.\>f. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  ;  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
aware  that  great  inconvenience  and  loi 
is  caused  to  the  inhabitants  of  portions' 
of  the  Emyvale  district  of  the  North 
Monughau  Parliamentary  Division  wha 
have  to  travel  a  distance  of  18  miles  to 
attend  the  Revision  Court  held  in  Mona- 
ghan ;  and  whether,  as  Emyvale  is  a 
Petty  Sessions  district,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  about  9,000,  he  will  cause  a  Re- 
vision Court  to  be  held  there  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  fear  I  can 
not  add  anything  to  the  reply  given  to 
a  similar  question  on  this  subject  asked 
by  the  hon.  Member  on  6th  September, 
188G.  Since  that  date  no  new  circum- 
stances have  come  under  the  notice  of 
the  Government  tending  to  alter  the 
decision  then  come  to.  The  decision 
then  arrived  at  was  stated  by  the  then 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes,  Dublin  University),  who  said — 

"  Tho  pinoea  fi.r  holding  Revision  Courts  are 
not  determiiiod  hy  the  Rovising  BarrigierB,  bnt 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  iu  Council.  In 
exieoting  the  places  the  conrenience  of  the 
electors  and  tho  Buitftbility  of  the  aocommoda- 
tioii  are  curefully  considered,  regard  also 
tieing  had  to  the  fact  that  every  additional 
Court  impoges  an  additional  charge  on  the 
raiepojcra.  Careful  inquiry  was  recently 
rrado  ae  to  the  expediency  of  holding  RerisioD 
Sessions  at  Emyvale  and  Scotatown.  It 
appeared,  however,  that  Monaghan,  which  is 
the  market  town  of  those  districts,  wss  pro- 
bably tlie  most  o<invenient  place  for  a  large 
proportion  of  the  voters  residing  therein  ;  and 
a»  regards  those  at  a  greaer  distance,  the  Re- 
vising Barrister,  by  taking  their  oases  6r8t, 
Kas  able  to  dispose  of  them  on  the  liist  day 
of  the  Sessions.  In  any  case,  it  is  too  late  to 
make  any  change  before  the  next  Revision. 
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Mr.  DILLON  : 

Secretary    to  the 

Ireland    whether 


BLASKET  ISLANDS. 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Lord   Lieutenant     of 
the    Sheriff  is  bound 
t')  find  means  of  conveyance  for  himself 
and  his  men  when  he  is  going  on  eviction 
duty,  or  to  seize  under  a  decree  ;   and,  if 
so,    on    what    ground    ships     of     Hei 
Majesty's  Navy   are  placed   at  tlie  dii 
pisal  of  the  Sheriff  and  his  officers  whei 
going  to  evict  tenants,  or   to   seize   foi 
rent,  on  islands  off  the  coast  of  Ireland  1 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Tlie  Sheriff, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  is  bound 
to  find  tlie  means  of  conveyance  for  him- 
aelf  and  his  assistants  to  effect  evictions  ; 
bat  where  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
are  requisitioned  to  secure  the  carry- 
ing out  of  the  law  in  cases  where 
the  opposition  to  the  evictions  would 
otherwise  render  its  enforcement 
impossible,  the  Government  have  de- 
cided tlmt  the  Sheriff  may  be  afforded 
accommtKlation  in  Her  Majesty's  ships 
for  himself  and  assistants,  with  the  pro- 
tecting: police  foire  when  they  have  to 
proceed  by  sea,  the  Sheriff,  as  already 
explained,  paying  the  expenses  of  sub- 
sistence for  hjs  party. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  As  this  is  a  very  im- 
portant question,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  if  it  is  true  that  the  gunboat 
Britomarl  took  away  from  Blasket Islands 
the  property  of  the  fishermen ;  and 
whether  Her  ilajesty's  Government  have 
determined  not  only  to  assist  in  carrying 
out  evictions,  b\it  also  to  desjioil  the 
fishermen  of  their  property  ? 

Mb.  ALA.1THEWS  :  I  am  afraid  that 
I  must  have  notice  of  the  question. 

CASTLE  ISLAND,  CORK. 
Mr.  DILIX)N  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretiiry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  four  policemen  have 
been  statioued  for  more  than  a  year  on 
Castle  Island,  off  the  West  Coast  of 
Cork  :  for  what  purpose  are  tliey 
stationed  there  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
these  policemen  dig  potatoes  for  the 
emergency  men  in  charge  of  Mr. 
Mullasmion's  evicted  farm,  row  the.su 
emergency  men  into  Schull,  and  do  other 
work  for  them  ;  and  whether  he  can 
state  how  mucli  it  costs  to  maintain  these 
four  policemen  ] 

Mr.  \.  J.  BALPOUE  :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  rejiort  that  three  police- 
men have  been  stationed  on  Castle 
Island  since  the  17th  April,  1889.  The 
strength  was  increased  to  four  men  in 
April,  18'JO.  They  are  stationed  there 
for  the  protection  of  Mullasmion's  two 
caretakers  and  a  neighbouring  farmer 
who  paid  his  r,.»nt,  and  on  whose  pro- 
perty outrage  has  been  committed.  The 
police  do  not  dig  potatoes  for  the  emer- 
gency men.  Having  to  accompany  the 
caretakers  to  and  from  the  island,  they 
assist  in  rowing  the  boat  in  which  all 
are  conveyed.    The  police  do  not  work 


for  these  caretakers.  Approximate  cost, 
since  the  formation  of  the  protection 
post,  £235. 

DEATH  THROUGH  NEGLECT. 
Dk.  FITZGERALD  (Longford,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
liord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  death  of 
Bridget  Hoban,  of  Coolarn,  Ballinatimon 
Union,  County  Mayo  ;  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  death  has  been  caused  through  the 
neglect  of  the  officials  of  the  Union ; 
that  when  the  husband  of  the  woman 
went  to  the  doctor  with  an  order  to 
attend  tho  mfe  on  the  2nd  of  July,  the 
doctor  told  him  to  go  to  hell ;  and  if  ha 
will  cause  inquiry  to  bo  mode  into  the 
circumstances  of  this  case  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  cannot  find 
that  there  is  any  Union  in  Ireland  of  the 
name  mentioned.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  renew  the  question,  stating  tiie  cor- 
rect name  of  the  Union  and  the  name  of 
tho  Medical  Otiicor  against  whom  tho 
allegation  has  been  brought,  the  neces- 
sary inquiries  shall  he  made. 

COLLEGE  OF  SCIENCE  IN  DUBLIN. 

Mr  sexton  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether,  notwithstanding  the 
intimation  conveyed  in  Mr.  Ward  Hunt's 
letter  to  Mr.  Corry,  of  the  11th  January 
1867,  namely,  that  the  Treasury  con- 
curred in  the  arrangements  proposed  for 
placing  and  maintaining  the  College  of 
Science  in  Dublin  in  a  state  of  etficiency, 
the  proposed  arningements  have  never 
since  been  made,  although  continual 
a|iplications  to  that  effect  have  been 
received  from  the  Dean  and  Council  of 
the  College  ;  whether  tho  last  memorial 
in  December,  1889,  of  the  Dean  and 
Council  on  tho  subject  correctly  repre- 
sented that  the  development  of  the 
College  renders  it  urgently  necessary  to 
extend  the  buildings  so  as  to  relieve  the 
congested  condition  of  the  labomtories 
and  library,  and  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  yearly  increasing  number 
of  students ;  that  new  chemical  and 
metallurgical  laboratories  and  a  new 
lecture  room  aro  required ;  that  the 
attendance  of  students  in  the  college  is 
limited  by  the  ijisufficiency  of  the 
present  accommodation  ;  and  that  the 
work  of  professors  and  students  is  inter« 
fered    with,    and  rendered  difficult  by 
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overcrowding,  want  of  proper  ventilation, 
bad  lighting,  and  by  the  grave  struettinil 
defects  and  general  unsuitability  of  the 
buildings ;  and  whether  steps  will  now 
be  taken  to  make  such  extensions  and 
improvements  us  the  health  of  the  staff 
and  students,  and  the  interests  of  the 
College,  urgently  rt-qnire. 

•The  VICK  'PRKSIUENT  of  -raE 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  HiRT  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  I  am  moat  anxious  to  see  the 
College  of  Science  developed  and  made 
thoroughly  effective,  which  cannot  be  the 
case  90  long  as  the  difficulties  referred  to 
in  the  second  jiaragi-ajjhof  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question  exist,  and  I  am  in  com- 
munication with  the  Treasury  on  the 
subject. 

IRISH  WITNESSES  EXPENSES. 

Mr.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN 
(Tipperary,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chiaf 
Seorebiry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that,  although 
John  Moonan,  of  Drogheda,  wna  allowed 
lOs.  expenses  by  the  Crown  Solicitor, 
Mr.  Caraher.  for  attending  as  a  witness 
ftt  the  Diogheda  Quarter  Sessions  on  the 
22nd  April  last,  and  Mr.  Thomas  Brady, 
Drogheda,  Moonan's  employer,  was 
allowed  the  same  amount  for  similar 
attendance,  Sergeant  Harbonrne,  of 
Drogheda,  gotcAsh  order  for  these  sessions, 
and  paid  Mr.  Brady  his  expsnses,  but 
converted  Moonan's  10s.  to  his  own  use  ; 
and  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  report  that  the 
allegation  that  Sergeant  Harbourne  con- 
verted Moonan's  expense  allowance  to 
bis  own  use  is  without  foundation.  The 
Sergeant  handed  both  cash  orders  to 
Mr.  Brady. 

THE  KOYAL  IRISH  COXSTABnLARY. 

Mb.  henry  J.  WII^ON:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  where  iuforma 
tion  can  be  found  showing  the  extent  to 
which  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  Committee  of  In- 
quiry of  1888  have  been  acted  upon? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  stated  in 
reply  to  a  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  on  August  6,  1889,  the  recom- 
mendations of  Hie  Committeo  of  Inquiry 
of  188.3,  to  which  it  is  assumed  the 
present  question  refers,  were  dealt  with 
Mr.  Sexton 


partly  by  the  statute  46  A  47  Vic.  c. 
1 4,  and  partly  by  Departmental  regula- 
tions. As  then  stited,  the  hoti.  Mera- 
lier  can  have  a  Return  on  the  subject  if 
he  will  put  the  necessary  notice  down  on 
the  Paper. 

Mm.  jasper  TULLEY. 

Dk.  FITZGERAIJJ:  I  beg  to  nak  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  l/ird  Lieutenant 
of  Ii-olaiid  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Jasper  Tulley,  Editor  of  the  Roscnmnion 
J/eralf/,  now  a  prisoner  in  TuUumure 
Prison,  is  suffering  from  diarrhcen  ;  that 
he  is  still  sleeping  on  a  i)lank  lied  :  that 
he  is  stripped  naked  for  a  portion  of 
e;ich  day  ;  and  that  his  life  is  in  danger  ; 
and  whether  he  can  take  any  steps  to 
secure  an  alterotion  of  the  treatment  of 
this  prisoner? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
yet  received  a  special  Report  on  this 
question,  but  the  allegations  therein 
contained  appear  from  another  Report  I 
have  received  to  lie  unfounded.  If,  how- 
ever, the  hon.  Member  will  repeat  the 
question  I  shall  obtain  further  infor- 
mation. 

Db.  FITZGERALD:  Since  a  similar 
question  was  answered  yesterday,  I  tele- 
graphed to  Tullamore  for  infiirmation, 
and  I  have  received  a  telegram  iu  reply 
stating  that  the  facts  are  true.  I  will 
put  a  further  question  on  Monday. 

GRANTS  DNDER  THE  EDUCATION 

CODES. 
Colonel  LLOYD  ANSTRUTHER 
(Suffolk,  Woodbridge)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  it  is 
correct,  as  stated  in  a  letter  to  the  Times 
by  the  Rector  of  Riylhnra,  Suffolk,  that 
it  is  tlie  intention  of  the  Department  to 
withhold  the  £10  grant  under  Article 
lO.j  from  6ch(X)ls  which  already  obtain 
a  special  grant  under  Article  104  ( 

•Sib  W.  hart  UYKK:  The  letter 
from  which  the  Rector  of  Biij-lham 
qnotes  was,  I  regret  to  si>y,  due  to  a 
misapprehension  on  thu  part  of  an  officer 
of  the  Department,  and  I  am  glad  of 
this  opportunity  of  again  stating  that 
the  grant  of  £10,  under  Article  105  and 
Section  2  of  the  Code  Act,  1890,  will 
be  in  addition  to  any  special  grant 
obtained  under  Act  104  and  Section  19 
of  the  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1876. 
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Mk,  SWINBURNE  AND  THE  CZAR. 
•Me.  p.  O'BRIEN  :  I  beg  lo  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  question  of 
which  I  have  given  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  private  notice.  It  is  whether 
his  attention  has  been  Cixllcd  to  a  poem 
by  Mr.  Algernon  Charles  Swinburne  in 
the  current  number  of  the  Fortniyhlh/ 
Review,  containing  a  direct  incitement 
to  the  assassination  of  the  Czar;  whether 
any  repr.?iientation  relative  to  this  pub- 
lication has  been  made  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  by  the  Government  of 
Russia,  and  whether  Her  ilajesty's 
Government  intend  to  prosecute  Mr.  A. 
C.  Swinburne  or  the  publisher  or  printer 
of  the  Fartiiiffhlly  liei-iew  for  this  gross 
incitement  to  assassination  of  the 
Sovereign  of  a  friendly  nation.  Perhaps 
I  may  be  permitted  to  read  an  extract. 
It  says — 

"Night  brings  but    one    red    atar— tyrannic 
cide  I  '■ 

•Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  .order  !  This 
House  has  no  control  over  a  poet's 
opinions. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH ;  Tliis  question  is 
an  illustration  of  tiie  inconvenience  of 
asking  questions  witliout  putting  a  notice 
on  the  Pa])er.  I  received  private  notice 
from  the  hon.  Member  about  a  quarter 
of  an  hour  ago  that  he  would  ask  the 
question.  I  inquired  of  my  right  hon. 
Colleagues  near  me  wliother  they  had 
seen,  or  read,  or  heard  of  the  publiwi- 
tion,  and  I  could  not  find  that  any  of 
them  had.  A  question  of  this  conse- 
quence ought  to  have  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  in  the  ordinary  way  if  it  w.as 
necessary  to  ask  it. 

•Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  :  I  will  put  it  on 
the  Pa[)er. 
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LORD    DAUTMODTU    AND    MR. 

HANBUKY— PRIVILEGE. 
Mb.  HANBURY  :  I  wish  to  ask,  with 
your  permission,  Sir,  and  the  |)ernii6sion 
of  the  House,  to  make  a  statement  on  a 
matter  of  privilege,  -which  need  not  form 
a  subject  of  full  discussion.  It  may  be 
within  the  knowledge  of  some  Members 
of  the  House  that  in  the  course  of  last 
week  a  letter  was  published  in  the  Times 
signed  "  Dartmouth,  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Staffordshire."  In  that  letter,  as  it 
appeared  to  me.  Lord  Dartmouth  pre- 
sumed to  pn.s6  a  censure  upon  me  as  a 
Magistrate  of  St.iffordshire  in  his  capacity 


of  Lord  Lieutenant,  in  connection  with  a 
'  subject  in  no  wiiy  r-  latiiig  to  any  Magis- 
teriid  duty,  bat  for  a  speech  actually 
inarle  in  my  place  in  this  Houise.  On  the 
next  d  ly  iLord  Dartmouth,  on  seeing  his 
letter  in  print,  somewhat  hnrrirdly  it 
seems,  wrote  another  letter  to  the  Tiinex, 
explaining  his  first  letter  and  convoying 
■whiit  purported  to  be  his  real  meaning. 
I  feel  sure  that  this  was  a  generoil-t 
attempt  t)  remedy  the  first  error,  bui, 
unfiirtunately,  it  seems  to  have  faile<l 
still  more  t )  express  cleaily  what  was 
really  meant.  The  error  admitted  as  t' 
the  first  letter  unfortunately  cha- 
racterised the  second  alsj.  I  therefore 
thought  it  my  duty  to  send  Lord  Dart- 
mouth the  following  telegram  : — 

"  Expect  letter  from  me  to-morrow.      Yours 
to-diiy  makes  case  worse." 

Thereupon  that  same  evening  I  des- 
patched a  letter  to  Lord  Durtmouth, 
expressed  in  decided  and  perhaps  vigor- 
ous language,  which  I  do  not  know  that 
it  is  necessary,  so  far  as  relates  to  Lonl 
Dartmouth,  to  make  public,  in  view  of 
what  I  think  the  thoroughly  satisfactory 
explanation  which  I  am  now  enabled  to 
read  to  the  House.  My  letter  reached 
Lord  Utirtinouth  on  Sunday  ranruing, 
and  on  Monday  morning  I  received  the 
following  letter  : — 

"  PatabuU  House,  Wolverhnniiilou,  Aug.  u, 
"  Deur  Sir, — I  beg  to  acknowl«Jge  the  receipt 
this  morning  of  jour  letter  of  yf.<iterdiiy,  ana, 
in  the  first  pliice,  to  eipress  my  regret  iit 
having  given  you  cause  to  complain  of  want  of 
proper  consideration  on  my  part  for  not  com- 
municating to  you  my  intention  to  comment  on 
your  spec  cti  with  reference  to  the  action  of  tho 
oDicers  of  the  Guards  in  not  returning  tho 
salules  of  their  men — in  a  l«tter  lo  the  Timet. 
I,  therefore,  consider  it  my  duty  to  offer  you 
my  apologies  for  this  omiisiiion.  Next  I  have, 
very  decidedly,  to  assure  you  thut  I  have  no 
intention  to  pass  any  ollicial  censure  as  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  iitaSbrdshire  upon  your  action 
in  I'arliament,  my  sole  object  having  been  in 
alluding  to  my  official  position  to  emphasise  my 
protest  against  that  action,  and  I  cousidtr  that 
I  was  protesting  against  your  censure  of  the 
officers  in  my  first  letter.  This  really  is  all  I 
have  to  say  by  way  of  esplanalion  on 
this  part  of  tho  matter,  having  had  no 
wish  whatever  to  question  your  privilege  as  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons.  With 
regard  to  my  second  letter  to  the  Timet,  pub- 
lished yesterday,  I  desire  to  explain  that  it  was 
the  result  of  a  comment  made  to  me  personally^ 
that  I  had  seemed  in  my  (first)  letter  to  ex- 
press my  regret  that  you  were  a  Magistrate  for 
Staffordshire,  and  this  being  entirely  contrary 
to  my  meaning,  I  thought  it  right  to  <uppli>> 
meot  my  first  letter  by  my  second,     1  go  ou 
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to  aak  you  to  read  the  enclosed  letter  which  I 
yesterday  prepared  to  send  to  the  Timti,  bat 
did  not  post,  thinking  that  after  your  telegram 
I  had,  on  the  whnle.  better  wait  for  the  letter 
from  you  which  you  led  mo  to  expect,  hut  I  do 
not  now  intend  to  deiipatch  that  letter,  although 
I  will  ask  you  to  return  it  at  your  convenience. 
No  doubt  you  will  gather  from  it  that,  under 
no  pressure  whatever,  I  repudiated  any  inten- 
tion to  pass  any  ofiiciul  censure  upon  you,  and 
I  have  further  to  add  that  I  claim  no  right  as 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  censure  any  llagistrato  for 
speech  or  conduct,  public  or  private,  being  well 
aware  that  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  do  so.  This 
will,  I  hope,  satisfy  you  that  I  never  thought 
of  interfering  with  your  privileges,  either  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament  or  a  tlagistrato.  Merely 
adding  that  my  private  opinions  upon  the  sub- 
jects as  to  which  I  wrote  my  letter  to  the  Timet 
of  the  30th  of  July  remuio  unaltered, 

I  beg  to  remain,  dear  Sir,  faithfully  yours, 

Dabtmoi'th." 

'•  Robert  W.  Hanbury,  Esq.,  M.P." 

"  F'.S.  —  I  should,  I  think,  add  that,  having 
oonaulted  no  one  on  the  subjeci  of  writing  my 
protest  to  the  Timn,  I  am  solely  responsible 
for  the  letters  which  have  .ippeared  with  my 
signature.     Dartmouth." 

I  was  doubtfal  ns  to  the  exact  meaning 
of  that  l«8t  paragnijih,  and  I  received 
the  following  explanation  of  it : — 

"  Uegret  to  find  mjself  again  misunderstood  ; 
never  intended  to  express  n-gret  at  your  being 
a  Magistrate  for  Staffordshire,  which  I  do  not 
feel  privately.    UAaTJioiTH." 

That  is  a  very  fall  and  very  complete 
expbvnation,  and  in  its  completeness  it  is 
cert<»inly  most  hononrdble  to  Lord  Dart- 
mouth. It  is  bnnonrable,  I  maintain,  to 
make  a  frank  iidmission  even  of  ini.stakeB 
much  greater  than  tliis  ;  and  I  feel  sure 
that  the  Hous3  vill  lie  pt-rfectly  ready  to 
receive  and  to  .ix^cept  with  equal  frank- 
ness so  full  an  admission.  With  regard 
to  myself  and  my  humble  share  in  the 
matter,  I  may  say  that  my  sole  desire 
has  been  to  fulfil  what  i.s  almost  my  first 
and  highest  dut}' — to  sec  that  this  House 
suffers  no  injury  or  disrespect  from  any 
action  or  neglect  of  mine  as  a  Memljer. 
I  hop?,  therefore,  the  House  will  consider 
that  I  acted  rightly  in  firmly,  but,  I  hope, 
courteously,  requiring  a  complete  recog- 
nition of  its  undoubted  rights. 


PRISON  CLERKS. 
Mr.  T.  p.  O'OOXNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Trea.sury  whether  it  is  a  fivct 
that  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  have 
for  some  time  p:ist  bi'cn  expecting  to 
receive  proposals  from  the  Home  Office 
as  to  the  status  of  clerks  in  Her  Jilajesty's 
Mr,  Hanbury 


Prisons;  and  whether  they  have  also 
been  endeavouring  to  obtaiu  a  Report 
from  the  Departmental  Committee  ap- 
pointed no  less  than  four  years  ago  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Treasury  has 
now  received  the  papers  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

8.\ VINOS  BANKS  BU.L. 

Mu.  LABOUCHERE:  I  wish  to  ask 
what  the  intention  of  the  Government  is 
with  regard  to  the  Siavings  Bfinks  Bill  in 
view  of  the  opposition  which  htta 
developed  against  it  ? 

Mr.  storey  :  As  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  appeared  to  complain  of  my 
action  with  reference  to  this  Bill,  I  may 
say  that  I  have  received  communications 
from  several  large  Savings  Banks  sug- 
gesting a  series  of  Amendments.  One  of 
my  correspondents  siiys — 

"  You  are  accused  of  obstruction  in  this 
matter,  but  the  Bill  requires  careful  considera- 
tion in  Committee." 

I  am  acting  in  conformity  with  the  view 
thus  expressed. 

Mb.  LEXG  (Dundee):  May  I  ask 
whether  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
is  aware  that  the  unexpected  withdrawal 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of 
Clause  11,  as  it /appeared  in  the  original 
draft  of  the  Bill,  has  caused  the  greatest 
dissatisfactiiin  among  the  best  class  of 
Siivings  Bfinks,  and  that  there  is  a  strong 
deslro  among  them  that  the  Bill  should 
bo  maturely  considered  in  anothtr  Session 
of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  HOWELL  (B.thnnl  Green,  N.E.)  : 
Was  this  Bill  introduced  for  the  purpose 
of  dealing  with  the  actuaries,  secretaries, 
and  officers  f)f  the  banks,  and  to  sj^feguard 
the  interests  of  de|iositor3? 

Mb.SUAW  LEFK  VRE(Bradford,  Cen- 
tral): I  Ix'lieve  that  the  great  majority 
of  Meml)ora  on  this  side  of  the  House  are 
sincerely  anxious  to  pass  the  Bill  into 
law  this  Session. 

Mr.  HUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  not  received  communica- 
tions frt)m  large  Savings  Banks  in  Edin- 
burgh and  Glasgow  which  are  opposed 
to  some  details  of  the  measure,  but 
which  are,  on  the  whole,  satisfied  with 
the  Amendments  which  the  Government 
have  introduced  1 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  Do  the  Govern- 
ment projMDse  to  deal  differently  with 
Ireland  in  respect  of  Savings  Banks  7 
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*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  do  not  know 
whetherany  other  hen.  Gentleman  wishes 
to  put  a  question  to  me.  The  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  a|jpL>ui'a 
to  complain  of  the  tone  which  I  have 
used  in  making  some  observations  on  a 
previous  occasion  with  reference  to  this 
Bill.  If  I  used  stronger  language  than 
was  just  in  the  circumstances,  I  um 
sorry  for  it.  The  Government  really 
thought  tliat  this  was  a  Bill  which  might 
have  been  received  by  the  House  with 
favour,  as  it  was  intended  to  secure  and 
safeguard  the  interests  of  depositors.  In 
securing  the  interests  of  depositors, 
they  were  also  securing  the  interests  of 
the  oliicers  of  the  banks,  who  were 
identified  with  the  depasitor.s,  because 
it  is  obvious  that  if  the  bank  were  un- 
successful the  officers  assooiatcd  with  it 
must  share  in  the  failure  also.  Com- 
munications have  reached  the  Govern- 
ment from  Scotland,  and  I  have  now 
before  me  a  letter  from  a  Glasgow 
Savings  Batik  which  statt'sthat,  witli  the 
slight  alterations  which  the  Government 
propose,  the  Bill  would  satisfy  the 
Trustees,  and  they  hope  that  it  will  pass 
the  House. 

Me.  storey  :  Wliat  is  the  date  1 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  2nd  of 
August.  I  do  not  doubt  that  there  is  a 
considenible  opposition  to  the  measure 
on  the  part  of  some  hou.  Memliers,  and 
the  Government  are  aware  of  it.  Those 
Hon.  Members  believe  that  the  interests 
of  the  liiinks  are  affected  by  the  measure. 
I  stated  last  week  that  the  Government 
could  not  force  the  measure  through 
against  a  seriou.s  and  protracted  opposi- 
tion at  this  period  of  tlio  Session.  If 
hon.  Jlembers  who  oppose  the  measure 
are  still  of  opinion  that  they  must  pro- 
tract the  discussion  and  debate  tlie 
measure  in  Committee,  tlieii  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  ask  the  House  to  prolong  it^ 
sitting.  I  regret  this,  but  I  still  enter- 
tain the  hope  that  lion.  Members  may, 
on  re-cnnsidering  the  subject,  find  it  to 
be  possible  to  withdraw  their  opposition. 
The  Government  did  intt^nd  to  extend 
the  benefit  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland,  but  it 
was  stated  the  other  day  that  if  it  was 
objected  to  by  the  Irish  Members  it 
wonld  not  be  so  e.x  tended.  It  is  a  matter 
for  the  Irish  Members  themselves  ;  if 
they  desire  to  have  the  Bill,  it  will  Ixj 
extended  to  Ireland.  I  tiiink  that  three 
or  four  months'    delay   in  passing  the 


measure  wonld  do  harm,  but  if  hon. 
Members  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
persist  in  opposing  the  Bill  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  alternative  but  to  with- 
draw it  for  the  present  Session. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  If  there  is  to  be 
one  law  for  England  and  another  for 
Ireland  the  Irish  Members  will  oppose 
it. 

Me.  STOREY  :  May  I  explain  that  I 
have  received  a  letter  from  a  Glasgow 
Savings  Bank,  urging  that  Clause  11 
should  be  struck  out,  and  other  letters 
from  different  parts  of  the  country 
pressing  for  Amendments  in  all 
directions. 

•Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  do  not  think  the 
answer  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
on  the  subject  of  the  Savings  Banks  Bill 
was  quite  conclusive.  It  appeared  to 
leave  open  the  possibility  of  the  Bill 
being  proceeded  with.  1  have,  with  an 
hun.  Friend  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
taken  ])ains  to  ascertain  the  facts,  and  I 
have  found  that  from  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  there  is  practically  only 
one  gentleman  who  has  put  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  the  greater  part  of  the 
opposition  to  the  Bill  coming  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side,  who 
are  more  or  less  within  reach  of  jwr- 
suasion,  and  in  these  circumstances  I 
ask  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  to  re- 
consider his  decision,  the  Bill  being  one 
of  the  very  greatest  importance.  The 
other  Amendments  which  come  from  this 
side,  save  those  of  the  single  Memlier  to 
whom  1  have  referred,  are  only  two  in 
all,  involve  no  jtrinciplo,  and  could  bo 
disposed  of  in  1 0  minutes. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  It  is  an  extraordinary 
proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  t<T  assume  that  because 
Amendments  stand  in  the  name  of  one 
gentleman  therefore  the  opposition  is  by 
one   gentleman.     There   are  a   number 

of 

♦Me.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  This 
is  becoming  a  Debate.  Tliere  is  no  ques- 
tion before  the  House. 

Mb.  TO.MLINSON  (Preston)  ;  I  would 
nsk  whether  it  would  be  possible  to  have 
the  Amendments  considered  by  the 
Standing  Committee  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  In  answer  to  the 
question  addressed  to  me  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  I  can  assure 
him  that  the  Government  are  mos* 
anxious  to  see  the  Bill  passed  into  la  . 
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I  am  afitvid,  however,  the  opposition  to 
the  measure  is  more  extensive  than  he 
appears  to  imagine.  As  far  as  my  hon. 
Friends  be)iind  me  arc  concerned,  I  am 
qnite  prepared  to  say  on  their  behalf 
that  they  v^ill  withdraw  their  Amend- 
ments if  it  will  in  the  slightest  degree 
insure  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  1  will 
make  one  further  attempt  this  evening 
in  order  to  ascertain  whether,  without 
protracted  Debate,  it  will  be  possible  to 
carry  the  Bill.  If  I  am  unsuccessful  I 
shall  deeply  regret  it,  but  the  only  course 
th?n  will  be  to  withdraw  the  Bill  for  the 
present  Session. 

DUBLIN  CORPORATION  BILL. 
Mn.  SEXTON :  I  beg  to  ask  whether 
it  was  by  the  direction  or  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Government  that  the  Collector 
General  of  Rates  of  Dublin,  an  oiBeer  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  appeared  before  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  to-day 
in  0])position  to  the  insertion  in  the 
Dublin  Corporation  Bill  of  clauses  drawn 
up  by  the  Government  themselves,  and 


in  consequence  of  which  the  clauses 
have  been  thrown  out  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not,  of 
course,  know  what  hap]jens  in  the  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  of  Lords,  but  in  this 
instance  I  have  huard  with  very  great 
regret  that  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  have  thrown  out  clauses  which 
the  Government  desired  to  see  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill.  Certainly  no  oUicial 
of  the  Government  has  appeared  before 
the  Committee  against  the  proposals  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  aware  that  the  Collector 
General  of  Rates  of  DubUn  gave  evidence 
against  the  clauses  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  What  was 
extracted  from  him  in  cross-examination 
I  do  not  know. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  would  ask  whether 
the  Government  intend  to  move  in  the 
House  of  Loi-ds  to  re-insert  the  clauses 
in  the  BilH 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  shall  have 
to  consider  that  question. 


COPYRIGHT  IN  THE  COLONIES. 
Return  ordered — 
"For  the  yenra  lh79  and  1880,  1881  and  1882,  1883  and  18S4,  and  18Ho  and   1886,  of  all 
Moneys  received   by  the  Treasury  in  each  Colony  that   has  passed  an  Ordinance  prottictiog 
Copyright  Propiiflors,  under  the  Act   10  and  1 1' Vio.  c.  !)•>,  supplemented  by  the  Act  39  and 
40  Vic.  c.  36,  ss.  42,  44,  and  10i>,  in  the  following  form  :— 
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— (JKr.  William  Cattniith  Bnttiiiei.'i 


MESSAGE  TO  THE  LORDS. 

Metropout.\n     Hospitals,    Ac. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to 
the  Lords  to  request  that  their  Lordships 
will  be  pleased  to  communicate  t^i  this 
House,  a  Copy  of  the  Report,  (fee.  of  the 
Select  Comm.ittee  on  MetropolitaB  Hos- 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


pitals,  (fee,  with  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Committee  and  Minutes  of  Evidence. — 
(Mr.  Ritchie.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — Customs 
Consolidation   Act   (1876)   Amendment 
Bill,  with  an  Amendment. 
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BUSINESS    OF    THE    HOUSE  (GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS. 
Motion  intulo,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,    for  the  romitindpr  of  the  Sesaion, 
Uovcroineat  lEiiainuss  umy  bo  entered  upun  at 
auy  hour,  thonyh  uppiaed,   and  shall   nul  he 
intemipted  uuilcr  the  provisi.mg  of  any  Sliind- 
ing  Order  regulating  the  Sirtinga  of  the  House. 
— {Mr.  WUIiam  Hmty  Sihilh.) 

(4.3S.)  Mr.  LABOUCUKRE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  am  not  surprised  at  tliis 
Motion  being  made  on  the  part  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  for  after  the 
attacks  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lias 
repeatedly  made  on  tlie  Rules  of  the 
House,  nothing  that  he  can  do  in  this 
direction  forms,  in  my  mind,  subject  for 
S'lrprise.  Of  late,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  and  many  of  his  Colleagues 
have  been  girding  at  us  aa  though  we 
were  responsible  for  the  terrible  state 
into  which  public  business  had  fallen. 
\^Ministeri/il  Chfers.'\  I  thought  -that 
would  elicit  the  usual  cheer  from  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  appear  to  endorse  that 
view,  it  will  be  necessary  to  throw  a  little 
daylight  on  the  question  who  is  really 
responsible.  1  suppose  that  even  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  admit  that  this 
Session  has  been  wasted.  ["  No,  no  !  "] 
Well,  I  was  curious  t^i  know  thiit, 
because  I  follow  with  great  interest  the 
speeches  hon.  Gentlemen  deliver  up  and 
down  the  country.  One  day  I  read  in 
their  speeches  that  owing  to  us  on  this 
side  of  the  House  the  Session  has  been 
entirely  wasted,  and  then,  next  day,  I 
read  a  speech  from  another  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  opposite  side,  to  the  effect 
that  there  never  has  been  such  a 
wonderful  Session,  and  that  the  Ministry 
has  covered  itaelf  with  honour.  ["Name !"] 
Who  Bays  thi.s  ?  Why,  al' of  you.  [Crits 
o/"  "  Divide  !  "1  If  hon.  Gentlemen  are 
anxious  that  the  Session  should  end  at  a 
reasonable  time,  they  will  do  well  not 
to  cry  out  ''Divide  I"  and  so  try  to 
prevent  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Radical 
side  from  speaking,  for  we  intend  to  do 
our  duty,  and,  for  my  part,  when  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  cry  "Divide !"  it  only 
leads  me  to  believe  that  I  am  doing  my 
duty,  and  makes  me  feel  that  I  ought  to 
do  my  duty  still  moro  fuUy.  Unques- 
tionably the  Session  has  been  wasted. 
Not  eveu  the  ordinary  business  has  been 


taken  in  reasonable  time,  and  the 
question  is,  whose  fault  is  it?  I  should 
say  that  it  is  the  fault  of  Her  Majt  sty's 
Ministers.  They  have  frequently  been 
accused  of  it,  even  by  their  own  followers 
and  their  own  organs  in  the  Press,  which 
charge  them  with  having  muddled  the 
business  of  the  House.  What  have  they 
done?  They  have  announctd  certain 
Bills  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  they  have 
brought  them  in,  and  there  seems  to  have 
been  a  sort  of  rivalry  amongst  them, 
each  Member  of  the  Griivenimeiit  wishing 
to  bring  forwanl  his  own  measure  before 
that  of  his  Culleagur.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  entered  the  lists,  and 
suddenly  came  forward  with  the  Compen- 
sation Rill,  but  everything  failed  to  pass. 
There  was  a  considerable  amount  of  dis- 
cussion on  all  the  Government  Bills  on 
both  sides  of  the  Hnnse,  and  after  wasting 
a  great  number  of  days  on  them  Ministers 
withdrew  them.  There  is  only  one  advan- 
tage to  the  country  that  has  been  gained  by 
the  present  Session.  At  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session  Ministers  were 
going  about  the  country  and  really  per- 
suading some  people  that  although  their 
politics  wore  not  sound  they  were  good 
men  of  business.  I  think  the  bottom 
has  been  entirely  knocked  out  of  that 
illusion.  Ido  not  think  that  even  theirown 
supporters  regard  them  as  go<id  men  of 
business  at  this  moment.  We  are  tnld 
that  we  are  responsible  for  what  has 
happened,  and  that  the  failure  of  the 
business  of  the  Session  is  due  to  our 
obstruction.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  the 
other  day  said  that  Ministei-s  had  done  a 
great  deal  of  pood,  but  had  been  pre- 
vented from  passing  many  of  their  ex- 
cellent Bills  owing  to  inveterate,  pro- 
fessed, and  avowed  obstruction.  I  am 
perfectly  ready  to  admit  that  when  Bills 
are  bmnglit  into  this  House  which,  practi- 
cally, are  raids  on  the  public  Treasury, 
it  is  the  duty  of  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  to  offer  them  a  most 
strenuous  opposition.  It  is  their  duty, 
when  the  forms  of  the  House  sre  used 
again  and  again  to  crush  ont  discussion 
on  this  aide,  that  we  should  use  on  our 
own  paii;  all  the  forms  of  the  House  in 
order  to  have  discussion.  But,  Sir,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  has  been  no  obstmo- 
tion  this  Session,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  there  has  been  no  need  of  obstruc- 
tion.    All  that  is  needed  is  to  leave  right 
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hon.  Gentlemen  alone.  Ministers  liave 
obatructcd  each  other,  and  they  are  tliem- 
selyes  responsible  for  the  failure  of  legis- 
lation. We  have  at  present  one  Bill  be- 
fore us — the  Police  Bill— and  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  complains  that  there 
has  been  obstruction  in  regard  to  that, 
but  the  rigiit  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  pointed  out  in  the  early 
days  of  the  Bill  that  if  it  were  referred  to 
a  Standing  Commiltee  it  would  have  to 
be  fully  discussed  on  Report  when  it  came 
down  to  the  House.  They  have  put  the 
Bill  oS  to  the  last  days  of  the  Session, 
and  now  they  complain  of  that  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby,  with  gi-eat  prescience  and 
knowledge  of  the  House,  foretold  would 
take  pkce.  We  may  put  aside  the 
Police  Bill,  which  will  pass  to-day  or  to- 
morrow, and  there  will  then  be  no 
measure  of  a  controversial  character  be- 
fore U8.  But  what  is  more  important  is 
that  only  one-half  of  the  Estimates  have 
been  carried,  although  that  is  the  primary 
business  of  the  House.  In  order  to  be 
fairly  disL-ussed  they  ought  to  be  brought 
in  at  a  fair  and  reasonable  time.  Last 
year  the  Government  put  off  the  Esti- 
mates to  the  end  of  the  Session,  iiud 
when  complaint  was  made  of  this  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pledged  himself 
that  this  Session  the  Estimates  should  be 
brought  forward  at  an  early  period,  and 
that  certain  Votes  which  are  usually  put 
down  at  the  fag-end  of  the  Estimates 
should  bo  taken  first.  Has  that  pledge 
been  kept  ?  Most  unquestionably  it  has 
not  been  kept.  We  have  reached  now 
the  last  dying  days  of  the  Session, 
and  we  are  still  left  with  one-half  of  the 
Estimates  undisposed  of,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Firet  Lord  of  the 
Treasury, not  satisfied  with  having  placed 
them  in  the  position  of  being  scamjted, 
now  insists  on  their  being  taken  at  a  hite 
hour  of  night  when  the  Debates  cannot 
be  reported,  and  when  hon.  Members  who 
■wiBh  to  express  their  views  will  be  met 
with  cries  of  "  Divide,  divide  !"  That  is 
adding  insult  to  injui-y.  On  what  ground 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a.sk  for 
this  ?  On  the  ground  that  hon.  Memlx>i-s 
are  fatigued  ;  and  ho  asks  us  to  adjourn 
shortly,  because  we  are  gouig  to  meet 
again  in  November.  Well,  we  never 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  call  a 
meeting  of  the  House  in  Novemlier,  and 
the  proposal  was  not  received  with 
Mr.  Lahouc/iere 


rapture  even  by  hon.  Members  opposite- 
Why  is  it  proposed  to  meet  in  November? 
In  oi"der  that  we  may  adjourn  next  year 
somewhere  about  the  beginning  of  July. 
We  are  asked,  in  fact,  to  sit  up  all  night 
now  in  order  that  we  may  adjourn  early 
in  July,  1891,  instead  of  in  August.  I 
trust  the  government  of  the  country 
will  he  in  other  hands  in  July  next,  and 
it  will  not  be  for  the  present  Ministry  to 
decide  how  long  we  are  to  sit.  No 
Ministry  has  ever  fallen  so  low  as  thi« 
one.  They  have  done  absolutely  nothing. 
Tliey  are  condemned  by  their  own 
organs,  and  there  is  almost  a  mutiny 
amongst  their  own  followers.  Really, 
when  I  see  them  sitting  there  struggling 
against  their  followers  and  opposed  by 
everybody,  I  do  feel  a  sort  of  pity  for 
them.  Obstruction  has  not  been  neces- 
sary, bnt,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  I 
will  assume  that  there  has  been  obstrac- 
tion,  and  that  they  have  been  prevented 
by  it  from  carrying  out  their  plans. 
Then,  I  say,  I  am  rejoiced  to 
think  that  it  has  been  so  useful. 
When  I  think  of  the  Irish  Land  Purchase 
Bill,  the  Tithes  Bill,  and  the  Compeuea- 
tion  Bill,  I  am  thankful  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  so  good  an 
opinion  of  us  as  to  imagine  it  is  owing 
to  our  action  that  such  excellent  results 
have  been  obtained.  If  yiiu  fay  the 
Session  has  been  a  failure  owing  to  us,  it 
appears  that  our  tactics  have  been 
successful.  The  country  is  utterly  sick 
of  the  present  Parliament,  and  regards  it 
as  thoroughly  pLiyed  out.  The  Liberal 
portion  of  the  constituencies  look  to  ns 
on  these  Benches  to  prevent  as  much 
mischief  as  we  pos-sibly  can,  but  what 
they  aspire  to  is  a  General  Election. 
Surely  the  Government  are  not  going 
to — I  may  say — thn)w  pearls  before 
swine  — to  throw  legislation  before  those 
who  will  not  puss  it.  I  have  been  asked 
when  there  will  be  a  General  Election, 
and  I  liave  said  not  while  the  present 
Government  can  prevent  it.  They  ''lag 
huperflui.us  "  on  that  Bench,  and  they 
will  continue  to  lag  there  superBuous.  I 
say  that  Estimates  ought  not  to  be  rele- 
gated to  the  end  of  the  Session,  and  then 
discussed  after  midnight.  I  shall  divide 
against  the  Motion,  as  a  protest  against 
the  mode  in  which  Ministers  conduct 
business,  and  against  the  way  in  which 
they  put  oS  the  Estimates  till  the  last 
days  of  the  Session,  and  then  try  and 
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force  them  through  in  a  more  rapid  way 
than  is  alwolntely  necessary. 

(4.54.)  Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON 
(Dnndee)  :  Whatever  be  the  intention 
of  this  Motion  its  effect  will  be  to  puuiuh 
the  Scotch  Members.  I  suppose  the 
discussion  on  the  English  Police  Bill  will 
finish  at  12  o'clock  to-night,  and  then 
the  Government  propose  to  start  the 
Scotch  Police  Bill. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  no. 
Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  diflBcnlty 
in  which  the  House  is  placed  in  regard 
to  these  two  Bills  is  owing  entirely,  in 
my  judgment,  to  the  rejection  last  Satur- 
day of  the  Motion  made  t<i  send  the  two 
Bills  to  the  saniu  Committee,  so  that  they 
might  be  considered  side  by  side,  the 
measures  being  to  a  large  extent 
identical.  If  this  course  had  been 
accepted,  probably  by  this  time  we 
should  have  been  two-thirds  through 
both  of  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  EJdin- 
burgh  (Mr.  Childers)  said  on 
Saturday  he  had  made  inquiry  among 
the  Scotch  Memljers  and  found  that  four 
out  of  five  of  tliem  desired  the  imme- 
diate passing  of  the  Scotch  Police  Bill. 
I  have  made  inquiries,  and  I  find  that 
the  statement  made  by  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers was  not  that  they  desired  the  Bill 
to  pass  this  Session,  but  that  if  it  came 
on  at  all  it  should  be  immediately  after 
the  English  Bill.  Tliat  waa  not  the 
statement  made  cpn  Saturday. 

•Mr.  childers  (Edinburgh,  8.); 
That  was  the  statement  I  made  on 
Saturday. 

Mr.  E.    ROBERTSON  :  Then  it   Imd 
luo  relevance  to  the  appeal  I  made  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

•Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  stated  three 
times  that  we  were  asked  to  ascertain 
whether  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Scotch 
Members  that  the  Scotch  Bill  should 
follow  the  English  Bill  or  whether 
Scotch  Supply  should  oome  first.  The 
answer  from  the  great  majority  of  Scotch 
Members  sitting  on  this  side  was  that 
the  Scotch  Police  Bill  should  come  first. 
I  doubt  whether  at  the  outside  eight 
Members  were  of  a  different  opinion. 

Me.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  am  glad  of 
the  explanation.  I  did  not  gather  that 
from  what  was  said  on  Saturday.  I  hope 
that  the  appeal  made  on  Saturday  may 
be  renewed  now  with  more  success  than  | 
it  met  with  then.     The  Amendment  of 


my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Aberdeen  will  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  an  opportunity  of  stating 
his  views  on  the  subject.  I  do  trust, 
having  regard  to  the  entire  absence  of 
consideration  of  this  Bill  by  the  Scotch 
people,  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, in  order  to  facilitate  the  progress 
of  business  in  this  House,  will  provide 
fur  the  suspension  of  this  Bill.  The  First 
Lord  has  conferred  many  favours  on 
Scotch  Members,  and  I  hope  he  will  add 
another  to  the  favours  he  has  bestowed 
npm  them. 
•(5.2.)  Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven) :  I  do  not  rise  to  answer 
the  speech  of  the  hon,  Member  for 
Northampton,  and  I  think  he  can  have 
little  confidence  in  what  he  himself  said, 
seeing  that  he  has  left  the  House ;  but 
I  have  been  in  the  House  for  a  good  many 
years,  and  have  never  known  a  Session 
when  it  has  not  been  said  by  some- 
body that  it  had  been  wasted  through 
the  fault  of  the  Government.  I  entirely 
approve  the  proposal  to  suspend  the 
Standing  Order  for  the  rest  of  the  Session, 
and  I  wish  I  could  induce  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  carry  his  Motion  still  further, 
so  a.s  to  ^et  rid  of  the  Standing  Order 
altogether,  because  I  am  satisfied  that 
such  hard  and  fast  rules  do  not  conduce 
to  the  efficient  transaction  of  business. 
As  to  the  Scotch  Members  they  have 
taken  np  a  great  deal  of  time,  far  more 
than  their  fair  share  I  remember  Lord 
Sherbrooke,  then  Mr.  Lowe,  saying 
"  Confound  these  Scotch  Members.  I 
renlly  think  there  onght  to  be  one  Scotch 
Member  with  60  votes."  If  an  arrange- 
ment of  that  kind  could  be  made,  there 
is  no  doubt  that  business  would  be  got 
through  with  mach  greater  despatch.  I 
urge  upon  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
that  he  shouldconsider  seriously  whether 
neit  Session  he  could  not  do  something 
to  amend  the  blunder  that  bad  been  per- 
petrated in  establishing  this  hard  and 
fast  12  o'clock  rule.  It  might,  for 
example,  be  made  for  a  later  hour  than 
12,  or,  at  all  events,  not  allowing  it  to 
stand  exactly  as  it  is  at  present. 

(5.10.)  Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton) :  I  do  not  know  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  has  thrown  much  light  on  the 
snbject,  or  done  anything  to  conciliate 
Members  sitting  on  this  side  of  the 
House.     I   will  say  a  word  or  two  om 
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this  proposal,  vrhich  1  look  upon  aa  one 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House.  But, 
first,  with  regard  to  what  was  said 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundee.  The  opinion  of  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  Scotch  Members  was  this  : 
that  if  the  Government  intended  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Scotch  Police  Bill,  it  would 
be  convenient  that  itshonld  be  pnx*edcd 
with  immediately  after  the  English  Bill. 
That  opinion  wa.s  expressed  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who  received  and 
acted  upon  it  in  perfect  good  faith  and 
courtesy.  Now,  I  will  soy  a  word  or  two 
on  the  question  whether  the  present 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
justified  or  not.  There  is  a  very 
dangerous  tendency  on  tlie  part  of  lead- 
ing men  of  the  Party  opposite  to  lay  the 
blame  for  the  disasters  of  the  Session  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  Against  that  I 
must  emplmtically  protest.  I  hold  that 
the  Government  when  they  bring  for- 
ward an  important  Bill  are  bound  to 
pass  that  Bill  or  to  go  out.  A  very 
great  number  of  days,  I  think  25,  have 
been  spent  over  the  iinaucial  proptisals  i>f 
the  CliancelUir  of  tlie  Kxchequer,  and 
what  has  lieen  most  disputed  in  those 
proposals  has  lieon  dropped  in  conse- 
quence of  the  opposition  from  this  side 
of  the  House.  No  Government  that  I 
can  rememter  has  ever  dropped  the 
principil,  the  only  great  Bill  of  a  Session, 
without  going  out  or  dissolving.  ["  What 
about  the  Corajjensatiou  for  Disturbance 
Bill?"]  That  was  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  do  not  see  why  we  should  he  alarmed 
at  the  proposal  of  the  leader  of  the 
House,  for  no  Bill  to  which  hon.  Gentle 
men  are  strongly  and  keenly  op]X)Sfd 
will  be  more  likely  to  pass  in  consequence 
of  the  adoption  of  the  Motion.  If  the 
Grovernmeiit  have.mismanage*!  business, 
why  should  the  House  of  Commons  be 
punished,  and  it  will  be  punishing  the 
House  of  Commons  not  to  permit  this 
latitude  in  respect  of  the  transaction  of 
business,  for  if  it  is  not  allowed  the 
Session  must  be  prolonged.  But  I 
think  that  the  Government  ought  to  give 
a  pledge  that  the  power  which  they 
obtain  will  be  used  reasonably.  The 
House,  it  should  be  remembered,  meets 
now  at  3  o'clock  in  the  day,  and  it  is  a 
serious  matter  to  sit  very  far  into  the 
night.  Very  important  business,  like 
the  Scotch  Pohce  Bill,  ouglit  not  to  be 
taken  at  such  a  time  as  will  necessitate 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan 


any  large  part  of  the  discussion  being 
continued  after  12  o'clock.  If  there  ia. 
that  honourable  understanding,  though 
I  can  understand  hon.  Mcmters  voting 
against  the  proposal  for  various  reasons, 
I  trust  on  this  occasion  they  will  vote  in- 
favour  of  that  which  is  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House. 

•(5.14.)  The  FIRST  LORD  or  thb 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  St^and^• 
Westminster) :  I  think  it  will  be  conve- 
nient to  hon.  Members  that  this  question 
should  ]ye  decided  without  much  further 
debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa' 
opposite  asks  me  to  give  an  undertaking*! 
that  we  shall  use  this  power  reasonably. 
I  may  at  oneo  say  that  the  Government 
have  no  intention  <if  using  the  power  un- 
reasonably. It  must  be  obvious  to  the 
House  that  ef)nsiderations  of  convenience 
demand  that  during  these  remaining  days, 
or  weeks,  or  perhaps  months,  oi  thft 
Session  we  should  at  least  have  powei 
tf)  proceed  after  12  o'clock  with  reason 
able  Bills  to  whicli  no  section  of  the 
House  Dbjects,  but  to  which  individual 
Meuibera  may  object  on  the  ground  that 
to  consider  them  would  bo  to  make 
progress  with  public  business.  It  is  mofit 
undesirable  that  at  this  perio<l  of  the 
Session  it  should  be  in  the  jiower  of  hon. 
Members  to  terminate  a  discussion  at 
12  o'clock  without  finishing  the  business 
the  House  liad  entered  upon.  The 
House  is  very  well  aware  that  on  many 
occasions  questicms  have  been  fully 
discussed  and  werj  really  ri{>e  for 
decision  by  the  House  when  that  hour 
nrrived,  and  so  fresh  debates  arose  wheu 
the  House  met  ths  next  day.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  House,  taking  intO' 
consideration  the  convenience  of  th& 
Housa  and  the  advancement  of  public 
business,  will  consent  to  the  suspen 
sion  of  the  12  o'clock  rule.  With 
regard  to  the  Scotch  Police  Bill,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  assumed  that 
we  should  bring  in  that  Bill  after  12 
o'clock.  I  admit  at  once  that  it  would 
be  an  outrage  to  ask  the  House  to  go 
into  Committee  for  the  first  time  on  tha 
Scotch  Bill  after  1 2  o'clock,  and  I  am 
sorry  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
mi.n  should  have  supposed  that  we  could 
be  guilty  of  such  an  outrage.  It  might 
be  piissible  to  ask  the  House  to  complete 
that  Bill  after  12  o'clock  with  a  view  to 
making  progress  with  the  business  of  the 
House,  but  we  should  not  think  of  asking 


J 


1937 


liusinesB  of 


(AcGUsr  5,  1890f 


the  Iluune. 


1938 


1.11 1 


the  House  to  begin  the  Bill  ufter  12 
o'clock.  The  hon.  and  leBrned  Gentle- 
man referred  to  a  conversation  that  took 
place  on  Saturday  with  regard  to  the 
Scotch  Bill,  and  to  some  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Edinburgh  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  I 
have  taken  steps  t<3  ascertain  what  was 
ihe  view  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on 
ihe  subject,  and  I  was  assured  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Members  for 
Bridgeton  and  Edinburgh  that  it  was 
the  main  desire  of  the  Scotch  Members 
that  the  Scotch  Bill  should  follow  the 
uglish  Bill.  I  did  not  realise  the  con- 
Jtiugency  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Sthe  Member  for  Bridgeton  has  suggested 
now.  I  put  a  reasonable  interpretation 
on  the  information  which  was  conveyed 
;.to  me,  and  that  interpretation  wa.s  that 
the  great  majority  of  Scotch  Members 
did  desire  that  the  Bill  should  be  dealt 
with  in  the  coarse  of  the  present  Session, 
and  should  follow  the  English  Bill ;  and 
I  think  I  only  attribute  a  plain  meaning 
to  the  English  language  when  I  attribute 
that  meaning  to  the  information  I  re- 
ived. We  have  liad  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Nortliampt<'n 
a  speech  which  I  have  heard  before. 
I  The  hon.  Gentleman  expressed  that  ex- 
L  treme  8en8itivenes.s  which  belongs  to  hia 
^Knature,  lost  anyone  ahoald  malign  him 
^B&iid  suggest  that  he  is  the  author  of 
F  obstruction  in  this  House.  The  hon. 
^^  Gentleman  seemed  anxious  that  the 
^■people  in  the  country  should  not  attri- 
^Huute  to  him  thut  he  is  capable  of  carry- 
^^■ing  into  practice  those  declarations  which 
^"  he  occasionally  makes  from  his  place  in 
the  House  when  he  assures  us  that  he 
will  render  to  the  Government  every 
possible  opjiosition  and  make  use  of 
every  form  of  the  Hou.se  in  order  to  de- 
feat their  measures — because,  even  if 
they  are  good  measures,  they  proceed 
from  a  bod  Goverament,  Well,  Sir,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  reminds  me  of  the  old 
proverb,  Qui  s'exente  g'aocust.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  his  apologia  will  be  read 
in  the  country,  and  will  produce  the  con- 
viction that  it  is  "  Truth,"  and  the  hon. 
Member  will  he  able  to  pose,  not  only  as  a 
hei*o,  but  possibly  as  a  martyr  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties,  and  in  the  protec- 
tion he  will  give  to  the  country  against 
the  iniquities  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  the  necessity  he  finds  for 
exercising  a   watchful  care  over  their 


doings.  The  hon.  Gentleman  attributes 
to  me  and  my  Colleagues  on  this  Bench 
difiForenees  which  he  has  created  in  his 
own  imagination.  All  that  has  been 
(lone  has  been  dime  as  the  act  of  the 
Cabinet  and  of  the  Government  as  a 
whole,  and  the  hallucination  under  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  labours  with  regard 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  usually  sits 
on  my  right  and  my  right  hou.  Friend 
who  usually  sits  on  my  left,  is  only  to  be 
attributed  to  the  disordered  imagination 
which  extreme  conscientiousness  ucca- 
sionally  produces.  I  would  now  venture 
to  appeal  to  the  House  not  to  carry  this 
Debate  any  further.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  avail  myself  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  entering  into  a  defence 
of  the  Government  for  its  proceeding, 
during  the  Session.  I  believe  that  even 
those  who  differ  from  the  Government 
are  not  desirous  of  hearing  our  defence, 
but  are  much  more  desirous  of  making 
progress  with  public  business.  When  we 
have  occasion  to  make  our  defence,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  it  will  be  received  by 
this  House  as  it  deserves.  I  trust  that 
the  House  will  now  consent  to  proceed 
with  the  business  before  it,  and,  in  con- 
clusion, I  would  remind  the  House  that 
even  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  has  himself  admitte  d 
that  there  are  no  Bills  of  a  controversial 
character  now  before  the  House. 

(5.23.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  I 
regret  that  at  the  fag-end  of  a  long  Ses- 
sion you  are  about  to  suspend  the  Stand- 
ing Orders,  the  result  of  which  will  te 
that  the  Scotch  business  in  Supply  will 
be  taken,  as  has  been  the  case  for  two  or 
three  years  past,  at  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Lanark  desires  to  bring  forward  the 
notorious  Wishartcase  on  an  Amendment 
for  the  reduction  of  the  salary  of  the 
Ijord  Advocate  ;  then,  again,  the  Crofters 
Commission  Board  will  have  to  bo  dis- 
cussed, and  something  must  be  said 
regarding  the  re-construction  of  the 
Scotch  Fishery  Board.  There  are  also 
upon  the  Paper  three  Scotch  Bills,  the 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  the  Factors  BiU, 
and  the  Education  of  Blind  and  Deaf  Mute 
Children  Bill  ;  the  latter  being  a  very 
peculiar  Bill,  introducing  iu  Scotland  a 
principle  applying  the  public  funds  in  a 
manner  which  is  entirely  new.  We  are 
asking  when  the  annual  massacre  ia  to 
take  place,  and  yet,  at  this  moment,  the 
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Government  are  proposing  to  consider 
Bills  of  a  highly  controversial  character 
in  Scotland,  and  determining  to  carry 
them  at  whatever  hour  tliey  may  be 
reached  in  the  mornintr.  We  are  unable 
to  believe  the  promises  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Formerly,  when  he  told  us 
he  would  do  certain  things,  we  expected 
them  to  be  done,  but  wo  have  found  tliat 
year  after  year  his  promises  are  only 
made  to  be  broken,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment practically  refuse  to  take  Scotch 
business  until  they  can  do  so  by  sus- 
pending the  Standing  Orders.  The  fact 
is  that  the  Government  are  treating  us 
with  coQtemj)t,  and  1  am  afraid  are 
teaching  my  colleagues  to  be  a  source  of 
trouble  to  them,  as  the  result  will  pro- 
bably be  that  they  will  adopt  the  tactics 
which  have  been  so  successful  in  the  case 
of  the  Irish  Members.  The  Irish  Debates 
are  now  over,  and  most  of  the  Irish 
Members  are  going  about  the  country 
enjoying  themselves.  Scotland,  however, 
has  to  wait  till  the  very  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion to  find  that  its  measures  have  stilt  to 
be  passed. 

Mr.  WAHMINGTOX  (Monmouth, 
W.):  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  propose  to  extend 
this  Rule  to  private  Members'  Bills  which 
have  passed  the  Housa  of  Lords  and 
come  back  to  this  House  1 

•(5.28.)  Mb.  W.  P.  SINCLAIR  (Fal- 
kirk, &c.)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  Caith- 
ness has  said  that  Scotch  measures  were 
not  considered  last  year  until  the  extreme 
end  of  the  Session.  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  is  not  the  case,  some 
of  the  Scotch  Estimates  were  taken  be- 
fore the  Whitsuntide  holidays,  therefore 
it  is  not  fair  to  blame  the  Government, 
as  the  hon.  Member  has  done.  I  hope, 
however,  that  next  year  it  will  bo  found 
convenient  to  take  the  Scotch  E-stimates 
at  a  somewhat  earlier  period  than  this 
year  has  been  found  possible. 

•(5.30.)  Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bcthnnl 
Green,  S.W.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  is  reasonable  to 
press  forward  the  Youtlif  ul  Offenders  Bill 
at  this  period  of  the  Session  1  This 
Bill  Ls  a  new  "  Whipping"  Bill  uf  the  most 
sweeping  character.  If  it  is  retained 
on  the  Paper,  the  only  result  will  be 
that  Members  will  be  kept  until  2  or 
3  in  the  morning,  and  the  sense  of 
grievance  which  they  would  feel  would 
£>r.  Clark 


scarcely  contribute  to  the  rapid  dispatch 
of  public  business. 

(5.31.)  Me.  BUCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh, W.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  does  not  intend 
to  bagin  the  consideration  of  any  con- 
tentions measure  after  12  o'clock,  and 
whether  it  is  not  his  intention  rather  to 
make  progress  after  12  o'oli:>ck  with 
certain  measures  that  might  be  objected 
t<i  by  some  individual  Member  ?  I 
hope  myself  that  the  Government  wUI 
proceed  with  the  Scotch  Police  Bill,  and 
pass  it  into  law.  1  do  not  think  I  was 
formally  committed  by  my  right  hon 
Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh,  but 
I  remember  saying  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bridgeton  that  I 
hoped  the  Government  would  shove 
along  the  Scotch  with  the  English  Bill. 
I  only  speak  for  myself,  but  I  hope  the 
Government  will  succeed  in  passing  the 
Scotch  Bill  into  law.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness  referred  to  the  Bill  for  the 
education  of  the  blind  and  deaf  mute, 
atid  I  am  very  sorry  to  hear  that  any 
Member  of  this  House  looks  upon  that 
as  a  contentious  metisure.  It  does  not 
give  us  all  we  want,  but  those  who  are 
interested  in  this  subject  are  anxiuua 
to  make  a  start  by  getting  this  Bill 
through.  I  wish,  further,  to  point  out 
that  the  form  of  the  present  Motion  is 
somewhat  novel.  Hitherto  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Standing  Order  has  been 
moved  with  regard  to  some  particular 
business,  but  this  proposal  is  that  Govern- 
ment business  shall  be  taken  at  any 
hour,  and  I  take  it  that  means  that  the 
House  might  sit  to  any  hour  on  Wetlnes- 
day.  Now,  this  might  be  drawn  into  a 
precedent,  and  hereafter  used  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session  in  a 
more  drastic  fashion  than  could  be 
ju.stified.  I  think  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Whitehaven  to  abolish  the  12  o'clock 
Rule  would  be  keenly  resisted  by  hon. 
Members  generally,  and  they  would  be 
exceedingly  jealous  of  anything  that 
might  interfere  with  the  practical  work- 
ing of  that  rule.  We  are  all  willing 
that  it  should  be  suspended  on  sjiecial 
occasions  for  special  purposes,  but  we 
strongly  deprecate  any  graver  inter- 
ference with  it.  I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  an  explanation  why  the  Motion  is 
proposed  in  this  form. 
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(5.40.)  Me.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.)  :  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  Member  for  Caith- 
ness is  not  in  Iiis place;  but  I  can  assure  the 
Lord  Advocate,  from  all  I  can  learn, 
that  there  is  a  very  sincere  desire  that 
the  Education  of  the  Blind  and  Djiif 
Mute  Bill  should  be  passed,  and  I  hope 
the  hoii.  Member  for  Caithness  will  not 
continue  his  opposition.  I  should  like 
to  add,  further,  that  there  is  something 
to  be  said  for  Scotch  Members.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  1ms  admitted 
tliat  it  is  fair  that  the  Scotch  Estimates 
should  be  taken  at  a  reasonable  time. 
We  live  at  a  considerable  distance ;  we 
have  to  make  our  arrangements  ;  yet  I 
do  think  that  the  First  Lord  has  rather 
taken  Scotch  Members  into  his  own 
hands.  At  all  events,  I  think  Scotch 
Members  ought  to  be  defended  by  him 
against  the  rather  insalting  remark  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wliitehaven.  I  can  only  account  for 
it  by  the  fact  that  the  Member  who  made 
the  observations  was  not  considered 
worthy  of  notice.  I  do  not  think  these 
remarks  should  \»  repeated,  if  you  wish 
the  assistance  of  Scotch  Members  in  the 
conduct  of  Imperial  aSairs.  All  I  can 
say  is,  that  if  such  remarks  are  continued 
the  Scotch  peo]ile  will  tecomo  more  and 
more  of  the  view  that  they  should  be 
left  to  conduct  their  own  afi&iirs  without 
the  interference  of  the  dominant  vote  of 
English  Members. 

(5.43.)  Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield, 
Brightside) :  Though  1  have  Amend- 
ments down  ujion  the  Education  of  the 
Blind  and  Djaf  Mute  Bill,  I  regret  very 
much  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Caith- 
ness regarda  it  as  a  contentious  Bill.  I 
do  not  regard  it  a.s  in  any  way  conten- 
tious. Though  it  does  not  give  nearly  all 
that  was  recommended  by  the  Royal 
Commission,  yet  it  gives  something,  and 
I  hope  the  Government  are  prepared  to 
meet  us  by  a  reosonablo  conces.sion,  and 
to  endeavour  to  pass  the  Bill.  Tliere  is 
nothing  of  a  partisan  or  sectarian  charac- 
ter in  the  Bill,  and  it  is  one  which  both 
sides  of  the  Hou.so  desire. 

•(5.45.)  Mb.  CHANNING  (Northamp- 
ton, E.) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
minding the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
ho  forgot  to  refer  to  a  substantial  part 
of  the  observations  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  with  reference  to  for- 
warding Supply.  The  Scotch  Members 
have  vindicated  their  claim  to  bo  able  to 
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take  care  of  themselves.  But  as  an  English 
Member,  I  wish  to  put  forward  a  plea  on 
behalf  of  English  taxpayers,  who,  after 
all,  form  the  great  majority  of  those 
who  contribute  to  the  taxes,  that  this 
question  of  Supply  should  be  dealt  with 
on  a  more  rational  basis  than  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  dealt  with 
it  hitherto.  The  Government  is  well 
aware  that  they  have  broken  faith  with 
us  in  not  bringing  the  Estimotes  on 
earlier,  and  in  regarding  that  as  a 
first  duty.  I  should  like  to  know  how, 
in  the  interests  of  the  English  taxpayers, 
wo  are  to  adequately  discuss  these  Esti- 
mates at  3  or  4  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing at  the  .fag  end  of  the  Session  ?  I 
protest  most  emphatically  against  such 
proceedings,  and  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
will  carry  the  matter  to  a  Division,  and 
that  he  will  not  hesitate  to  raise  this 
question  on  every  occasion  he  can  until 
we  have  obtained  a  more  rational  method 
of  dealing  with  Supply. 

(5.47.)  Mk.UUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.): 
1  cannot  congratulate  the  Government 
on  the  particular  moment  they  have 
selected  for  the  suspension  of  the  Rule. 
They  have  waited  until  the  English  Bill 
was  practically  through  the  House,  and 
they  have  only  liegun  this  new  system 
when  Scotch  business  is  coming  before 
the  House.  The  Government  now  ask 
us  to  sit  until  2,  3,  4,  or  5  o'clock  in  the 
morning;  but  if  that  is  attempted,  it  will 
be  resisted  unanimously  by  Scotch  Mem- 
bers. There  is  a  special  reason  why  the 
Scotch  Police  Bill  should  be  considered 
at  a  reasonable  time.  Originally  it  was 
sent  tu  a  Committee  composed  of  nine 
out  of  the  12  Scotch  Tory  Members  and 
seven  out  of  the  46  Scotch  Liberal  Mem- 
bers. The  deliberations  of  a  Committee 
of  that  kind  in  no  degrea  corresiiond 
with  the  opinion  of  the  Scotch  people. 
The  whole  Bill  was  pa.ssed  through  the 
Committee  in  three  days.  The  Report  was 
taken  under  the  protest  of  the  minority. 
These  circumstances  alone  constitute 
sufficient  reason  why  the  Bill  should  be 
discussed  in  this  House.  I  do  nut  want 
to  make  a  double  Division  by  moving 
the  Amendment  which  I  have  uiK)n  the 
Paper,  but  I  should  like  an  assurance 
from  the  First  Lord  that  it  is  not  in- 
tended to  press  the  discussion  of  the 
Scotch  Police  Bill  at  an  early  hour  in 
the  morning.  If  such  a  course  were 
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taken  it  would  be  doubly  inexcnsable, 
because  unnecessary. 

(5.49.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  can  only 
speak  again  with  the  indulgeno  of  the 
House,  but  I  wish  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  no  desire  to  act  unreasonably. 
We  cannot  enter  into  an  engagement  to 
report  Progrt-ss  at  a  certain  fixed  hour 
after  12  o'clock  ;  but  we  wish  U)  treat 
the  House  fairly  and  reasonably,  and  I 
do  not  think  the  lion.  Member  will  have 
any  reason  to  complain  of  the  action  of 
my  Colleagues  or  myself  in  considering 
any  reasonable  objection.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlejnan  (Mr.  Warmingtou) 
with  regard  to  Bills  coming  down 
amended  from  the  House  of  Lords,  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
give  the  House  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering those  Amendment*.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Deaf  and  Dumb  Children 
(Scotland)  Bill,  I  hope  when  it  comes 
down  from  the  House  of  Lords  that  we 
shall  have  the  assistance  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  Scotch  Members  in  pass- 
ing it.  There  is,  I  am  glad  to  say,  no 
sectarian  feeling  involved. 

(5.50.)  The  House  divided  : — Ayes 
199  J  Noes  50.— (Div.  List,  No.  232.) 

ORDERS  OF    THE  DAY. 

{6.69.)    POLICE  BILL.— (No.  892.) 
As  amended,  further  considered. 
Amendments  mude. 

(6.0.)  Mb.  ATHERLEY- JONES 
(Durham,  N.W.) :  The  House  will  observe 
that  the  Pension  Fund  is  to  be  made  up 
from  various  sources,  one  of  which  is 
the  deduction  of  2i  per  cent,  per  annum 
from  the  wages  of  the  constables.  Now, 
that  percentage  will  Ixj  recognised  by 
all  hon.  Members  as  perfectly  illusory, 
for  the  purpose-  of  forming  a  substantial 
contribution  to  the  fund  ;  indeed,  for  all 
practical  purposes,  there  might  as  well 
be  no  such  contribution  at  all.  What  I 
projKJse  is,  then,  that  instead  of  the  con- 
tribution being  2J  per  cent,  it  should  be 
5  per  cent.  1  know  it  may  possibly  be 
argued  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  this  would  constitute  a  heavy  tax 
on  the  police  ;  bat  when  I  compare  the 
wages  they  received  with  those  paid  to 
men  belonging  to  a  similar  class  in  liie, 
I  think  the  conclusion  is  justifiable  that 
Mr.  Hunter 


a  deduction  of  5  per  cent,  would  not 
excessive.  For  instance,  in  the  Metropolii 
the  constables  start  with  wages  of  24i 
a  week,  and  are  supplied  in  additio] 
with  boots  and  clothing,  while,  in  the 
event  of  n  man  being  unmarried,  he  can 
have  quarters,  including  fire  and  lighting, 
for  the  moderate  sum  of  Is.  per  week. 
Can  it  he  said,  then,  that  a  deduction  of 
5  per  cent,  is  too  heavy  ?  Further  tlian 
that,  I  believe  that,  in  the  case  of  all 
other  pension  funds  established  for  thi 
benefit  of  bodies  of  workmen,  th( 
deduction  is  higher  than  2k  per  cent 
again  pray  in  aid  of  the  case  of  the  Scotch 
Bill,  in  which  it  is  provided  tliat  the 
rate  of  deduction  in  the  case  of  officers 
above  the  rank  of  sergeant  shall  be  7  J 
per  cent.  I  trust  the  Home  Secretary 
will  leave  this  an  open  question,  and  that 
I  shall  be  supported  by  hon.  ilembers 
opposite  instead  of  their  giving  the 
customary  silent  vote  against  propositions 
emanating  from  this  side  of  the  House 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  lini 
31,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  two  and 
half,"    and    insert    the   word   "five." 
(Mr.  Atherley- Jones.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
'  two  and  a  half '  stand  part  of  the  Bill."! 

(6.5.)  The  SECRETARY  Of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Matthews,  Birmingham,^ 
E.)  :  If  this  question  had  appeared 
as  res  noi-a  there  would  have  been  a' 
good  deal  of  force  in  the  contention 
of  the  hon.  Member,  because  2J  per 
cent,  may  be  called  an  infinitesimal 
percentage.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind, 
however,  that  the  subject  does  not  come 
before  us  as  res  nova.  A  series  of  Bills- 
have  been  introduced  by  successive 
Governments,  all  of  them  containing  a 
limit  of  2i  per  cent.,  and  this,  too,  is  the 
contribution  enforced  upon  all  the  work 
men  employed  by  the  great  Railwa] 
Companies. 

(6.9.)     Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  : 
will  not  press  the  Amendment,  but  will 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(6.10.)    Sib  Q.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  Ac.)  :    We  are  always   told   tha 
this  Bill  has  been  framed  in  the  intere 
of  the  Public  Service,  and  not  merely  i 
the  police.     In  the    Scotch    Commit 
the  majority  insisted  that  oflicera  aboi) 
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the  rank  of  sergeant  should  pay  7  i  per 
cent,  instead  of  2h  per  cent.  In  the 
case  of  an  officer,  in  all  pmbability  his 
contributions  to  the  Pension  Fund  for  the 
great  part  of  his  service  liave  been  based 
on  a  low  rate  of  pay,  whereas  his  pension 
ia  calculated  on  the  higher  salary  received 
in  the  last  few  years.  That  is  the 
ground  on  which  the  Scotch  Committee 
varied  the  percoatago,  and  the  Amend- 
ment I  am  now  proposing  is  somewhat 
of  a  compromise  on  the  point.  A  ques- 
tion was  also  raised  as  to  whether  officers 
who  had  not  contributed  to  the  fund 
ought  not  to  be  subjected  to  a  further 
deduction.  The  Government  undertook 
to  consider  this,  and  I  should  like  to 
know  at  what  conclusion  they  have 
arrived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
33,  after  the  word  "  deduction,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  (b)  Every  officer  Hbovo  therank  of  sereeant 
aums  after  the  rate  of  five  per  cent,  of  his  pay." 
—  {Sir  Oeorjc  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(6.13.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon. 
Member  will  understand  that  the  obser- 
vations I  made  on  the  last  Amendment 
apply  equally  t«  this. 
-Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  How  about  the 
question  of  deductions  for  non-contri- 
bution ? 

Me.  MATTHEWS:  We  have  con- 
sidered that  point,  but  we  think  it  hardly 
necessary  to  alter  the  Bill  in  that  respect, 
as  very  few  such  cases  exist.  No  doubt 
in  some  parts  there  was  a  mistaken 
notion  that  a  Chic-f  Constable  was  not  a 
constable  in  the  ordinarily  accepted 
sense  of  the  term,  and,  therefore,  was 
not  allowed  to  pay  anything  to  the  Super- 
annuation Fund.  I  think  it  would  be 
very  hard  to  make  this  Bill  retrospective 
in  such  cases. 

•Mr.  CHILDERS  {Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  will  not  press 
my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  vrithdrawn. 

Another  Amendment  made. 

(6.15.)  SiB  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  have 
to  move  a  new  sub-section  providing 
that  in  cases  where  a  constable's  pay  has 
not  been  subject  to  deductions  for  the  Pen- 


sion Fund,  it  shall  be  competent  for  the 
Police  Authority  to  diminish  the  pension 
as  they  may  deem  reasonable  uuder  the 
circumstances,  but  to  an  extent  not 
exceeding  one-fifth  of  the  pension  to 
which  the  officer  would  otherwise  be 
entitled.  I  hope  the  Home  Secretary 
will  explain  how  the  matter  stands.  He 
has  once  or  twice  ridiculed  the  idea  that 
the  word  "  constable  "  required  defining, 
yet  wo  have  been  told  tiiat  in  many 
counties  the  people  wore  under  the  im- 
pression that  a  Chief  Constable  was  not 
a  constable,  and  that,  therefore,  his  salary 
was  not  subject  to  deductions  for  pen- 
sion. We  have  been  told  that  in  all 
boroughs  the  Cliief  Constables  have 
contributed  to  tlie  Superannuation  Fund, 
but  that  the  mistaken  idea  prevailed 
in  several  counties,  and  that  the 
cases  of  non-contribution  are  so  very 
few  that  it  is  hardly  worth  while 
altering  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  so  as 
ti  deal  with  them.  I  say  that  if  (ifficeiti 
who  have  not  contributed  are  put  on 
the  .same  footing  as  those  who  have,  it 
would  be  a  great  scandal.  It  is  to 
obviate  any  harm  arising  from  such  a 
cause  that  I  wish  to  move  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
7,  at  the  end  of  Clause  15,  to  insurt  the 
words — 

"  A  eonatable  has  sot  been  subjected  to  tba 
deduction  from  his  pay  as  above  pruvided,  as  a 
contribution  to  the  Pension  Fund,  f.^r  at  lemt 
two-thirds  of  liis  whole  service,  the  pension 
awarded  to  him  shall  be  dimininlied  to  Buch  an 
extent  as  to  the  Police  Autburity  may  seem 
reasonable  under  the  circumstances,  not  exceed- 
ing one-fifth  of  the  pension  to  which  he  would 
otherwise  be  entitled." — (Sir  Oeorije  Cnmfibcll.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  wofds 
be  there  inserted." 

(6.20.)  Mb.  MATTHEWS;  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  is  moving  the  Amend- 
ment in  the  wrong  place.  It  more 
jjroperly  belongs  to  the  section  which 
applies  to  the  cases  of  existing  con- 
stables ;  and  when  wo  reach  that  part  of 
the  Bill,  I  shall  be  willing  to  accept  a 
clause  taken  from  Mr.  Fowlers  Bill,  and 
which  practically  provides  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  pension  in  these  cases  as  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  And  will  that 
apply  to  the  Scotch  Act  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  case  of  Scot- 
land is  very  different.  There  no  member 
4  A  2 
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of  the  force  has  had  deductions  made  ' 
from  bis  wages  for  pension  purposes.  It 
would  be  a  real  grievance  if  a  man  who 
had  been  in  the  force  1 4  j'eara  and  not 
paid  any  deductions,  should  at  the  end  of 
another  year  he  entitled  to  a  pension, 
while  a  man  just  entering  would  have  to 
serve  15  years  and  pay  a  percentage  the 
whole  time  before  becoming  entitled  to  a 
pension.  The  case  of  England  is  that 
everybody  practically  has  had  to  con- 
tribute to  the  Superannuation  Fund, 
with  the  exception  of  a  few  chief 
constables,  who  have  not  been  allowed 
to  do  so. 

•(6.22.)  Mr.  CHILDEltS  :  I  think  the 
clause  taken  from  tiie  Bill  of  the  ri]t;ht 
hon.  Member  for  >Volverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  is  the  best  one  that  could 
have  been  framed  to  meet  this  difficulty. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

•(6.24.)  Captais  VERNEY  (Bucks, 
N.) ;  I  beg  to  move  the  omission  of 
Clause  26,  which  gives  power  to  charge 
upon  the  Police  Fund  the  expenses 
when  the  military  are  called  in  to 
assist  the  police.  This  clause  was 
not  discussed  in  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee, and  introduces  an  entirely  new 
principle  which  exists  nowhere  except  in 
Ireland.  I  admit  that  were  the  mili- 
tary called  in  to  assist  the  police  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  County  Council  or 
some  representative  Iwdy,  it  might  be 
reasonable  that  the  locality  should  pay  for 
it ;  but  soldiers  are  called  in  on  the 
signature  of  two  Mngistrates  at  the 
request  of  the  chief  constable — not  repre- 
.sentative  people  at  all.  Let  nie  give  the 
House  three  instances  of  this  :  A  little 
while  ngo  the  soldiers  were  called  in  to 
Assist  the  police  in  some  tithe  distraint 
at  Anglesey  by  two  Magistrates  at  the 
request  of  the  chief  constable.  It  was 
altogether  against  the  wishes  of  the 
people,  although  they  were  not  called 
upon  to  pay  the  cost.  This  clause  may 
throw  the  burden  on  them  in  the  future. 
I  do  not  think  the  police  are  ever  likely 
to  be  called  in  to  assist  at  distraints  for 
tithes  in  the  future,  because  any  Member 
for  the  County  Council  who  voted  for 
such  a  thing  would  lose  his  scat  at  the 
next  election.  Then,  quite  recently,  the 
military  were  called  on  to  quell  some 
disturbances  at  Northampton.  Their 
intervention  was  quite  unnecessary,  and 
Hr.  Matlhent 


the  people  were  very  angry  about  it. 
They  would  have  been  still  more  angry 
had  they  been  called  ujwn  to  pay  the 
cost.  The  third  case  I  wish  to  allude  to 
is  that  of  London.  I  do  not  think  that 
Londoners  would  be  very  pleased  if  some 
unwise  Home  Secretary  called  upon  the 
military  to  help  the  police  when  not 
necessary,  and  then  threw  the  cost  on 
the  rates.  Here  are  throe  instances 
in  which  the  enforcement  of  this 
clause  would  create  dissatisfaction. 
This  is  an  entirely  new  departure, 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  anyone  but 
the  Irish  people  would  submit  to 
these  conditions  l)eing  imposed  upon 
them.  I  think  we  outrht  to  take  a 
Division  on  this  clause  so  as  to  see  what 
hon.  Members  endorse  the  aj)plication  of 
this  entirely  new  principle.  I  submit 
that  the  clause  is  unnecessary,  and  that 
it  will  only  breed  ill-feeling  and  friction, 
and  there  is  no  demand  for  it  from  any 
quarter.  It  is  an  entirely  new  depar- 
ture, and  I  hope  the  Home  Secretary  will 
not  think  it  necessary  to  retain  the 
clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  omit  Clause 
26. — {Captain  Vemey.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  26 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

•(6.31.)  Me.  MATTHEWS  :  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  is  perfectly  correct 
in  saying  that  this  matter  was  not  dis- 
cussed in  Grand  Committee.  No  one 
raised  an  objection  to  the  clause.  I  took 
this  clause  bodily  from  the  Bill  of  my 
]>redece8soT.  I  do  not  think  the  Bill  of 
Mr.  Hibbert  contained  the  cLinse,  but 
the  Bill  of  1883  did,  and  all  the  succes- 
sive Bills  did.  I  will  not  argue  whether 
it  was  wise  to  call  out  the  military  in 
Anglesey  or  in  some  other  places,  but  I 
do  not  think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man will  dispute  that  there  have  been, 
and  will  be,  occasions  when  it  is  neces- 
sary to  call  in  the  aid  of  the  military.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  is  giving  up  the  system  of 
having  small  bodies  of  troops  in  given 
localities,  and  is  adopting  the  plan  of 
concentration.  Consequently,  in  case  of 
the  military  being  called  in  to  aid  the 
civil  power,  there  will  be  travelling  j 
expenses  incurred  by  the  troops  sum- 
moned to  assist,  and  I  see,  to  my  astonish- 
ment, that   it  is  Welsh  Members  who 
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oppose  tliis  clanse.  I  suppose  that,  on 
account  of  the  unlinppy  tithe  dispute, 
which  is  really  only  a  passing  incident 
in  the  history  of  Wales,  I  know  no 
part  of  the  country  in  which  it  may  be 
more  necessary  than  in  Wales  to  be 
able  to  call  in  the  military,  because  in 
no  part  of  the  country  are  the  police 
forces  so  small  as  in  Wales,  because  of 
the  absence  of  lawlessness  and  the  peace- 
able demeanour  of  the  people.  On  the 
other  hand,  in  case  of  emergency,  such 
as  the  Turnpike  Riots  some  years  ago, 
the  police  forces  would  nut  be  sufficient 
to  cope  with  the  disturbance.  I  do 
not  attach  very  great  importance  to 
the  clause  ;  but  it  seems  to  me  only  fair 
that  if  the  military  are  called  out  by  the 
civil  power,  it  would  be  extremely  in- 
convenient that  the  expense  should  bo 
thrown  on  the  War  Office  Vote.  If,  at 
the  request  of  the  Local  Authority, 
militiry  are  sent  over  to  any  given 
place,  surely  it  is  proper  that  the  Local 
Authority  should  pay  the  expense. 

•(6.3G.)  Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  regret  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  Home  Secretary 
on  this  question.  So  far  from  thinking 
this  a  small  matter,  I  am  afraid  it  is  a 
large  one.  I  do  not  attach  much  import- 
ance to  it  as  a  question  of  expenditure  ; 
but  I  think  the  principle  which  would 
be  established  by  this  clause  is  of  great 
moment.  A  similar  clanse  was  in  the 
Scotch  Bill  of  this  Session,  and  the 
Scotch  Committee  struck  it  out  without 
opposition.  If  I  remember  right,  the  Lord 
Advocate  entirely  concurred  in  tliu  omis- 
sion. The  fact  is,  it  is  an  entirely  new 
principle.  All  naval  and  military  ex- 
penditure is  defrayed  out  of  the  Votes  of 
Parliament,  and  it  is  only  upon  the  Esti- 
mates that  the  action  of  the  Naval  and 
Military  Authorities  can  be  challenged.  If 
we  allowasmall  amountof  the  militaryex- 
penditure  to  bo  defrayed  by  any  authority 
which  is  in  no  way  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment, we  shall  prevent  the  passibility  of 
the  action  arising  out  of  that  expenditure 
being  challenged.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  he  does  not  attach  much 
importance  t<j  the  matter,  I  trust  he  will 
consent  to  the  omission  of  the  clause. 

(6.38.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  do  not 
share  the  constitutional  scruples  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  but  inasmuch  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  ap- 
proved  of  the  omission    of  the  clause 


from  the  Scotch  Bill,  I  will  not  press 
the  clause. 

Question  pat,  and  negatived. 

(6.40.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  b<^ 
to  move  the  omi.ssion  of  Sub-section  9  of 
Clause  29.  This  sub-section  enables  any 
constable,  be  he  high  or  low,  to  accept 
the  new  Bill  while  availing  himself  of 
the  privileges  of  the  old  Act.  It  seems 
to  me  entirely  inconsistent  with  the 
principles  of  justice  and  right  that  a  man 
should  be  allowed  to  pick  and  choose. 
Under  this  Bill  no  service  under  the  age 
of  21  years  is  to  count  for  pension  ;  bnt 
in  the  old  Act  there  is  no  such  provision. 
A  large  number  of  men  have  entered 
the  Service  at  18,  19,  and  20.  In 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  there 
are  2,886  of  such  men.  The  other 
day  the  Home  Secretary  said  it 
would  be  unjust  to  deprive  them  of 
service.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  bo 
unjust  to  allow  them  to  take  advantage 
of  the  new  Bill  while  retaining  the 
privileges  they  have  under  the  old  Act. 
A  man  can  retire  .after  25  years'  service, 
so  that  it  is  possible  a  man  may  retire  at 
43  years  of  ago.  1  think  it  is  altogether 
dangerous  to  allow  men  to  retire  at  46 — 
the  prime  of  life — and  certainly  I  protest 
against  some  men  being  allowed  to  retire 
earlier. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19, 
line  22,  to  leave  out  sub-section  (9) 
of  Clause  29. — {Sir  Geprge  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  Tiiat  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

(6.44.)  Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Memi)er  really  means  to 
press  this  Amendment.  It  is  clear  that 
it  woald  not  be  just,  for  no  reason 
whatever,  to  deprive  a  man  of  any  sort 
of  service  which  he  is  now  entitled  to 
reckon  towards  pension. 

(6.47.)     Question  put,  and  aereed  to. 

•(6.51.)  Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.) :  I  propose  to  move  the 
following  Amendment : — 

"  That  the  pension  to  a  conatahle,  on  retire- 
ment without  medical  certilionte,  shall  be  Re- 
cording to  the  muximum  setila  provided  by  Fart 
1  of  the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act," 

my  object  being  to  give  Parliamen- 
tary sanction  to  the  maximum  scale. 
The  Bill  lays  down  a  maximum  and  a 
minimum,   and  leaves  it    to   the    Local 
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Authority  to  draw  its  scale  anywhere 
between  tUo  two  limits.  As  far  as  the 
Metnipolitan  Police  is  concerned,  this 
House  is  really  the  Local  Authority  ;  and 
I  ask,  therefore,  that  this  House,  in  its 
character  of  the  Local  Authority,  shall 
do  what  the  other  Local  Authorities 
throughout  the  country  will  do  by 
resolution.  The  only  legitimato  alterna- 
tive to  the  proposal  I  am  submitting 
Heoms  to  be  to  leave  it  to  the  London 
County  Council  to  fix  the  scale.  I  do  not 
know  whether  that  would  be  agreeable 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  even  ti 
the  London  County  Council  unless  they 
t-o<,>k  over  the  entire  control  of  the 
jiolice.  I  very  much  regret  that  this 
House  should  be  really  the  Local 
Authority  for  the  Metropolitan  Police  ; 
but  as  long  as  it  insists  on 
occupying  that  position,  it  ought  not 
to  shrink  from  the  responsibility  and 
the  duties  of  the  office,  and,  there- 
fore, I  say  we  ought  to  do  by  Act  of 
Parliament  what  the  other  Local  Authori- 
ties would  be  able  to  do  by  resolution. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19, 
after  line  42,  after  the  word  "  follows," 
to  insert  the  words — 

"  The  pension  to  a  oonslable,  on  reliremcnt 
without  medical  certificate,  shall  be  according 
to  tho  mitxiiniim  ecale  provided  by  Part  I.  of 
the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act."  —  {Mr. 
Piektitfill.) 

Question  pro(xised,  "That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

(C.55.)  Jill.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon. 
Member  is  not  strictly  accurate  in 
calling  Parliament  the  Local  Authority 
in  the  Metropolis.  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  tho  Local  Authority  of  the 
Metropolis,  although  ho  is  respouaililu 
to  Parliament.  I  cannot  assent  to  this 
proposition,  a/id  I  may  say  it  was  made 
in  the  Grand  Committee  and  rejected 
by  a  lar^e  majority. 

(6.56.)  Mk.  CAUSTON  (Southwark, 
W.)  :  I  am  sorry  the  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman is  not  able  to  accept  this  pro- 
posal. It  is  either  intended  or  not 
that  the  Metropolitan  Police  should  be 
allowed  to  retire  as  suggested  by  the 
Home  Secretary  in  Committee.  All  we 
say  is,  tluit  if  they  are  to  have  that 
privilege,  it  xhould  be  put  into  tho  Bill. 

(6.58.)  Mil.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.)  :  This  is  one  of  the  difficulties 
that  will  continue  to  arise  as  long  as  the 
Mr.  Pickersgill 


Metropolitan  Police  are  under  the  control 
of  tho  Home  Office.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  technically  be  right, 
but  we  want  to  have  the  matter  settled 
in  such  a  way  that  the  men  will  know 
exactly  where  they  are.  I  liope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  even  now 
assent  to  the  Amendment. 

(6,59.)  Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camber- 
well,  Peckham)  :  I  shall  be  obliged  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment,  because  it 
seems  not  altogether  impossible  that  the 
future  Police  Authority  for  the  Metro- 
polis will  be  the  London  County  Council, 
and  I  wish  to  protect  the  Metropolitan 
Police  from  the  benevolent  regime  of 
that  body. 

CAPfAi-v  VERNEY :  As  a  member 
of  the  County  Council,  I  heartily 
endorse  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site has  said.  There  are  several  Metro- 
politan Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  I  am  watching  them  with 
interest,  and  hope  they  will  tell  the 
House  what  their  views  are. 

SiK  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member  is 
watching  me  among  the  rest,  but  I  am 
going  to  support  the  Amendment. 

(7  1.)  The  House  divided; — Ayes 
51  ;  Noes  163.— (Div.  List,  No.  L'33.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  31, 
page  19,  line  42,  inseit — 

"  The  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  to  whijh  an 
application  is  lu  be  nude  with  respect  to  the 
decision  as  to  the  pension  or  allowance  shall 
be  iho  Court  of  Quarter  ^^e^siona  for  the  county 
of  Limdin." — (Mr.  Sterelary  Mallhiwt.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

,•(7.15.)  Me.  PICKERSGILL  :  The 
next  Amendment  raises  an  important 
and  iuternsting  point,  which,  I  admit, 
was  discussed  in  Committee,  but  not,  aa 
I  think,  satisfactorily  decided.  Tho  short 
point  of  the  Amendment  is  this  :  Admit- 
t'mg  that  pensions  should  be  paid  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Police  on  their  salaries, 
I  raise  objection  to  the  further  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  pay 
pensions  also  to  these  gentlemen  on  their 
emoluments.  The  House  will  feel  that 
the  word  "emoluments"  is  one  of  vague 
significance,  and  that  we  onglit  to  know 
what  it  is  that  is  ini^UiJed.  According 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  includes  a 
grant  of  £300  to  each  Commissioner  for 
house  rent — the  idea,   I  suppose,   being 
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that  thoy  should  live  near  Jtheir  work, 
aad,  therefore,  where  rent  is  high.  But 
it  does  not  seem  reasonable  that  when  a 
man  ceases  to  he  an  officer  and  becomes  a 
pensioner,  he  should  calculate  his  pension 
ao  far  as  regards  this  £300  on  the  same 
scale  as  that  on  which  he  calculates  his 
pension  on  his  salary  as  a  whole.  But  I 
have  another  jx)int  :  If  you  admit  the 
principle  of  paying  a  pension  on  emolu- 
ments in  the  case  of  superior  officers,  I 
contend  that  you  are  bound  also  to  give 
the  same  to  the  subordinate  officers  and 
the  rank  and  file  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  and  to  effect  that  purpose  I  have 
an  Amendment  lower  down  on  the  Paper. 
The  right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  says  these  officers  have  a 
kind  of  legal  right  to  receive  pen- 
sions upon  their  emoluments,  and 
ho  quotes  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Staff  Superannuation  Act  of  iJSTS. 
I  have  that  Act  in  my  hand,  and  the 
word  "  emoluments,"  so  far  as  I  can  see 
— and  1  have  only  glanced  rapidly 
through  tlie  measure — never  once  occurs. 
The  Homo  Sacretary  is  empowered  to 
make  regulations  respecting  superannua- 
tion allowances  on  the  like  principle  ami 
conditions  as  were  in  force  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  the  Act  in  respect  of 
persons  in  the  Civil  Service  of  the  State. 
We  were  informed  in  the  Committee 
that  with  regai-d  to  the  Civil  Service,  the 
rule  is  that,  in  the  case  of  emolumonta 
of  this  kind  and  of  an  allowance  for 
house-rent,  the  pension  is  not  calculated 
on  the  whole  of  the  allowance,  but  only 
on  a  proportionate  part ;  and,  therefore, 
I  maintain  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleniau 
in  the  regulations  which  he  has  issued, 
or  has  profe.'ssed  to  issue,  under  the  au- 
thority of  this  Act,  has  not  really  been 
using  the  powsi-s  which  are  given  to 
him.  Ill  the  regulation  the  word 
"  emolumeuts,"!  admit,  does  occur.  It 
says^ 

"  To  any  peni  m  who  sbatl  have  ssrrod  a 
certain  niiniborof  yoara  such  an  alluwnuce 
based  on  hid  anaaal  saUry  and  the  emolument  B 
of  his  offii-e." 

I  do  think  tliat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  introducing  the  word  "  emoluments  " 
into  the  regulation  has  exceeded  the 
powers  given  to  him  by  the  Act  of  1875  j 
but  however  that  may  be,  we  are  now 
making  new  regulations  with  the  Com- 
missioners of  Police.  We  are  giving 
them,  in   many  respects,  substantial  ad- 


vantages which  hitherto  they  have  not 
possessed ;  and,  that  being  the  ease,  I  hold 
that  we  are  in  a  position  to  revise  our 
contract.  Under  any  circumstances,  the 
House  will  see  that  we  must  have  some 
definite  statement  as  to  what  "  emolu- 
ments "  include.  We  are  told  that 
they  mean  house-rent,  but  1  have  an 
idea  that  they  mean  something  else. 
On  looking  over  the  accounts,  I  see  that 
the  Commissioners  are  allowed  XI 50 
as  expenses  for  visiting  the  dock- 
yards. Is  that  an  emolument  which 
comes  under  the  clause  ?  At  present, 
having  followed  as  closely  as  I  could  all 
the  explanations  offered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  totally  in  the  dark 
as  to  what  these  "  emoluments  "  consist 
of.  I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
standing  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  20,  line 
19,  to  leave  out  from  the  numbers 
"  1875,"  to  the  end  of  sub-section  (4)  of 
Clause  31. — (iTr.  PickersffUl.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

(7.23.)  Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  This  is  a 
subject  which  was  eminently  fit  for  the 
considei-ation  of  the  Standing  Committee, 
but  which  is  eminently  unfit  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  It  is  a 
matter  of  such  intricacy  and  complexity 
that  I  feel  it  is  by  no  means  easy  for  me 
to  make  myself  intelligible.  As  the 
House  is  aware,  the  salaries  originally 
attached  to  the  offices  of  Chief  Commis- 
sioi>er  and  Assistant  Commissioners 
were  in  time  recognised  to  be  in- 
adequate for  the  class  of  officers  it  was 
considered  desirable  to  appoint,  and  to 
remedy  this  these  officers  were  sub- 
sequently granted  a  "house  allowance" 
of  £300  a  year.  The  salaries  used  to  be 
£1.500  a  year  and  £S00  a  yei\r.  The 
Home  Secretary  of  the  day  shrank  from 
asking  for  an  increase  of  these  salaries, 
which  would  have  been  the  straight- 
forward way  of  proceeding  ;  and  under 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Staff  Superan- 
nuation Act  of  187.1  it  was  provided  that 
the  Commissioner  and  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner should  get  their  pensions,  not  only 
on  their  nominal  salaries,  but  also  on 
their  house  allowances. 

•Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  That  was  done 
by  regulation  ;  it  is  not  in  the  Act. 


1955 


Police 


{COMMONS} 


BUI. 


•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Probably  not; 
but  the  Act  enabled  the  Home  Secretary 
to  make  regulations  corresponding  to 
those  made  by  the  Treasury  under  tbe 
Civil  Service  Regulation  Act.  The  pen- 
sion is  not  allowed  on  any  emolument 
beyond  these  house  allowances.  If  the 
contention  of  the  hon.  Member  is  right, 
that  these  payments  cannot  be  made 
under  the  Act  of  1875,  then  they  will 
not  be  mode  under  this  clause,  for  all 
the  clause  does  is  to  preserve  to  these 
officers  that  which  they  are  entitled  to 
under  the  Act  of  1875.  This  clause 
simply  preserves  to  these  officers  that 
which  they  have  got  already  under  u 
complicated  net-work  of  Acts  for  which 
my  predecessors,  and  not  I,  are  respon- 
sible. If  the  old  utalus  does  not  give 
the  right  to  have  this  £300  a  year  for 
house  allowances,  it  will  not  be  con- 
ferred by  this  clause.  It  really  requires 
a  study  of  half  a  dozen  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment to  see  how  this  clause  applies,  but 
it  is  quite  clear  that  it  only  preserves 
existing  rights. 

(7.15.)  Sir  G.  CAMPDELL  :  This  is  a 
very  important  question,  and  it  looks  to 
me  very  much  as  if  a  job  was  being 
perpetrated.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  previous  Home  Secretaries 
deceived  Parliament.  \Crieji  of  •'  No  !  "] 
Yes ;  Parliament  was  deceived  when  it 
was  induced  to  pay  the  policeman's 
rent. 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  not  made 
the  assertion  the  hon.  Gentleman 
attributes  to  me,  and  I  would  beg  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  impute  to  me  what 
I  liave  not  said. 

SiH  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  think  that  is 
the  reasonable  construction  of  the  right 
hon.  Oeatleman's  words.  He  told  tlie 
House  it  was  desired  to  raise  the  salaries 
of  these  gentlemen,  but  Home  Secre- 
taries did  not  like  blankly  to  ask  for  an 
increase  of  salary  for  them,  and  so  they 
asked  for  rent.  If  that  is  not  deceiving 
Pai-liament,  I  do  not  know  what  is. 
Well.  I  say  it  is  unreasonable  and 
unfair  to  impute  to  prcsvious  Home 
Secretaries  that  they  deceived  Parlia- 
ment. It  is  well-known  that  rents  are 
high  in  the  Metropolis,  and  it  was  quite 
reasonable  to  give  their  rents  to  these 
high  officers.  Now,  however,  you  are 
giving  these  men  favourable  terms,  and 
you  are  going  to  let  them  have  this 
privOege  in  addition.     I  say  it  is  some- 
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thing   very   like   a   job,    and   that 
Amendment  ought  to  be  accepted. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

•(7.32.)  Mb.  PICKERSGILL  :  It  now 
logically  follows  that  the  House  should 
accept  the  Amendment  which  stands 
next  in  my  name.  It  is  that  tbe  annual 
pay  of  the  constable  shall  be  deemed  to 
include  the  value  of  all  lodgings  supplied 
to  him,  if  any.  I  may  point  out  that  a 
provision  substantially  identical  with 
this  was  introduced  into  a  similar  Bill 
brought  forward  by  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment in  1882.  As  the  former  Bills  have 
been  constantly  quoted,  I  think  that  is  a 
very  strong  precedent  to  bring  forward. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  20,  line 
24,  niter  the  numbers  "  1875,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  Tho  anoaal  pay  of  a  ooostable  ihnU  be 
deemed  to  iaclude  tbe  vuliin  of  all  lodging,  if 
any,  supplied  to  him." — [Mr.  Pieki'tgitl.) 

Question  projiosed,  "  That  those  worda 
be  there  inserted," 

•(7.33.)  Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Tliere  is 
no  analogy  whatever  between  the  two 
kinds  of  allowance,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
logically  follows  that  this  Amendment 
should  be  agreed  to.  I  have  only  asked 
the  House  to  preserve  a  right  already 
existing.  If  you  are  going  to  give  a 
constable  a  right  to  a  pension  upon  an 
allowance  of  this  kind,  you  will,  I  think, 
be  establishing  a  bad  precedent. 
Question  put,  and  negjitived. 

Other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Schedule  1  postponed. 

Schedules  2,  3,  and  4  agreed  to. 

•(7.38.)  Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  now 
move  to  re-commit  the  Bill  in  respect  of 
Clause  29  and  the  1st  Schedule.  Two 
hon.  Members  have  Amendments  to  the 
same  effect  which  involve  some  slight 
change,  and  I  have  expressed  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  support  them 
if  they  moved  the  Amendments.  My 
own  Amendmenta  provide  for  a  slight 
altei'ation  of  the  scale,  so  as  somewhat 
to  increase  the  maximum  after  25  years' 
service.  The  proposal  was  originally 
mode  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  ilem- 
ber  for  Peckham  (Mr.  Baumann)  and 
rejected  by  the  Committee.  A  number 
of  Metropolitan  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  since  told  me  that  a  slight 
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increase  in  the  scale  for  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Would  nut  in  itself  bo  onerous  on 
the  ratepayers,  and  would  go  far  to 
satisfy  the  members  of  the  force  who 
look  forward  to  obtaining  tlie  two- 
thirds  pension  at  a  somewhat  earlier 
period  tlian  is  now  provided  for.  The 
whole  (if  the  evidence  in  the  Blue  Book 
tends  to  show  that  the  Metropolitan 
policeman  is  worn  out  after  25  years' 
service  or  thereabouts,  and  it  is  on  that 
principle  that  we  allow  him  to  retire 
after  25  years'  service  without  a  medal 
or  certificate.  I  have  placed  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  which  will  make 
tlie  scale  progressive. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  in 
resjject  of  Clause  20,  and  Schedule  1." — 
(J/r.  Serretiiri/  Mallhews.) 

(7.10.)  SiB  G.  CAMPBELL:  The 
House  must  thoroughly  understand  what 
this  moans  ;  it  means  a  reversal  of  the 
decision  of  the  Grand  Committee,  arrived 
at  by  an  enormous  majority.  Up  to  a 
certain  point  the  llome  Secretary  was 
able  to  carry  tluit  Committee  with  him, 
but  there  came  a  point  when  tlie  Com- 
mittee revolted  tigainst  his  proposals ; 
the  prc>)X)sal  he  has  placed  on  the  l'a[wr 
was  submitted  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee and  rejected  by  15  to  G.  Again, 
this  is  a  surrender  to  the  agitation  in 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  against 
which  the  Home  Secretary  hitherto 
struggled,  and  as  we  sup]K>sed,  struggled 
manfully.  This  is  the  question  on 
which  Mr.  Monro  went  out  of  office, 
and  on  which  the  Home  Secre- 
tary was  supported  against  Mr. 
Monro.  It  is  true  he  has  not, 
in  so  many  words,  conceded  the  two- 
thirds  pension  after  25  yeare  ;  he  effects 
a  compromise  in  a  way,  as  it  were,  to 
save  his  honour.  He  has  come  liock  to 
the  old  arijument  that  const^vbles  are  worn 
out  after  25  years'  service.  But  we 
must  distinguish  between  constables  in 
a  technical  s.-nse  and  constables  in  a 
practical  sense.  It  is  true,  men  who 
walk  the  streets  are  worn  out  after  25 
yeni-s,  but  the  oflicers  are  not  worn  out 
after  such  service.  It  is  the  ofScers  who 
were  led  by  Mr.  Monro,  and  who  got  up 
the  agitation.  The  agitation  was  re- 
pudiated by  the  men.  It  was  an  agita- 
tion which  wo  thought  the  Home  Secre- 
toiy  waa  going  strongly  to  resist ;  but  it 


was  an  agitation  to  which  he  has  now 
yielded.  Before  ho  left  office  Mr.  Monro 
told  the  officers  they  were  l>ound  to  win, 
and  they  practically  have  won. 

(7.45.)  Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central) :  I  entirely  disagree 
with  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  as  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Grand  Committee  on  this  subject.  The 
concession  of  the  Home  Secretary  is  ex- 
ceedingly generous,  and  one  wliich  will 
be  readily  accepted  by  the  police.  It 
will  prove  a  great  benefit  to  the  whole 
of  the  Force,  men  as  well  ns  officers.  I 
have  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  giving 
two-thirds,  but  I  shall  not  think  of  press- 
ing it  after  the  generous  concession  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

•(7.46.)  Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
N.W.)  :  What  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  has  said  with  regard  \a  what 
took  pliice  in  Committee  is  quite  correct, 
and  1  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend,  in  the 
new  schedule,  will  adhere  to  the 
minimum  rate  placed  in  the  Bill.  It  is 
very  important,  in  country  districts 
especially,  that  we  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  what  we  Ixjlieve  to  be 
a  fair  and  reasonable  and  proper  pension 
for  the  police.  We  should  like  to  have 
the  minimum  retained,  ns  it  is,  because 
in  many  places  the  minimum  would  be 
absolutely  sufficient  for  nil  purposes. 

(7.47.)  Sib  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I 
earnestly  hope  that  the  ap[H3al  of  my 
hon.  Friend  will  be  accepted,  but  that  is 
not  quite  enough.  It  is  quite  impossible 
that  anyone  who  does  not  agree  with  the 
proposal  of  the  Home  Secretary,  and 
who  has  any  sort  of  responsibility  in  the 
House  should  pass  this  matter  by  without, 
a  word.  I  regarded  the  original  proposal 
with  the  greatest  apprehension.  I  con- 
sider it  a  most  serious  thing  that 
a  man  should  have  an  absolute 
right  after  25  years'  service  to  have 
any  pension  whatsoever,  unless  he  is 
incapacitated.  The  Home  Secretary  by 
this  alteration,  which  is  contiarj'  to  the 
vote  of  the  majority  of  the  Committee, 
is  showing  too  great  a  willingness  to 
yield  to  the  interests  of  the  police,  and 
in  some  cases  too  little  thought  for  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers.  Under  the 
Scotch  Bill,  if  a  man  retires  at  25  years 
he  will  get,  not  two-thirds,  but  under 
one-half,  28-60th8,  and  he  will  not  obtain 
two-thirds  until  he  has  actually  served 
34  years.     Just  think   of   the   contrast 
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between  a  policemaa  in  Glasgow  or 
Aberdeen  and  in  London.  My  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Sir  W.  Barttelot)  hopes 
the  minimum  will  be  kept  up  so  that 
the  Police  Commissioners  in  theproviuces 
may  be  enabled  to  sipply  a  much  lower 
standard  for  their  ix)liue.  I  am  afraid 
very  great  discontent  will  arise  in  these 
provincial  forces,  as  I  am  afraid  it  may 
arise  in  the  Scotch  Forces,  Have  hon. 
Members  considered  what  they  are 
doing  in  giving  a  two-thirds  pension 
after  25  years'  service  ?  Just  imagine 
what  would  happen  if  a  foreman  in  a 
Goverument  establishment,  who  pro- 
bably was  harder  worked  than  a  police 
officer,  could  claim. a  pension  of  two- 
thirds  of  his  salary  after  25  years' 
service.  Think  what  you  will  really  do 
for  the  Police  Force  itself.  The  men  of 
long  service  are  the  flower,  the  very 
backbone  of  the  Force,  and  one  effect  of 
giving  this  pension  will  be  that  there 
will  be  very  quick  retirement,  very 
quick  promotion,  and  men  will  retire  at 
the  very  top  of  their  salaries.  For  these 
reasons  I  regard  with  dismay  the  change 
which  the  Home  Secretary  proposes, 
■which,  I  must  own,  I  regard  with  great 
apprehension. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  in  respect  of  Clause 
29  and  Schedule  1. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  29. 

(7.55J     Mb.    JLEAKE     (Uncashire. 

The    Amendment     I 

propose  affects  areas  in  the  county  of 
Lancashire,  in  wliich  the  police  are  able 
to  get  better  pensions  than  those  grunted 
ander  tjiis  Bill.  Under  these  circum- 
Btances  the  police  claim  a  little  considera- 
tion at  the  hands  of  the  Government.  I 
do  not  think  1  could  have  a  stronger 
arjfument  to  urge  for  this  Amendment 
than  that  the  Police  Authority,  repre- 
senting not  only  the  Quarter  Sessions 
but  the  rate|jayer3,  through  the  County 
Council,  have  unanimously  asked  for 
<:onsider!ition. 

Amendment  proposed  Clause  29,  page 
18,  line  42,  after  otherwise  insert — 

"  Provided  thHt,  if  a  constable  who  has  been 

in  the  service  of  a  Police  Authority  nut  less 

than  10  year*  before  the  paaaing  of  tbto  Act 

«ccept8  its  pruviaion,  the  Polioa  Auihority  may 

Sir  (jf,  Trevdj/an 


incrnnse  the  pension  to  which  he  shall  be 
entitled  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  by  an 
annual  sum  not  exceeding  the  e.Tcess  over  aach 
pension  of  a  pension  to  which  he  may  become 
entitled  if  be  declines  in  writint;  to  auoept  the 
provisions  of  this  Act."— (J/r,  Ltake.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  these  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

•(7.58.)  Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  would 
suggest  that  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Stretford  Division  of  Ijancashire 
(Mr.  Maclure)  would  carry  out  exactly 
the  object  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  in 
view,  and  do  it  rather  more  completely 
and  effectually.  In  the  first  place  it  is 
important  that  a  condition  should  be 
that  the  Police  Authority  have,  under 
the  existing  law,  been  in  the  habit  of 
granting  higher  pensions  than  those 
which  this  Bill  gives.  The  hon.  Member 
will  observe  that  such  a  condition  is 
contained  in  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Maclure).  The  only 
reason  for  conceding  such  a  point  as  this 
ia  that  there  have  been  reasonable 
expectations  formed  of  a  certain  scale 
of  pensions  lieing  granted,  and  that  it  is 
really  hard  to  deprive  existing  constables 
of  this  expectation. 

(7.59.)  Mb.  LEAKE:  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  accept  my  hon.  Friend's 
Amendment  in  preference  to  mine. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  29, 
page  19,  line  29,  after  "Act  "  insert — 

"  In  the  due  nf  any  existing  constable  to 
whom  this  Act  applies,  who  has  served  not  leas 
than  10  years  before  the  commencement  of  this 
Act  in  a  Police  Force  in  wliieh  the  Police 
Auihority  have  heretofore,  under  the  provisions 
of  former  Acts,  granted  pensions  of  higher 
nmrunt  thun  auchuriaod  by  the  scale  adopted 
hy  that  Police  Authority  under  the  drovisions  of 
this  Act,  and  who  becomes  entitled  to  a  pension 
under  this  Act,  then,  notwithstanding anj'thing 
in  this  Act,  the  pension  may,  if  the  Police 
Authority  think  tit,  exceed  the  amount  pre- 
scribed in  the  adopted  soulu,  so  ns  it  does  not 
exceed  the  amount  which  might  have  been 
granted  if  this  Act  had  not  passed." — (Jfr. 
Maclure.) 

•Me.  CHILDERS  :  May  I  n.sk  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  how  this  affects  the  rate 
of  pensions  now  granted  in  such  counties 
as  Lancashire,  for  instance  ? 

Me.  MATTHEWS:  In  liancasbire 
pensions  are  given  under  the  3rd  and 
4th  Vict.,  which  applies  to  all  county 
forces.  It  provides  a  rough  scale  of 
retirement,     upon    medical     certificate, 
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under  the  age  of  60,  with  a  pension  of 
between  two-thirds  and  one-half  pay.  I 
gather  that  very  nearly  two-thirds  of  the 
pay  are  allowed  after  25  yeare'  service, 
and  strong  representations  having  been 
made  not  to  disturb  existing  arrange- 
ments, so  far  OS  the  expectations  of  the 
men  are  concerned,  who  have  been  look- 
ing forward  to  their  pensions  during 
many  years'  service,  I  have  assented  to 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

Schedule  1. 

(8.7.)  Sib.  G.  CAMPBELL:  The 
I  object  of  the  Amendment  I  have  to  pro- 
pose is  to  make  the  minimum  pension 
the  same  as  is  provided  in  the  Scotch 
Bill.  In  other  words,  I  would  give  a 
wider  option  to  the  Local  Authority. 
The  Home  Secretary  says  the  Bill  gives 
a  certain  latitude  to  the  Local  Authority 
— who  may  fix  the  scale  of  their  pensions 
within  a  certain  maximum  and  minimum, 
and  I  propose  that  the  minimum  shall 
be  such  that  the  English  counties 
shall  not  bo  compelled  to  give  more 
than  the  burghs  and  counties  in  Scot- 
land can  give.  I  in  no  way  affect  the 
discretion  of  the  counties  to  give  more, 
all  I  propose  is,  tJiat  the  authorities  shall 
have  power  to  adopt  the  Scotch  scale  if 
they  see  fit. 

Amendment  proposed  in  Shedule  1, 
ipoge  "23,  line  15,  to  leave  out  "two- 
sixtieths,"  and  insert  "  one- sixtieth." — 
{Sir  (j,  Campb'.l/.) 

Amendment  negatived. 

(8.10.)  Mb.  MATTHEWS:  In  defer- 
ence to  a  wish  that  has  been  expressed, 
I  propose  to  change  the  maximum  of  the 
pension     from     SO-SOths    to    31-50th8. 

k Though  I  myself  think  it  introduces  a 
somewhat  lopsided  scale,  altering  the 
proportion  between  maximum  and 
minimum  thus,  yet  I  believe  this  is 
desired,  and  will  meet  general  accept- 
ance. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  23, 
line  18,  after  the  second  word  "thirty," 
to  insert  the  word  "  one." — (J/r.  Secre- 
tary Matthews.) 

Question  proposed,   "  That   the  word 

t' one 'be  there  inserted." 

(8.11.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  It  is  well 
the  ratepayers  should  realise  the  effect 


of  this.  I  believe  the  moment  the  Bill 
passes,  there  will  be  a  large  exodus  of 
men  from  the  higher  ranks  of  the 
Foi-ce,  and  especially  in  the  Metropolitan 
Force,  members  of  which,  having  business 
connections  in  London,  will  retire  at  a 
comparatively  early  age,  and  devote  their 
energies  to  other  pursuits.  This  will  be 
followed  by  promotions,  and  again  and 
again  the  same  thing  will  take  place, 
until  the  Service  will  become  emascu- 
lated, and  the  ratepayers  will  suffer  from 
heavy  pension  imposts.  However,  w« 
have  made  our  protest  and  can  do  no 
more.  The  Home  Secretary  is  the  master 
of  many  legions,  and  it  is  useless  to 
argue. 

(8.12.)  Da.  CLARK :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  amend  the  Scotch 
Schedule  in  the  same  fashion,  or  is  this 
to  apply  to  the  English  Bill  only  ')  If 
so,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
explain  the  reasons  for  making  the 
distinction  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  We  are  not  now 
discussing  the  Scotch  Bill,  nor  have  I 
charge  of  it. 

•(8.13.)  Mr.  CHILDERS:  Is  it  not 
desirable  to  make  some  modification  by 
whichLocal  Authorities  could  adopt  a  scale 
between  the  maximum  and  minimum? 

(8.14.)  Mb.  MATTHEWS:  In  the 
provincial  forces  tlio  authorities  may 
draw  their  scale  of  pensions  anywhere 
they  like  between  the  extremes  mentioned 
in  the  Bill. 

(8.15.)  The  Committee  divided : — 
Ayes  117;  Noes  41.— (Div.  List,  No. 
234.) 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  1  have 
an  Amendment  which  comes  next, 
which  follows  the  lines  of  the  Scotch 
Bill.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
may  see  his  way  to  accept  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Schedule  1, 
Part  2,  page  25,  Scale  D,  line  12,  after 
"  shillings,"  to  insert — 

"  Or  if  there  bo  no  widow,  an  annaal  sum 
not  exceeding  five  po\indg  as  the  police 
authority  may  determine."  -{.i/r.  Howard 
J'iiicent.) 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  cannot  accept 
my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment,  nor  1 
confess  can  I  quite  follow  it 

Mr.  HOWAED  VINCENT :  I  do  not 
press  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Other     varbal      Amendments 
Matthews)  agreed  to. 

Schedule  agreed  to,  as  amended. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  considered  ; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed.     (8.35.) 

POLICE  (SCOTLAND)  (RE-COMMITTED) 
BILL.— (No.  398.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(9.2.)  Me.  hunter  :  I  beg  to  move 
the  omission  from  the  1st  Clause  of  the 
words  "  Not  less  than  25  years'  approved 
service."  Owing  to  fundamental  altera- 
tions made  in  the  Bill  in  Committee,  there 
has  been  created  a  carious  state  of  affairs. 
No  man  under  the  age  of  60  years  can 
obtain  a  pension  ;  no  man  over  the  age 
of  30  can  join  the  force,  and,  therefore, 
in  order  to  get  a  pension  a  man  must 
have  at  least  30  years'  service.  I  think 
it  would  be  far  better  to  omit  these 
words. 

Amendment  propo8ed,in  Clause  l,page 
1,  lino  7,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Has 
completed  not  less  than  25  years' 
approved  service,  and." — (JTr.  Hunter?) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  be  left  out,  and  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

(9.4.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr. 
J.  P.  B.  BoBERTSON,  Bute)  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  look  at  a  later  section,  he 
will  see  that  this  provision  is  introduced 
mainly  in  the  interests  of  those  already 
in  the  force. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(9.5.)  Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bolloz) :  I  beg  to  movethe  omissionof  the 
words  "twenty-five,"  and  thesubstitution 
therefor  of  the  word  "  thirty."  I  do 
so  for  this  reason  :  No  constable  over 
the  age  of  25  can  be  admitted  to  the 
Force,  and  yet  his  pension  will  not 
become  payable  until  he  has  reached  the 
E^e  of  55,  so  that  between  the  maximum 
age  of  entering  and  the  minimum  age  of 
retiring,  there  is  an  interval  of  30  years. 
The  effect  of  the  pension  will  be  to 
increase  the  number  of  old  men  in  the 
Force,  for  those  who  are  drawing  towards 
the  pension  age  will  naturally  remain  in 
it  until  the  pension  is  earned.  I  think 
it  is  desirable  we  should  get  as 
many    young    men    in     as     possible. 


I  think  it  would  be  highly  inconvenient 
to  establish  by  Act  of  Parliament  the 
principle  that  25  years'  service  is  snflB- 
cient  to  qualify  for  a  pension,  when  other 
provisions  in  the  same  Bill  make  it  im- 
possible for  anyone  to  obtain  a  pension 
until  he  has  served  30,  and  per- 
haps 34  years.  To  do  so  would  be  to 
create  discontent  in  the  Force.  I  think 
the  words  "  25  years'  approved  service  " 
should  be  withdrawn.  The  insertion  of 
the  words  "  thirty  years "  could  not 
possibly  be  prejudicial  to  the  men,  and 
such  an  alteration  would  probably  in- 
duce men  about  21  years  of  age  to  enter 
the  Force.  It  would  also  prove  more 
satisfactory  to  the  working  classes  who 
are  opposed  to  pensions  of  this  kind,  if 
we  insist  that  a  pension  shall  only  be- 
come payable  after  30  years'  service.  In 
the  Civil  Service  it  is  necessary  for  a 
man  to  serve  more  than  25  or  30  years 
in  order  to  entitle  him  to  a  pension. 

Amendment  proposed  in  Clause  1, 
page  1,  line  9,  to  leave  out  "25"  and 
insert  "  30."— (J/r.  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That '  25  '  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

(9.12.)  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
This  question  had  been  discussed  by  the 
hon.  Member  with  great  moderation,  and 
I  intend  to  follow  the  same  course. 
When  the  scheme  of  superannuation  is 
matured,  the  result  will  be  that  no 
policeman  will  come  in  after  25  years  of 
age,  and  no  policeman  will  go  out  with  a 
pension  till  he  is  55,  so  that  we  shall 
have  30  years'  service.  This  is  one  of 
the  first  of  the  Amendments  which  touch 
upon  the  whole  scale  and  riite  of  figures 
in  the  Bill.  In  the  Select  Committee 
certain  modifications  were  moved  on  these 
figures,  and  all  in  the  direction  of  a 
more  economical  system  of  pensions.  I 
do  not  profess  to  be  in  complete  personal 
agreement  with  all  that  has  been  done, 
but  I  am  quite  prepared  to  stand  by  what 
has  been  agreed  upon  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. The  Bill  had  been  very  carefully 
considered.  An  admii  able  temper  pre- 
vailed in  the  Committee,  and  we  had 
the  advantage  of  the  presence  of 
some  Members  specially  conversant 
with  the  subject.  Under  these  circum- 
stances I  am  quite  prepared  to  adopt  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee, 
except  on  one  point,  which  does  not 
involve  a  serious  amount  of  dissension. 
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(9.16.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  this  announcement  by 
the  Lord  Advocate,  and  I  am  sure  it 
will  very  much  facilitate  bu.siueBS.  The 
Scotch  Committee  have  made  the  Hill 
as  tolerable  as  possible,  and  wo  might 
go  farther  and  fare  worse.  If  the 
Government  will  accept  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Scotch  Committee,  and  not 
act  as  they  did  in  the  case  of  the  Eiif^lish 
Bill,  I  shall  be  satisfied,  althougli  the 
majority  of  the  members  of  that  Com- 
mittee are  Conservatives,  they  allowed 
some  independence  and 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order.  The 
hon.  MemlKT  is  not  speaking  to  the 
Amendment. 

(9.17.)  Mr.  ES.SLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.) :  My  hon.  Friend  lias  anticipated  what 
I  intended  to  say.  I  do  think,  os  he  had 
80  much  to  talkalx)ut  on  the  English  Bill, 
he  might  have  allowed  us  a  little  oppor- 
tunity on  this  Bill.  It  did  strike  me 
that  the  effect  of  the  clause  as  it  now 
stands  might  prevent  men  joining  the 
force  until  they  wore  nearly  25  years  of 
age,  and  I  am  anxious  to  get  them  in  at 
a  lower  age.  Still,  after  the  announce- 
ment of  the  Loi-d  Advocate,  I  hope  the 
Scotch  Members  generally  will  accept 
the  Bill  without  further  discussion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(9.20.)  Mr.  CA1J)WELL :  Inline  11, 
of  page  1 ,  I  wish  to  insert  the  word  "  five  '' 
after  '■  sixty."  This  refers  to  the  age  at 
which  the  constables  of  the  higher  rank 
become  entitled  to  a  pension.  Very  often 
they  are  as  fit  for  duty  at  65  as  at  any 
period  of  their  life,  and  therefore  I  do  not 
think  it  unreasonable  to  fix  the  limit  at 
65. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  1, 
page  1,  line  11,  after  "sixty"  to  insert 
«  five."— (.V>-.  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  five '  be  there  inserted." 

•(9.21.)  Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  will  not  persist  in  this 
Amendment,  Unfortunately,  experience 
does  not  entirely  bear  out  his  suggestion 
as  to  their  bodily  strength  at  65,  and  it 
is  not  desirable  to  retain  men  in  the 
force  at  too  advanced  an  age. 
Question  put,  and  negatived. 

(9.22.)  Mr.  CALDWELL:  I  now  pro- 
pose to  move  the  omission  of  sub- 
section (b.) 


Amendment  proposed  in  Clause  1, 
jage  1.  lino  16,  to  leave  out  sub- 
section (b). 

Question,  "That  Sub-section  (b)  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

(9.23.)  Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
There  is  an  Amendment  standing  in  my 
name,  reducing  from  20  to  15  years  the 
period  at  which,  if  incajaacitated,  a  con- 
stable shall  be  entitled,  upon  medical 
certificate,  to  retire  and  receive  a  pension, 
but  after  the  intimation  nf  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, I  am  afraid  it  will  be  quite  use- 
less for  me  to  press  this  and  other 
Amendments  I  iiave  put  upon  the 
Paper.  I  ought,  perhaps,  to  apologise 
for  having  put  down  so  many  Amend- 
ments to  a  Scottish  Bill,  but  so 
many  of  the  Scottish  Members  were  on 
the  Select  Committee  that  very  few  were 
left  to  place  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
contrary  to  the  conclusions  of  the  Com- 
mittee. I  have  received  letters  from  a 
large  number  of  pob'c«  officers  in  Scot- 
land, calling  attention  to  the  very  serious 
injury  which  may  result  from  the  differ- 
ence between  the  conditions  of  super- 
annuation in  Scotland  and  in  England. 
I  do  not  intend  to  trouble  tho  House  by 
reading  them.  But  I  may  point  out 
that  even  now  there  is  a  considerable 
migration  from  the  Scotch  Police  to  the 
English  Police,  and  tho  Government 
proposals  will  not  tend  to  atop  it.  I  will 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he 
cannot  see  his  way,  in  any  degree,  to 
accept  some  of  my  Amendments,  with 
the  view  of  assimilating  the  superannua- 
tion in  the  two  countries.  I  will  aimply 
formally  move  the  fii-st  of  my  Amend- 
ments. 

Amendment  proposed  in  Clause  1, 
page  1,  lino  21,  to  leave  out  twenty  and 
insert  15. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  twenty '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

(9.24.)  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I 
think  my  hon.  Friend  has  taken  a  course 
which  is  most  judicious  and  sensible  in 
the  Parliamentary  situation  in  which  he 
finds  this  Bill.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
stoutly  maintained,  both  here  and  else- 
where, that  the  figures  he  proposed  were 
really  the  proper  and  just  figures  in 
relation  to  the  police,  but  I  am  bound  to 
teU  him  that  I  view  the  matter  rather 
from    the    general  aspect    in   which  it 


1967 


Pdux 


{COMMONS} 


{Scotland)  BiU.  1968 


presents  itself.  We  have  already  dis- 
cussed the  subject  in  Committee  in  a 
very  fair  and  practical  way.  Tlie  Com- 
mittee was  fairly  repres'^^ntative  of  all 
Scottish  interests,  and  the  conclusions 
they  arrived  at  are  embodied  in  the  Bill 
aa  it  now  stands.  I  am  not  prepared  now 
to  go  bock  on  them.  On  the  contrary, 
BB  I  gather  from  the  o])iniou  c>f  my 
hon.  Friends,  as  well  as  that  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  they  are  a  fair  and 
reasonable  reward  for  the  police.  I  con- 
cur in  that  opinion,  and  as  regards  the 
practical  details,  there  is  only  one  point 
upon  which  I  shall  ask  the  Committee  to 
go  back,  and  that  is  the  question  of  2i 
instead  of  7  J  per  cent,  as  the  deduction 
in  the  case  of  superior  ofiBcers. 

(9.26.)  Mb.  HUNTER:  I  also  have 
an  Amendment  to  increase  the  period  to 
25  years,  but  as  I  find  on  examination 
that,  so  far  as  the  Pension  B\ind  is  con- 
cerned, there  is  extremely  little  differ- 
ence between  the  limits  of  20  and  25,  I 
shall  not  move  that  Amendment.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  weak  jioint'  in 
this  n.snperannnation  scheme  is  the 
medical  certificate.  If  you  give  men  a 
right  to  retire  at  a  certain  age, 
by  some  mystorous  process,  they  can 
always  get  the  necessary  medical  certifi- 
cate. There  is  no  doubt  when  a  police- 
man reaches  tlie  retiring  age,  he  will 
suddenly  find  that  his  constitution  is  not 
sufEciently  strong  for  his  work.  If  he 
retires  just  before  he  has  completed  20 
years'  service  he  gets  a  gratuity  of  about 
£116,  whereas  the  pension  he  is  entitled 
to  at  the  end  of  the  20  years  is  worth 
over  £400,  so  of,  course,  he  will  strive 
hard  to  serve  the  full  period. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(9.29.)  Dr.  CLARK:  I  think  some 
reason  should  be  given  for  the  difference 
which  is  made  by  these  Bills  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Scottish  constable  as  com- 
pared with  the  English  constable.  The 
work  which  the  Scottish  policeman  has  to 
perform  in  Glasgow,  for  instance,  is  far 
harder  than  in  London.  The  Scottish 
criminal  is  of  a  worse  type  than  the 
English  criminal.  He  is,  generally 
speaking,  stronger  physically,  and  de- 
fends himself  more.  The  constables  are 
in  consequence  assaulted  more  frequently, 
and  have  harder  work  altogether.  Tot 
the  English  policeman  is  to  be  entitled 
to  a  pension  at  46  years  of  age,  while 
Mr.  J,  P.  B.  RoberUon 


the  Scottish  policeman  requires  to  lie  55, 
As  this  might  touch  the  rates,  I  shall 
not  support  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  in  any  of  his 
Amendments.  We  must  permit  the  Go- 
vernment to  liave  for  the  same  descrip- 
tion of  officials  one  class  of  legislation  in 
England  and  another  in  Scotland,  and 
repeat  the  old  story  of  having  privileges 
given  to  England  and  Ireland — ^those  in_ 
the  case  of  Ireland  being  of  a  spec 
character — whilst  Scotland  is  left  aloii 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause   3    agreed    to,    with    Amend 
ments. 

Clause  4, 

Mb.  CALDWELL  :  I  move  the  secoil 
Amendment  standing  in  my  name. 

Amendment  moved.  Clause  4,  page 
3,  line  34,  at  end,  add 

"  But  not  leaa  than  15  years'  continuous  ap- 
proved lerrice  shall  be  in  the  force  from  which 
any  pension  is  claimed." — (Mr.  Caldunll.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  wor 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  cannot 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Clauses  4,  5,  6  and  7  agreed  to. 

Clause  8. 

(9.35.)  Mb.  HUNTER:  I  move 
leave  out  sub-section  "  c."  This  Amend- 
ment raises  rather  an  interesting  question 
as  to  the  status  of  the  police  after  they 
have  obtained  their  pensions.  Befi)re 
the  Select  Committee  a  proposal  was 
made  by  the  hon.  Memljer  for  Dundee 
practically  to  retain  the  pensioned  men 
as  a  kind  of  reserve  police,  available  for 
duty  on  Sundays  and  on  special  occasions. 
That  proposal  was  negatived,  and  th6 
question  that  now  arises  is  whether, 
when  a  policeman  has  completed  his 
time  and  obtained  his  pension,  he  should 
not  be  made  a  free  and  independent  man. 
The  sub-section  provides  that  the  pension 
shall  be  forfeited  if  the  grantee  refuses 
to  give  to  the  police  all  the  information 
and  assistance  in  his  power  for  the 
detection  of  crime,  apprehension  of 
criminals,  and  suppression  of  disturljance 
of  the  public  peace.  The  object  of  the 
clause  is  to  retain  the  service  of  the 
pensioned  police  as  auxiliaries.    I  do  not 
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entertain  any  strong  objection  to  tbat, 
but  I  object  to  imposing  sucli  a 
penalty  as  the  forfeiture  of  pension.  I 
attach  enorinons  importance  to  the 
security  of  the  pensions,  and  one  of  the 
points  in  the  Bill  of  which  I  most  ap- 
prove is  that  which  makes  pensions  a 
matter  of  right,  and  makes  them  a 
matter  of  property  rather  than  of  grace 
or  favour  to  be  continued  or  discon- 
tinued according  to  the  goodwill  of 
the  Local  Authority  for  the  time  being. 
It  strikes  me  that  in  London  this  sub- 
section might  operate  very  harshly  and 
injuriously.  Suppose,  for  example,  a 
policeman  who  has  served  in  the  Police 
Force  of  Glasgow  receives  a  pension  and 
retires  to  his  old  home  in  the  highlands, 
and  supposing  there  occurs  one  of  those 
disturliinces  which  call  for  the  interven- 
tion of  the  police,  if  the  pensioned  police- 
man does  nut  do  his  utmost  to  suppress 
the  disturbance  under  this  8ub-,section, 
the  Glasgow  Authority  may  stop  his 
pension.  Surely  such  a  pensioner  would 
be  placed  in  a  very  awkward  and 
invidious  position.  In  the  lirst  place  he 
will  have  arrived  at  au  age  when  it  is 
supposed  he  is  no  longer  fit  for  active 
service,  and  in  the  next  place  he  is  called 
upon  to  act  in  his  own  highland  home 
amongst  his  friends.  He  is  put  in  this 
dilemma,  that  he  must  either  sacrifice 
the  pension  he  has  earned  by  long  years 
of  service  or  he  must  raise  his  hand  as  a 
volunteer  auxiliary  to  assault  and  injure, 
perhaps  his  father  or  brother,  or 
other  near  relative.  It  seems  to  me 
that  under  this  BUI  cases  of  very  great 
hardship  must  arise  between  divided 
duty  on  the  part  of  the  pensioned  con- 
stable, and  I  would  ask  the  Government 
whether  it  is  worth  their  while  to  retain 
a  clause  of  this  sort.  It  can  ho  of 
extremely  small  utility  to  the  Police 
Force,  becaxise  the  supposition  is  that 
these  men  are  all  incapable  of  acting  as 
policemen.  It  may  bo  said  that  in  such 
a  case  as  that  I  have  referred  to  it 
would  not  be  comjiulsory  on  the 
Authority  in  Glasgow  to  take  away  the 
man's  pension,  but  the  dread  that  it 
may  be  taken  away,  and  the  uncertainty 
of  the  position,  are  evils  of  the  highest 
magnitude,  not  to  be  incurred  without 
some  adequate  or  sufficient  reason  of 
public  utility.  No  such  reason  is 
forthcoming,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that     while     on     the    ono    hand     we 


ought,  as  I  think  the  Committee 
upstairs  did,  carefully  scrutinise  the 
Bill  to  prevent  charges  being  put 
on  the  ratepayers,  on  the  other  hand, 
we  should  give  the  policemen  every  con- 
ceivable security  *hich  is  not  inconsistent 
with  the  principles  of  economy.  Finan- 
cially, I  think  the  clause  is  worth  nothing, 
ns  no  pension  fund  won  Id  be  affected  by 
its  loss,  and  even  at  the  tenth  hour  I 
would  still  appeal  to  the  Committee  to 
strike  the  clause  out  of  the  Bill,  and  to 
give  to  the  pensioners  that  feeling  of 
security  which  is  wortli  more  than  money 
itself. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clause  8,  page 
7,  line  16,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (c.)." 
— (Mr.  Hunter.') 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  Sub-section 
(c)  steuid  part  of  the  Clause." 

(9.42.)  Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I 
must  say  that  in  all  the  di.scussions  that 
toi^k  place  on  the  English  Bill,  I  thought 
that  on  the  sub-section  deaUug  with  the 
future  employment  of  ei-poUcemen,  the 
most  difficult  one  for  Members  to  make 
up  their  minds  upon,  looking  at  the  im- 
portant and  conflicting  arguments  we 
hoard.  There  is  on  the  one  side  the  danger 
tlmt  a  very  serious  political  power  may 
be  given  over  to  a  retired  [>oliceman, 
owing  to  these  words,  "  the  suppression 
of  any  disturbance  of  the  public  peace," 
but  on  the  other  band,  there  is  the 
serious  consideration  that  in  London  yon 
are  making  a  reserve  force  of  several 
thousand  men — almost  young  men  of 
between  41  and  50  years  of  age.  Those 
of  us  who  thought  that  the  London 
police  were  over  well  treated  in  this 
respect  were  not  very  unwilling  that 
these  men — who  are  like  officers  on  half- 
pay— should  be  called  on  to  act  in  case 
of  a  disturbance,  seeing  that  they  will 
be  as  efficient  as  the  ordinary  police. 
But  that  consideration  does  not  apply 
in  the  case  of  Scotland,  where  the  men 
will  be  broken  down  in  the  knees  and 
over  5f)  years  of  age,  and  very  little  use 
in  a  serious  disturbance.  Tlie  considera- 
tion, however,  felt  in  England  as  to  the 
danger  to  a  retired  policeman  who  might 
sympathise  with  some  strong  political 
or  social  movement  applies  equally 
to  Scotland,  particularly  highlands.  I 
shall  be  very  glad  if  the  Government 
will  agree  to  omit  the  part  of  the  sub- 
clause which  deals  with  the  suppression 
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of  disturbances  of  the  public  peace.  I 
should  certainly  be  very  unwilling  to 
Yote  for  the  omission  of  the  previous 
lines,  for  I  think  that  however  a 
pensioned  policeman  is,  he  is  bound  as  an 
ex-public  servant  to  do  all  he  can  for 
the  detection  of  crime  and  the  appre- 
hension of  criminals. 

(9.45.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  This  is 
one  of  the  points  on  which  I  hof)e  the 
Government  will  give  way.  I  have 
been  very  much  opposed  to  anything 
like  making  the  Bill  uniform  with  the 
English  measure,  because  I  have  felt 
tliat  if,  as  some  of  my  hon.  Friends 
think  should  be  the  case,  the  Bill  is 
levelled  up  to  the  English  measure,  it 
may  be  necessary  also  to  level  it  down 
to  tliat  measure.  I  ho|ie  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  not  find  himself  Ixiuud  by 
anytliiug  in  the  English  Bill,  and,  as  to 
this  sub  section,  having  had  as  wide  an 
experience  as  most  hon.  Members  of 
the  police  in  Scotland.  I  believe  that  it 
will  be  of  no  practical  value  whatever. 
I  think  it  will  be  open  to  grave  abuse, 
and  will  cause  great  irritation,  and  1 
therefore  trust  it  will  be  omitted. 

(9.47.)  Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Unark, 
N.E.)  :  I  am  unwilling  to  support  any 
material  alteration  to  the  Bill  as  it  stands, 
because  in  the  Select  Committee  we  gavo 
the  best  consideration  we  could  to  it,  and 
because,  in  spite  of  the  reproaches  some- 
times uttered  against  Scotch  Members, 
as  to  the  time  we  take  in  discussing 
Bills,  we  bid  fair  to-night  to  despatch  our 
business  with  more  expedition  than  our 
English  brethren  have  done.  But  I  would 
venture  to  repeat  a  suggestion  to  the 
Government  in  regard  to  this  subsection 
which  was  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen.  I  think  it  will  be  agreed  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the 
argument  that  a  pensioned  policeman 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  do  police 
duty  in  a  place  where  he  had  never 
served  as  a  policeman.  It  would  bo 
clearly  unfair  that  a  constable  enjoying 
a  pension  should  be  expected  to  act  as  a 
sort  of  spy  over  the  Police  Authorities 
in  a  different  jjart  of  the  country  to  that 
in  which  he  had  earned  his  pension. 
What  I  would  suggest  is  that  in  addition 
to  the  omission  of  the  words  objected  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridge  ton  Division  these  words 
should  be  added — 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan 


"  If  the  grantee  refuses  to  give  to  the  police 
all  the  information  and  asaiBtance  in  his  power 
withiD  the  police  area  of  the  force  in  which  he 
haa  last  served. " 

(9.50.)    Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON : 

The  Committee  considered  the  clause  as 
a  whole,  and  I  think  we  were  fairly 
unanimous  in  the  solution  we  found 
for  the  difficulties  we  had  to  en- 
counter. The  subject  was  discussed  in  a 
very  temperate  and  fair  manner.  In 
whose  interests  are  these  restrictions 
made  1  In  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers. It  is  not  likely  that,  say  a 
Town  Councillor  of  Glasgow,  would  strain 
a  point  against  a  man  who  had  served 
for  a  long  time  in  the  police  force  and 
had  had  a  pension  awarded  to  him.  I 
cannot  imagine  that  anything  but  a 
literal  view  would  1)0  taken  of  the 
clause.  I  sliall,  therefore,  oppose  any 
limitation  of  the  kind  suggested. 

(9.53.)  Mb.  hunter  :  It  has  been 
suggested  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
G.  Trevelyan)  that  instead  of  attacking 
the  whole  clause  I  should  limit  the 
Amendment  to  the  words,  "  for  the 
8upi)re8sion  of  any  disturbance  of  the 
pul)lic  peace."  I  accept  that  suggestion, 
and  I  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  my 
Amendment. 

(9.56.)  Db.  CLARK:  I  am  against 
the  principle  of  this  clause,  because  I 
think  that  if  a  man  has  served  till  he  is 
58  or  GO  years  of  age,  and  during  the 
time  of  Ilia  service  a  certain  proportion 
of  his  salary  has  been  deducted  he  has 
an  absolute  right  to  his  pension,  and  you 
ought  not  to  impose  these  conditions  any 
more  than  you  ought  in  the  case  of  an 
ex-Cabinet  Minister,  or  an  officer  of  the 
Army  or  Nav}',  or  a  Judge.  I  do  not 
see  why  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
should  withdraw  any  portion  of  his 
Amendment.  We  know  that  in  the 
highlands,  for  instance,  the  Police 
Authority  is  not  elected  by  the  people, 
but  to  the  extent  of  one-half  consists  of 
gentlemen  who  sit  by  right  of  property. 
There  may  be  disturbances  in  the  future 
as  there  have  been  in  the  past,  and  we 
know  that  the  police  sympathise  with  the 
people  in  their  grievances.  The  com- 
plaint has  been  generally  that  whilst  the 
local  police  sympathise  with  and  assist 
the  people,  foreign  police  are  sent  in  who 
adopt  a  very  different  attitude.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  meet  us 
a  little  on  this  point,  and  we  will  assist 
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him  with  the  Bill  aa  fiir  as  we  possibly 
can. 

(9.58.)  Mb.  a.  SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland) :  I  think  a  policeman  has 
an  aheolute  right  to  his  pension  after  he 
has  served  for  the  allotted  time.  On  this 
ground  I  object  to  the  sub-section,  and  I 
also  object  to  it  because  it  will,  if  carried, 
produce  a  set  of  informers  all  over  the 
country.  I  think  it  unfair  to  place  a 
retired  policeman  in  the  position  of  an 
informer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  tlie  Police  Authorities  of  Glasgow 
would  not  strain  this  power  against  the 
police.  That  seems  to  me  to  be  the 
strongest  argument  against  the  chiusc. 
because  if  it  is  to  be  of  no  effect  it  ought 
not  to  be  in  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witlidrawn. 

(9.59.)  Mb.  HUNTER:  I  now  beg 
to  move  the  insertion  of  "  and  "  after 
the  word  "  crime,"  so  as  to  enable  me  to 
propose  the  Amendment  in  its  modified 
form. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  7,  line 
17,  after  the  word  "  crime,"  to  insert  the 
word  "  and." — ( J/?-.  Hunter.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  and '  be  there  inserted." 

Dr.  CLARK :  Might  1  ask  whether, 
on  this  point,  the  Government  will  give 
way  to  us  ?  I  tliink  it  will  very  much 
facilitate  basino.sB  if  they  do. 

(10.0.)  Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
This  must  be  considered  with  regard  to 
Scotland  as  a  whole,  and  1  think  it  is 
not  unreasonable  to  exact  that  a  retired 
policeman  should  not  refuse  to  give  any 
assistance  ho  can  to  the  police.  1  hope 
the  House  will  not  give  effect  to  the 
notion  tliat  there  is  not  likely  to  be  fair 
play.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
reason  for  striking  oat  the  words.  All 
we  want  to  prevent  is  the  suggestion 
that  the  ratepayers  or  taxpayers  arc  sup- 
porting a  man  who  is  really,  by  his 
conduct,  adding  to  their  burdens. 

(10.4.)  Mr.FINLAY  (Inverness, etc.): 
I  do  not  look  on  these  words  as  imposing 
on  the  police  any  special  duty.  I  r^ard 
it  as  the  duty  of  every  citizen  to  give  to 
the  police  all  the  assistance  in  his  power. 
The  neglect  of  that  duty  on  the  part  of 
a  retired  policeman  would  not,  I  think, 
be  improperly  punished  by  the  with- 
drawal of  his  pension. 

VOL.  CCCXLVII.     [rarRP  sektes.] 


( 1 0.5.)  Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD :  I  hope 
my  hon.  Friend  will  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  divide  on  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT:  1  hope  the 
Government  will  give  way  on  the 
point.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  has  pointed 
out  most  distinctly  that  an  obligation  lies 
on  the  retired  policeman  as  on  other 
citizens  to  do  his  duty.  What  is  sug- 
gested by  this  snb-section  is  that  a  re- 
tired policeman  should  keep  himself  in 
reserve,  so  that  if  there  are  any  particular 
duties  to  do,  ho  may  be  called  away  from 
liis  ordinary  employment  to  do  them. 
For  instance,  a  man  might  be  sent  to 
Fraserburgh  or  Netherhead  during  the 
fishing  season  to  assist  in  keeping  the 
public  peace. 
*(10.6.)  Mb.  CHILDERS:  I  have 
followed  very  carefully  this  Debate  on 
what  is  a  purely  practical  question.  I 
put  it  to  myself  as  an  English  Magis- 
trate— supposing  in  the  district  where 
I  live,  there  were  a  number  of  old 
policemen  from  55  to  70  years  of  age 
living  on  their  pensions,  and  it  were 
necessary  to  take  steps  to  suppress  a 
disturbaJice  of  the  public  peace,  should 
one  naturally  call  upon  the  retired 
policemen  ?  I  think  not.  I  think,  how- 
ever, we  should  require  them  to  give  all 
the  assistance  they  could  in  the  detection 
of  crime,  but  not  expect  of  them  the 
physical  burden  of  putting  down  dis- 
torbers  of  the  peace  who  might  be  30 
years  their  juniors. 

(10.8.)  SiK  G.  CAMPBELL:  Con- 
sidering the  way  we  have  met  the  Go- 
vernment they  might  very  well  give 
way  to  the  feeling  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers on  this  small  point.  When  you 
come  to  the  question  of  the  disturbance 
of  the  public  peace  yon  touch  political 
questions.  The  clause  may  be  applied  in 
election  time,  or  in  the  case  of  Cnjfter 
disturbances. 
•(10.9.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The 
Government  would  bo  exceedingly  glad 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Scoteh  Mem- 
bers in  the  matter  if  it  were  possible  to 
do  so,  but  I  am  bound  to  point  out  that 
a  similar  provision  ha.s  already  been 
passed  in  the  English  Bill,  and  that  to 
strike  it  out  of  this  Bill  would  be  to 
make  a  difference  between  England  and 
Scotland,  which  is  not  desirable.  I  can- 
not think  that  any  injury  will  result 
from  the  retention  of  the  provisions.  It 
4  B 
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will  be  in  the  power  of  the  Police  Autho- 
rity to  deal  with  each  case  thst  arose, 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  any  injostioe 
will  under  any  circumstances  be  done  by 
retaining  the  provisioa  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  (Clackmannan, 
4c.)  :  There  are  a  great  many  differ- 
ences between  the  Scotch  and  English 
Bills.  There  are  differences,  for  instance, 
both  in  regard  to  age  and  scale  of  pen- 
sions. The  similarity  between  the  two 
Bills  in  this  respect  cannot,  therefore,  be 
cited  against  the  Scotch  Members. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  must  say  the  reason  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gives  for  refusing  the 
request  of  the  Scotch  Members  is  a  very 
bad  one.  The  very  fact  that  this  Bill 
is  different  in  principle  to  the  English 
Bill  is  surely  n  reason  for  making  a 
difference  in  a  matter  of  detail. 

•Mb.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  This 
clause  was  carried  by  probably  the  largest 
majority  obtained  in  the  Committee,  and 
the  matter  was  thoroughly  threshed  out. 
There  is  no  one  who  wishes  to  be  fairer 
to  the  policemen  than  myself,  but  on  the 
whole  I  think  this  clause  is  extremely 
fair. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON :  My  opposition 
is  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and,  there- 
fore, I  have  not  interfered  with  the 
details.  I  only  rise  now  to  remind  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  how  the 
subsequent  events  have  justified  the 
Motion  he  made  that  both  of  these  Bills 
should  be  referred  to  the  same  Com- 
mittee. The  First  Ijord  of  the  Treasury 
has  now  excused  himself  from  meeting 
wishes  of  the  Scotch  Members  on 
this  small  point  by  alleging  that  the 
English  Bill  contains  a  similar  provision. 
The  English  Bill  cannot  be  altered,  and 
tliat  fact  is  put  forward  as  a  justification 
for  refusing  to  yield  to  our  request. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Let  me  very 
respectfully  suggest  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  that  it  is  just  because  this 
Bill  very  materially  differs  from  the 
English  Bill  that  he  is  going  to  get  it 
through  so  amicably.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances 1  think  he  might  gfive  way. 

(lO.H.)  Mr.  hunter  :  There  is  one 
complete  answer  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  and  that  is :  that,  under  the 
Scotch  Bill,  tlie  men  will  not  be  super- 
annniited  until  they  are  5.5.  Under  the 
English  Bill  the  men  may  be  super- 
annuated eight  years  earlier.  The  hon. 
Mr.  W.  U.  Smith 


Member  for  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Hocier)  ia 
quite  in  error  as  to  the  views  of  the 
Committee  on  this  point.  It  is  true  the 
clause,  as  a  whole,  was  carried  by  a 
majority  of  12  to  4,  but  this  particular 
point  was  never  submitted  to  the  Com.- 
mittee  at  all.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treaaury  cannot  see  the  possibility  of 
any  person  suffering  any  injury.  That 
is  quite  right,  speaking  as  an  English- 
man from  an  English  point  of  view ;  but 
he  has  no  idea  of  the  depth  of  bitterness 
of  the  Scotch  Tory.  I  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  not  only 
possible,  but  probable,  that  injury  will 
be  done.  With  regard  to  suppression  of 
crime  I  give  way,  but  the  disturbance  of 
the  peace  is  a  totally  different  matter. 
It  is  likely  that  this  clause  will  be  utilised 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  deprive  men 
who  have  served  their  time  of  their 
pension.  That  is  quite  within  the  limits 
of  experience,  and  it  is  important  we 
should  give  to  the  Highlanders  the 
security  that  such  a  thing  cannot 
happen.  I  hope  that,  even  at  the  last 
moment,  the  Government  will  give 
way. 

(10.18.)  The  Committee  divided  :— 
Ayes  75;  Noes  127.— (Div.  List,  No. 
•235.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Clause  8,  as  amended,  stand  part 
of  the  Bm." 

(10.25.)  Dr.  CLARK  :  I  very  much 
regret  tlie  Government  have  not  seen  fit 
to  give  way  to  the  Scotch  Members  on 
this  point,  and,  as  a  means  of  expressing 
our  dissatisfaction,  we  must  oppose  the 
clause  altogether.  Personally,  I  consider 
the  clause  totally  unnecessary.  I  shall 
vote  against  the  Third  Reading,  but  I 
hold  that  if  you  give  police  constables  a 
pension  yuu  ought  not  to  take  it  away 
for  any  other  reason  than  you  take  away 
pensions  from  anyone  who  has  served  in 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Service. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  agreed  to. 

Clause  10. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
41,  to  leave  oat  all  after  "  shall  "  to  endj 
of  Clause,  and  insert — 

"iPrejndice  the  exiating  right  of  any  polica 
authority  to  dismiss  any  constable,  or  to  reduce 
him  to  any  lower  rank  or  lower  rate  of  pay,  or 
shall  prevent  his  claim  to  pension  from  being 
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nfuMd  on  •ecoant  of  miaoondaot  or  of  oegU- 
g«noe  in  the  discharge  of  hia  dutiea  or  on 
oocoont  of  any  of  the  grounds  on  which  hia 
panaion,  if  granted,  would  be  Uahle  to  be 
forfeited  and  withdrawn."  —  (Tht  Lord 
AdvoetU.) 

(10.34.)  Mb.  HUNTER:  I  do  not 
rise  to  object  to  these  words,  but  tr> 
remark,  this  Amendment  was  proposed 
in  the  Select  Committee,  and  was 
then  defeated  by  a  narrow  majority,  by 
the  casting  vote  of  the  Lord  Advocate 
faimaelf.  He  now  makes  the  proposal 
himself,  and  I  hope  he  will  take  no 
exception  to  the  renewal  of  other  pro- 
posals where  decisions  were  carried  in 
Committee  by  the  casting  vote  of  the 
Chairman.  When  we  come  to  a  Inter 
Amendment,  I  shall  invoke  the  precedent 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  now  setting. 

(10.35.)  Mb.  J.  P.  B.  BOBERTSON  : 
This  is  singularly  ungracious,  It  is  true 
that  decisions  were  arrived  at  in  Com- 
mittee by  narrow  majorities,  and  in 
several  instances  I  was  called  upon  to 
give  a  casting  vote.  But  1  have  cheer- 
fully given  way  where  I  thought  I  could 
do  so  in  the  public  interest,  and  to  meet 
any  generally  expressed  view.  I  shall 
make  no  oom])laint  of  any  snob  citation 
of  my  action. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  aa  amended,  agreed  ta 
Clause  11. 

(10.36)  Db.  CLARK:  Does  the  ex- 
pression "  Sheriff  "  include  tlie  Sheriff 
Snbstitate?  It  is  not  included  in  the 
definition  clause. 

(10.36.)  Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
According  to  my  recollection  of  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  the  expression  does  include 
the  Sheriff  Substitute. 

(10.37.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  Bat 
I  think  that  is  undesirable.  The  Sheriff 
is  a  great  officer,  and  though  I  do  not 
■ay  a  word  to  derogate  from  the  dignity 
of  the  Sheriff  Substitute,  he  does  not 
oocnpy  that  high  position  an  ot&cial 
shoald  have  if  he  is  to  over-rule  the 
Looal  Authorities  in  a  great  burgh.  I 
think  this  function  should  be  confined  to 
the  Sheriff. 

(10.38.)  Mb.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  entirely 
diflagre«  with  my  hon.  Friend.  The 
Sheriff  Substitute  is  present  in  the 
district,  and  we  look  to  him  in  all 
practical  business  of  this  kind,  but  the 
Sheriff  is  sometimes  a  political  opponent 


with  whom  we  have  differences  of  opinion. 
I  am  sure  Scottish  feeling  will  be  in 
feivour  of  including  the  Sheriff  Sub- 
stitute, 

(10.38.)  De.  CLARK :  I  am  strongly  I 
desirous  that  the  phrase  should  include 
the  Sheriff  Substitute,  and  if  there  is 
imy  doubt  on  this  point,  I  would  suggest 
an  addition  hero  or  in  the  definition 
clause.  The  working  Judge  is  the 
Sheriff  Substitute,  the  Sheriff  is  but  an 
ornamental  official,  and  his  appointment 
often  but  a  political  job. 

(10.38.)  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
I  fiind  I  am  quite  right  in  my  interpre- 
tation ;  the  expression  "  Sheriff  "  includes 
Sheriff  Substitute. 

Clauses  11  and  12  agreed  to. 

Clause  13. 

(10.39.)  Mb.  CALDWELL:  The 
Amendment  I  have  to  propose  is  with 
the  object  of  providing  that  no  constable 
in  receipt  of  a  pension  shall  be  appointed 
to  an  office,  the  remuneration  for  which 
is  provided  by  moneys  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment or  raised  by  the  rates.  It  is  quite 
conceivable  that  a  policeman  might,  after 
receiving  a  pension,  be  appointed  to  an 
office  paid  for  out  of  the  rates,  and  thus 
receive  better  payment  than  he  actually 
received  when  a  younger  man  in  fuU 
active  employment  in  the  force. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  8,  line 
32,  to  leave  out  "  If  a,"  and  insert 
"  No."— {Mr.  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  that  the  words 
'  If  a  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

(10.40.)  Mb,  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
I  think  the  restriction  in  the  Bill 
represents  the  general  view  of  the 
Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  question  proposed 
"  That  Clause  13  stand  part  of  the  Bill."' 

(10.41.)  Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  took  the  opinion  of  the  House  on  an 
Amendment  to  omit  a  similar  clause  in 
the  English  Bill,  and  the  English  Bill 
is  much  better  than  the  Scotch  Bill  in 
many  respects.  Possibly  Scotch  Mem- 
bers may  be  willing  to  accept  the 
exclusion  of  this  clause. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  agreed  to. 
4  B  2 
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Clause  15. 

(10.42.)  Mr.  J.  P.  SMITH  (Unark, 
Particle)  :  In  view  of  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment standing  next  to  mine  for  deleting 
the  sub-section,  for  the  insertion  of 
which  I  and  others  voted  under  a  mis- 
apprehension, I  do  not  propose  to  move 
my  Amendment  standing  next. 

(10.42.)  Mb.  HUNTER:  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  move  his  Amendment 
I  will  move  it  for  him.  What  I  wish  to 
bring  about  is  this,  and  if  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hoii.  Member  opposite 
accomplishes  the  end  I  have,  I 
need  not  move.  In  Committee 
it  was  agreed  that  the  deductions 
from  the  officers  should  be  7 A  pcT 
cent.  If  the  pi-ojxwition  had  been  5  per 
cent.,  I  should  have  voted  for  it,  for  that, 
I  think,  is  the  proper  sum  to  be  deducted. 
Then  an  Amendment  was  proposed  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lanark,  that  an 
officer  should  not  suffer  any  deduction 
beyond  2  J  per  cent.,  a  proposal  I  am 
bound  to  say,  I  could  not  agree  with. 
Nearly  the  whole  of  the  Committee 
agreed  that  there  should  be  a  substantial 
distinction  between  the  contributions  of 
the  officers  of  the  constables  and  ser- 
geants. The  argument  used  to  induce 
us  to  give  pensions  to  constables  and 
sergeants  has  no  application  to  officers. 

•Mb.  HOZIER  :  May  I  ask  to  wliat 
Amendment  the  hon.  Member  is  speak- 
ing 1 

Thk  CHAIRMAN:  I  undorst^nd  the 
hon,  Member  projxises  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Partick  Division. 

•Me.  HOZIER :  1  do  not  think  he  is 
speaking  to  it. 

Mb.  hunter  :  I  was  mistaken  as  to 
the  particular  Amendment. 

•(10.43.)  Mb.  HOZIER:  I  beg  to 
move  my  Amendment.  The  increaae 
of  pay  when  a  member  of  the  force  is 
promoted    from   the    rank   of    sergeant 

to  inspector  is  so  slight 

AlB.  HUNTER :  On  a  point  of  order, 
Sir,  I  wish  to  move  and  omit  the  words 
"  seven  and  a  half,"  and  insert  "  five." 
Shall  I  be  precluded  from  doing  that  by 
the  result  of  the  Amendment  thi'  hon. 
Member  is  about  to  move  1 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  will  put  the 
Amendment  in  such  a  form  that  the 
lion.  Member's  right  will  remain. 


•Mb.  HOZIER:  The  intention  of  my 
Amendment  simply  is  that  officers  of 
superior  rank  shall  not  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  7i  per  cent.,  but  only  2i  per 
cent,  like  the  rest  I'f  the  force.  I 
think,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was  a 
genexal  agreement  upon  this  in  Com- 
mittee. The  figures  gave  a  majority  of 
two  for  the  Amendment,  which  was  car- 
ried, but,  certainly,  two  hon.  Members 
voted  under  u  misapprehension.  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  agree  to  the  deletion 
of  the  sub-section. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
9,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  every  o€Scep 
above  the  rank  of  sergeant  liable  at  tho 
rate  of. "-(Mr.  Hazier.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  jwrt  of  the 
Question." 

(10.44.)  Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON : 
I  think  the  decision  of  the  Committev  is 
one  that  cannot  be  maintained,  and  if  it 
it  were  necessary  to  dwell  upon  that,  I 
could  give  some  figures  that  would  be 
absolutely  convincing.  At  the  same 
time,  I  desired  to  ascertain,  as  far  aa  I 
could,  tho  prevalent  opinion  among 
Scotch  Members,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  able 
to  gather,  no  one  is  in  favour  of  7i  per 
cent.,  and  I  think  that  figure  is 
untenable.  In  point  of  fact,  it  would 
reduce  the  pay  of  an  inspector  of  the 
lowest  nink  below  that  of  a  sergeant  of  a 
highest  rank  for  a  period  qf  five  years. 
The  pay  of  an  inspector  nf  the  second  ^^- 
raiik  being  £90  reduced  by  7^  per  cent.^H 
will  be  £83  5b.,  while  that  of  a  sergeant ^^ 
of  the  highest  rank  reduced  by  2.J  per 
cent,  will  be  net  £83  9s.  Such  a  state- 
ment is  quite  enough  to  blow  7i  per 
cent,  out  of  the  water.  The  preponder- 
ating opinion  is,  I  think,  in  favour  of  5 
per  cent.,  but  I  think  it  would  bo  well 
for  the  Committee  to  avoid  a  distinction 
which  involves  no  advantage  from  a 
financial  point  of  view,  and  may  result 
in  an  irritating  effect  upon  the  Service. 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  agree  to  the 
general  reduction  all  round  being  2^  per 
cent. 

(10,45.)  Mr.DONALDCRAWFORD: 
So  far  OS  1  um  able  to  ascertain,  I  think 
the  general  feeling  is  in  favour  of  5  per 
cent.,  and  I  should  be  quite  willing  to 
concede  that.  I  think  most  of  us  in  the 
Select  Committee  were  under  the  im- 
pression that  salaries  rise  more  i-apidly 
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'n  the  higher  grades  than  they  actually 
do,  But,  at  the  same  time,  1  feel  strongly 
that,  even  in  the  case  of  constables, 
21  per  cent,  is  a  very  small  contribution 
indeed  towards  earning  a  pension,  and 
financial  authorities  have  remarked 
upon  this.  I  think  that  in  the  higher 
salaries,  it  is  reasonable  to  fix  the  con- 
tributions at  5  per  cent.  I  think  we 
ought  to  look  at  the  financial  side  of  the 
question,  although  the  Lord  Advocate 
seems  to  think  that  is  unnecessary.  The 
scheme  is  really  a  different  scheme  to 
that  presented  to  us  on  the  Second  Bead- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  p.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  did  not 
say  it  was  unnecessary  to  look  at  the 
fiuaucial  side  of  the  question,  all  I  said 
was  that  the  difference  w!i«  so  siiiaJl  that 
it  could  not  be  said  t(i  have  any  bearing 
on  the  actuarial  wilculatidn. 

Mb.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  :  I  am 
not  quite  sure  that  it  requires  to  be  made 
out  by  figures,  but  we  are  not  entitled  to 
disregard  any  part  of  the  financial  posi- 
tion, liaN-ing  in  view  the  position  at  the 
end  of  30  years,  and  the  probible  increase 
of  the  Force  with  the  increase  of  popula- 
tion. 1  do  not  think  we  are  entitled  to 
throw  away  any  just  source  of  income, 
and  I  think  in  these  cases  5  per  cent,  is 
not  an  unreasonable  contribution. 

♦Mb.  HOZIER  :  The  actuarial  calcula- 
tions put  bt^fore  us  in  Committee  were 
based  on  the  distinct  understanding  that 
no  one  jjaid  more  than  2^  per  cent. 

(10.47.)  Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I 
hold  that  the  view  taken  in  Committee 
had  no  reference  to  actuarial  calculations 
at  all ;  it  turned  upon  matters  of  equity 
and  fair  play  as  between  various  mem- 
bers of  the  Force.  It  was  represented 
that  the  men  who  retired  on  high  pen- 
sions, the  men  in  the  higher  branches  of 
the  Service,  would  be  contributing  a  very 
much  smaller  projwrtion  towards  their 
pensions  tlian  the  less  fortunate  in- 
dividuals who  had  never  emerged  from 
the  lower  ranks.  I  have  not  the  figures 
now,  but  they  show  a  startling  dispro- 
portion a^inst  the  poorer  men,  and  in 
favour  of  those  who,  after  promotion, 
retire  on  the  higher  jiensions,  having 
contributed  on  the  lower  scale  during 
nearly  the  wliole  of  their  terms  of 
service. 

(10.48.)  Mb.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  am 
not  quite  sure  whether  my  hon.  Friend 
has  considered  that  these  superior  ofiBcors 


above  the  rank  of  sergeant  will  contri- 
bute to  the  age  of  60,  and  others  only 
to  55.  I  am  bound  to  say  I  think  it  is 
rather  hard  that  a  fine  should  be  put 
upon  the  men  who  rise.  Is  it  not  suf- 
ficient that  they  have  to  serve  another 
tive  years?  I  think  the  2J  per  cent. 
might  be  maintained.  I  confess  I  have 
sympathy  witli  the  idea  of  chai'g^ng 
more  when  a  man  gets  to  the  higher 
nite  of  pay,  but  here  it  must  be  pointed 
out  that  our  pay  is  not  uniform,  and 
some  men  who  have  not  risen  above  the 
rank  of  sergeant  will  get  as  high  pay  as 
Inspectors  in  some  instances.  It  is  less 
a  matter  of  pay  than  of  grade  and  merit. 
I  think  2i  per  cent,  might  be  adopted, 
and  that  it  is  scarcely  worth  while  con- 
testing the  p>oint. 

(10.49.)  Me.  HUNTER:    I  base  my 
consideration  of  the  jxiint  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  justice  and  fair  play  between  the 
iifBcers  and    the  men,   and  between  the 
jjolice  and  the  public  at  large.     If  this 
were  a  fund  upon  which  pensions  were 
to  depend,  and  these  were  to  be  measured 
by   the   amount   of  oontributionp,   it  is 
obvious  that  proportionately  much  higher 
contributions   would   be  required  from 
the  officers  than  from  the  men.     But  the 
Government    arc   granting    £40,000    a 
year,  and  the  contributions  of  the   meuj 
are  but  a  fifth  or  sixth  of  the  amount  tliey  ' 
will  receive.     It  may  fairly  be  contended 
that  the  Government  should  not  make  a 
proportionately    larger  contribution   to- 
wards the  pensions  of  the   officers  than 
the  pensions   of    the   men.     There   are 
these  consideration.s  also,  that   the  wear 
and  tear  and  exhaustion  by  exposure  to 
iUl  weathers   is  greater  among  the   men 
than  among   the  officers ;  also  that  the 
wages  paid  the  men  are  not  sufficient 
to  enable  them  to  .make  any  provision 
for  old  age,  but  that  is  not  so  with  the 
ofticers,  whose  pay  exceeds  the  income  of 
many   men  of  middle   class.     There    is 
certainly  no  argument  ad  misericordiam 
for  the  officers.     It  is  fair  they  should 
contribute  a  larger  sum  than  the  men, 
and  my  opinion  is,  that  if  the  proceedings 
in  Committee  had  been  conducted  with 
more  deliberation,  5  per  cent,  would  have 
been   inserted.      With  regard  to   what 
the  hon.  Member    for  Lanark  has  said 
as  to  two  Members   of   the   Committee 
having    changed  their    opinions,    I   do 
not  think  we  can  toko  account  of  that, 
because      if     they      are     hci-e,     they 
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can  explain  their  position,  and  if  they 
are  absent,  it  is  not  well  that  their  views 
should  be  represented  by  proxy.  It  is 
within  the  power  of  the  Government,  of 
course,  to  upset  the  decision  of  the  Select 
Committee,  but  I  think  it  would  more 
conduce  to  progress  and  the  harmony  of 
our  proceedings  if  they  accepted  the 
compromise  of  5  per  cent. 

(10.52.)  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON: 
Throughout  the  proceedings  before  the 
Committee  I  stated,  as  I  did  also  in  pri- 
vate communications  to  Members,  that  I 
should  a.sk  tlio  House  upon  this  point  ta 
go  back  upon  the  Knding  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

(10.52.)  Mb.  J.  P.  SMITH :  I  may 
explain  that  in  Committee  figures  were 
put  before  us  which  seemed  to  show  that 
the  pay  of  the  ins[)ector  was  three  times 
that  of  tho  ordinary  constable,  £100  to 
jE33,  and  upou  that  it  was  estimated  the 
contribution  of  the  inspector  should  be 
three  times  that  of  the  constable.  But 
on  further  examination  of  the  figures,  it 
appeared  that  the  difference  in  pay  was 
as  10  to  eight,  or  £100  a  year  to  SSs.  a 
week.  The  fact  is,  the  rise  in  pay  is 
extremely  gradual  in  the  grades  of  the 
Scotch  Police  Force,  and  this  sudden 
increase  in  contribution  would  reverse 
the  positions  as  regards  pay  in  some 
instances. 

(110.)  Mb.  ESSLEMONT:  I  may 
point  out  that  this  provision  will  work 
very  unequally.  In  some  counties  the 
inspector  gets  only  28s.  per  week,  and 
yon  will  deduct  5  per  cent,  of  his  pay, 
while  the  constable,  who  in  another  town 
--gets  SOs.  ft  week,  will  pay  only  2J  per 
cent. 

Amendment  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  15,  ^reed  to. 

Clause  16. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  16, 
page  9,  line  25,  to  leave  out  "  stoppages 
and."— (ifr.  Caldwdl.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

(11.5.)  Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
I  think  this  matter  was  sufficiently 
discussed  in  Committee,  and  the  clause 
as  now  framed  is  a  fair  compromise.  It 
met  with  general  approval  in  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  hope  it  will  not  again 
Mr.  Hunter 


be  discussed  here.  The  SooU-li  Authori- 
ties are  well  treated  under  this  BilL 
Glasgow,  for  instance,  will  be  a  great 
gainer  by  the  arrangement  now  pro- 
posed, for  its  rates  will  be  relieved  of  a 
charge  of  something  like  £1,200  a  year 
for  pensions.  I  do  trust  this  Committee 
will  accede  to  what,  after  all,  is  a  settle- 
ment of  matters  of  detail,  and  not  en- 
gage in  a  mighty  amuunt  of  discassioi 
about  a  very  small  affair. 

(11.6.)  Dk.  CLARK:  It  seems  to 
me  that  Clauses  16  and  19  are  closely 
allied  to  each  other,  but  the  Debate  will 
tiike  place  on  the  latter.  If  you  pass  it, 
you  will  make  the  police  rate  liable  for 
any  deficiency.  This  scheme  will  entail 
a  lot  (if  intricate  book-keeping,  but  I 
think  we  had  better  give  a  trial  to  the 
arrangement  proposed. 

( 1 1 .«.)  Mr.  J.  p.  B.  ROBERTSON : 
We  went  carefully  into  this  matter  in 
Committee,  and  I  must  say  that  this 
suggestion  did  not  meet  with  any 
support. 

Mr  ESSLEMONT:  1  may  explain 
that  there  were  originally  sab-sectiona 
giving  the  police  an  interest  in  certain 
convictions.  I  thought  that  a  viciooB 
principle  and  one  altogether  undesir- 
able to  be  introduced  into  the  BiU.  I 
can  see  no  objection  to  these  small  con- 
tributions going  into  the  Police  Fund, 
which,  I  thiuk  is  their  projier  destina- 
tion ;  and  1  hope  the  compromise,  which 
I  think  was  a  fair  one,  will  bo  accepted 
by  the  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  agreed  to. 

Clause  17. 

(11.9.)  Mb.  CALDWELL:  In  this 
clause  I  desire  to  substitute  in  line  2,  j 
page  11,  the  words  "two  months"  for 
"  thirty  days."  My  reason  is  that  the 
County  Council  Authoritit'S  in  Scotland 
do  not,  in  consequence  of  the  great  dis- 
tance, find  London  easily  accessible,  and, 
in  the  event  of  this  scheme  for  the  dis-  I 
tribntion  of  the  grant  not  proving 
acceptable  to  them,  30  days  would 
scarcely  be  sufficient  to  enable  them  to 
make  the  necessary  representations 
against  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  7, 
page  11,  line  2,  to  leave  out^  "thirty 
days,"' and  insert  "two  mouths." — (Mr. 
Caldwdl.) 
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Questiou  propijsed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  ont  stand  \fvei  of  the 
Olanse." 

(11.10.)  De.  CLARK:  This  may 
seem  a  trifling  matter,  but  it  is  very  im- 
portant— Scotch  County  Councils  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  tlie 
scheme. 

(11.11.)  Mk.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : 
The  subject  of  regulations  providing  for 
these  and  other  schemes  is  a  somewhjvt 
complicated  one,  and  i.s  governed  by  such 
a  consideration,  among  others,  fia  the 
period  at  whicli  Parliament  sits.  In 
order  to  preserve  uniformity  of  s)-stem 
the  period  of  30  days  was  introduced,  but, 
personally,  I  have  no  strong  feeling  on 
the  subject. 

(11.12.)  Mb.  BUCHANAN:  I  think 
it  is  very  desirable  the  period  should  be 
extended  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there 
is  sometimes  ft  fortnight's  vacation  at 
Whitsuntide  or  Easter. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Very 
well,  for  the  present  I  will  accept  the 
term  of  two  months,  on  the  understanding 
that  if  I  find,  on  inquiry,  it  is  incon- 
venient, we  shall  revert  to  the  former 
proposal. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  1 7,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  agreed  to. 

Clause  19. 

(11.15.)  Mb.  J.  P.  SMITH;  I  think 
that  if  the  Amendment  I  have  to  move 
on  this  clause  is  carried,  it  will  remove 
the  only  possible  ground  of  attack 
against  the  Bill.  I  believe  that  under 
the  scheme,  there  will  be  no  liability  on 
the  Police  Fund  for  many  years,  but,  if 
it  should  arise,  it  ought  to  be  removed, 
and  the  acceptance  of  this  Amendment 
will  get  rid  of  any  difficulty  which  may 
be  felt  in  regard  to  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  29,  "  to  leave  outSub-section  (1)."— 
{Mr.  Parker  Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section 
(1)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

(11.16.)  Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON: 
I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  opposite 
tiiiat  what  took  place  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee has  practically  established  what  1 
ventured  to  assure  the  House  on  the 
Second  Reading — namely,  that  there 
will  be  no  burden  cast  on  the  rates  in 


the  ordinary  case  until  a  period  which 
may  be  roughly  represented  as  about 
.30  years.  I  believe  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sfit  on  the  Committee  \ 
were  on  the  whole  satisfied  that  that  iff] 
the  case.  At  the  same  time,  one  has  toj 
deal  with  a  problem  which  is  not 
matter  of  alwolutc  certainty.  We  have 
to  take  itvto  account  the  fact  that  the 
actuarial  calculations  upon  which  we  all 
relied,  are  liable  to  the  fluctuations  and 
incidents  of  the  number  of  funds  which 
have  to  be  dealt  with.  I  am  aware  that 
some  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
think  that  those  difficulties  might  have 
been  avoided  if  we  had  a  central  fund. 
It  is  conceivable  that  even  the  best 
actuarial  calculation  may  prove  to  be 
fallacious.  I  put  it  to  the  Committee 
whether  it  is  wise  to  infuse  any  doubt  as 
to  the  sufficiency  of  the  rights  conferred 
on  the  constables.  1  do  not  think  it 
would  be  a  satisfactory  or  business-like 
way  of  dealing  with  a  aise  of  this  kind, 
if  we  were  to  set  up  a  fund,  and  say 
that  that  is  all  we  Iiave  to  go  upon,  and 
that  nobody  shall  be  liable  beyond  it. 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  not  look 
upon  this  question  as  one  of  more  than 
theoretical  interest.  I  am  satisfied  that 
Members  of  the  Select  Committee  and 
Members  of  the  House  are  convinced  that 
to  throw  the  ulimate  liability  on  the 
rates  is  not  to  indicate  the  slightest 
doubt  as  to  the  solid  ground  we  are 
upon. 
•(11.18.)  Mr.  CHILDERS:  On  the 
whole,  lilthough  not  without  doubt,  I 
think  it  would  be  well  to  adopt  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
Police  Fund,  as  a  whole,  will  always  be 
solvent,  and  this  Mr.  Finlaison  fully  ad- 
mitted, especially  after  the  changes  msMle 
in  the  Schedule.  It  is  therefore  useless 
to  give  it  an  additional  security,  which 
would  be  misunderstood,  and  may  have 
the  effect  of  interfering  with  strict 
economical  management.  1  hope  the 
Government  will  yield  this  point  to  the 
general  feeling  of  Scotch  Members. 

(11.22.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  I  think 
it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  those  who 
will  receive  the  benefit  that  an  assurance 
should  be  given  to  the  constituencies  in 
Scotland  that  there  will  be  no  local  rate 
for  this  purpose.  This  is  a  most  impor- 
tant clause.  On  the  general  principle  of 
the  Bill  I  have  hitherto  supported  the 
Gh)vemment,   but   I   have  always  oon- 
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tended  that,  before  imposing  any  burden 
on  the  i-ates,  the  ratepayers  ought  to  be 
consulted.  The  sum  offered  by  the 
Government  for  the  sujjerannuation  of 
the  police  should  be  devoted  to  that 
purpose,  bat  we  ought  not  to  impart  any 
degree  of  uncertainty  into  the  matter. 
The  people  of  Scotland  should  understand 
that  the  Government  cannot  deprive 
them  of  tliis  source  of  revenue,  without 
providing  another  source.  The  Lord 
Advocate  has  assured  us  that  there  is 
no  fear  of  losiiig  the  source  from  which 
the  money  is  supplied,  and  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman,  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Edinburgh,  has  intimated  that, 
with  economical  management,  the  fund 
will  suffice.  With  such  opinions  in  his 
favour,  I  hope  my  hou.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Partick  will  press  his  Amend- 
ment. I  hope  the  Government  will  see 
tliat  there  i.s  no  danger  in  giving  way  on 
this  point,  and  tliat  they  will  accept  the 
Amendment. 

•(11.25.)  Mb.  HOZIER:  The  hon. 
Member  seems  very  tender  hearted  to- 
wards the  ratepayers  on  a  theoretical 
jKjiut,  but  he  nevertheless  allowed  him- 
self to  be  led  on  another  occasion  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem)x<r  for 
Stirling  Burghs,  who  S|)eak8  about  "  the 
naked  brutality  of  the  relief  of  the  rates." 
(11.26.)  Mn.  HUNTER:  In  the 
Committee  the  retention  of  the  clause 
was  decided  by  the  casting  vote  of  the 
Lord  Advocate.  I  certainly  object  to 
throwing  the  ultimate  liability  on  the 
ratepayers.  There  will  be  constant 
pressure  put  upon  the  Local  Authorities 
to  make  the  conditions  of  pensions  less 
hard,  and  if  they  have  the  fathomless 
dcptlis  of  the  ratepayers'  pockets  behind 
them,  the  Local  Authorities  may  be 
tempted  to  yield  to  that  pressure. 
Besides,  it  should  bo  remembered 
that  these  authorities  are  often  very 
much  under  the  control  of  the  head  police 
officers.  It  was  proved  before  the  Com- 
mittee that  it  was  almost  impossible  tliat 
the  sum  of  ^£40,000  to  be  granted  by  the 
Government  will  be  exceeded,  and  that 
constitutes  another  reason  why  they 
should  accept  this  Amendment.  If  the 
Government  had  only  oontribated  to  the 
Pension  Fund  in  the  same  proportion  as 
the  most  liberal  railway  companies  con- 
tribute to  their  employds'  funds,  the 
grant  would  not  have  exceeded  X20,000 
annually,  whereas  it  is  to  be  double 
Air,  EimleniuiU 


that  amount ;  therefore  they  are  treating 
the  police  most  liberally  in  this  matter. 
The  difficulty  of  those  of  us  who  have 
been  supporting  the  Government  in  that 
matter  is  that,  if  tliis  Amendment  is  not 
accepted,  we  shall  be  unable  to  justify 
these  proposals  to  our  constituents,  who 
will  see  that  the  police  are  being  dealt 
with  with  enormous  liberality,  and  who 
will  not  be  satisfied  unless  they  arc  assured 
thiit  not  a  single  penny  of  the  charge 
will  fall  on  the  rates.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  not  persist  in  the 
course  they  have  adopted,  but  will  allow 
the  Amendment  to  bo  adopted. 

(11.30.)  The  Committee  divided  :— 
Ayes  136  ;  Noes  77.— (Div.  List,  No. 
236.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  20  and  21  ^recd  to. 

Clause  23. 

(1 1.40.)  Me.  hunter  :  I  beg  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  this  clause.  Clause  23, 
page  14,  line  12,  leave  out  the  words 
"  or  part."  The  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment is  to  prevent  the  Local  Authority 
from  returning  to  the  constables  some 
indefinite  and  undetermined  portion  of 
their  contributions.  T  cannot  see  the 
necessity  for  introducing  such  an  ele- 
ment of  doubt  and  ambiguity.  I  hopo,  I 
therefore,  my  Amendment  will  be  J 
accepted. 

♦Mb.  CHILDERi! :  This  question  is  one 
that  was  very  fully  discussed  on  a  former 
occasion,  and,  for  my  own  part,  I  should 
be  disposed  to  give  the  Local  Autho- 
rities a  certain  amount  of  latitude  in  this  J 
matter. 

Mk.  BARCLAY  (Forfar):  I  think 
that,  seeing  how  vague  and  ambiguous 
is  the  proposal  as  it  stands  in  this  Bill, 
the  Government  might  consent  to  thej 
omission  of  these  words. 

(11.42.)  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  : ' 
As  has  just  been  stated,  this  matter  has 
already  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
Committee,  and  I  may  remind  hon. 
Members  that  as  the  Bill  originally 
stood,  it  merely  enabled  the  Local 
Authority  to  return  these  contributions 
by  using  the  word  "  may,"  but  the  Com- 
mittee still  further  strengthened  the 
clause  by  inserting  the  word  "  shall,"  so 
as  to  enforce  the  provision.  It  was 
thought  that  having  in  that  way 
strcugthoued  thu  right  of  the  coustablo 
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the  object  of  this  part  of  the  clause  was 
snfiBcientlj  guarded. 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  words  'or  purt'  stiind  part  of  the 
Clause,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Bill  reported. 

(12.5.)  Mb.  J.  P.  a  ROBERTSON  : 
Perhaps  the  House  will  agree  to  take  the 
Report  now. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  Bill  bo  now  considered." — 
(T/te  Lord  Advocate). 

Mk.  CALDWELL :  One  or  two  of  ns 
who  did  not  press  our  Amendments  in 
Committee  have  a  few  words  to  aay  on 
the  Third  Rt-ading,  and  we  object  to  the 
Third  Reading  being  taken  now. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  considered  ; 
to  be  road  the  third  time  to-morrow. 

LOCAL     TAXATION      (CUSTOMS      AND 
KXCISK)  DUTIES  BILL.— (No.  40i,) 
Order  for  Third  Readiug  read. 

•(12.7.)  Thk  PRESIDENT'  ok  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMLWT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  : 
This  being  a  Money  Bill,  1  hope  the 
House  will  jjcrmit  some  verbal  Ajiiend- 
mente  to  be  made.  I  think  it  will  be  of 
advantage. 

Several  verbal  Amendments  made. 

•(12.12.)  Mk.  RITCHIE:  I  beg  to 
propose  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  f.liird 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — (J/r.  Ritchie.) 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  I  do  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  opposing  the  Third 
Reading,  but  with  the  object  of  pointing 
.ont  the  {xwition  taken  up  by  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  occasion  of  the  Second 
Rending.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  then  pointed  out 
that  if  the  licensing  clauses  were  dropped 
the  whole  Bill  would  go. 

•Mb.  RITCHIE:  I  b^  the  hon. 
Member's   pardon.      It  may  save    him 


some   trouble   if    I   deny  having   madel 
such  an  assertion.      What  I   said  waal 
that  if  any  Amendments  wei"e  adopt 
which  would  alter  the  chanvctor  of  the 
Bill  the  measure  would  be  dropped. 

(12.13.)  Mb.  CALDWELL:  The, 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  on  the  Second  | 
Reading — 

"  Unqueationably  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
B&rrow  is  suoceaaf al  io  hia  onalaaght  the  whole 
Bill  will  have  to  go,  and  none  of  the  powers, 
which  I  think  are  universally  approved,  will 
go  into  the  hands  of  the  Local  Authorities." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  made 
other  observations  to  the  same  effect, 
and  I  think  that  it  is  perfectly  obvious 
that  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  was 
carried  on  the  pledge  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  in  the  event  of  the  licensing 
clauses  being  defeated  the  whole  Bill 
would  go.  I  think  that  is  the  plain 
interpretation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's words.  Well,  the  licensing 
clauses  have  gone,  the  Government 
having  practically  been  defeated  by  Mr. 
Caine.  Tlie  whole  object  of  putting 
on  the  additional  taxes  was  to  pro- 
vide funds  for  the  compensation  of 
publicans,  and  the  balance  was  dis- 
tributed for  other  pur|)08e8.  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  Government,  having  got 
the  money  and  brought  forward  the  Bill 
for  an  express  purpose,  it  is  a  breach  of 
faith  with  the  House  and  the  country  to 
proceed  with  the  measure  when  they 
declare  that  in  the  event  of  the  com- 
peiisation  clauses  being  dropped  tho 
whole  Bill  will  go. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  No  declaration  of  tho 
kind  was  ever  made.  It  was  said  that 
if  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  on  the  Second  Reading  was 
carried  the  whole  Bill  would  go ;  but 
the  two  matters  are  entirely  different. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  I  have  read  tho 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  ef  the  Local  Ghjvemment 
Board,  and  the  public  can  form  their 
own  opinion.  As  to  the  education 
question,  the  Government  were  very 
anxious  on  the  clauses  dealing  with  the 
Scotch  portion  of  the  money  that  it 
should  only  be  applied  for  the  purpose  of 
freeing  education  in  the  compulsory 
standai'ds,  bat  it  has  been  pointed  cat 
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that  in  the  great  majority  of  schoola—  in 
all  but  98  — the  school  fees  are  abolished 
in  all  the  compalsory  standards  already, 
and  that  the  grant  under  the  Bill  will  go 
for  the  parpose  of  relieving  education 
in  subjects  above  the  compulsory 
standards.  The  point  I  wish  to  emphasise 
is  that  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
Government  in  respect  of  free  education 
in  Scotland  will  bind  them  when  they 
come  to  deal  next  year  with  the  same 
question  in  England,  and  will  comj>el 
tiiem  to  free  education,  not  only  in  the 
compulsory  standards,  but  in  all  the 
Bchoob. 

•(12.19.)  Mb.  ASHER  (Elgin,  ic): 
Before  tliis  Bill  is  read  a  third  time 
I  desire,  in  a  very  few  words,  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  Lord  Advocate 
with  respect  to  that  part  of  Clause  2 
which  limits  the  application  of  the 
£40,000  to  relief  from  the  payment  of 
school  fees  in  the  compulsory  standards 
in  Scotland.  The  Lord  Advocate  has 
ondertaken  that  the  money  will  be  dis- 
tributed among  the  State-aided  schools,  in 
the  same  way  as  was  done  with  the  grant 
of  last  year ;  and  we,  of  course,  know 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  do 
everything  he  possibly  can  to  fulfil  that 
undertaking.  But  the  point  to  which  I 
wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  before  it  is 
too  bite,  is  whether  it  would  be  possible, 
under  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  for  the 
Ejducation  Department  to  fulfil  the 
undertaking  which  he  has  given.  The 
clause  in  question  is  divisible  into  two 
parts.  The  first  relates  to  the  applica- 
tion of  the  money,  and  the  second  to  its 
distribution.  Under  the  first  part  it  is 
expressly  enacted  that  the  money 
shall  be  applied  in  relief  from  the  pay- 
ment of  fees  in  the  oompulsory  standards. 
Under  the  latter  part  the  Education 
Department  merely  have  power  to 
regulate  the  manner  in  which  the 
money  ia  to  be  distributed  among  the 
schools.  The  serious  difficulty  which 
seems  to  me  to  arise  is  that  the  Scotch 
Education  Department,  who  are  to 
exercise  the  function  of  distributing  the 
money  by  Minute  among  the  State- 
aided  schools,  will  have  no  power  to  give  a 
share  to  those  schools  in  which,  prior  to 
this  Act,  the  fees  have  been  abolished 
in  the  oompulsory  standards.  I  will 
Mr.CalduMU 


illustrate  the  difficulty  by  tMkiug 
a  particular  case.  Take  the  case  of 
a  school  in  which  the  grant  of 
last  year  was  sufficient  to  cover  all  fees 
in  the  compulsory  standards,  which 
were  therefore  abolished,  and  in  which 
the  grant,  under  the  present  Bill,  will 
be  sufficient  to  cover  the  fees  in  the 
standards  other  than  the  compulsory 
standards.  Now,  I  understand  that  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  that 
the  schools  in  that  position  are  to  receiva 
a  share  of  this  grant  Well,  it  seems  to 
me  that  two  difficulties  will  be  en- 
countered. The  Education  Department 
has  to  pass  a  Minute.  They  have  got  to 
distribute  the  grant  among  the  schools. 
I  should  think  their  first  duty  would  be 
to  see  how,  under  the  Act,  the  grant  is 
to  be  applied,  in  order  to  discover 
what  schools  are  to  participate  in  it. 
By  the  Bill,  as  it  stands  at  present, 
the  grant,  when  it  is  given  to  an 
individual  school,  must  be  applied 
in  relief  of  the  payment  of  fees  in 
the  compulsory  standards,  and  if  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  find  that  a 
certain  number  of  schools,  prior  to  the 
jiassing  of  this  Act,  have  no  fees  in  the 
compulsory  standards,  and  could  only 
apply  the  money,  therefore,  in  relief  of 
fees  in  the  non-compulsory  standards,  ^^J 
they  will  be  driven  to  the  conclusion  ^H 
that  these  schools  cannot  participate  ^* 
in  the  grant.  Then,  what  can  the 
School  B(»rds  do  with  the  money  if  it  is 
given  to  them  7  They  must  look  to  the 
Act  to  see  what  they  have  to  do  with  it 
when  they  get  it.  The  Act  says  it  shall 
be  applied  in  relief  of  school  fees  in  the 
compulsory  standards,  How  are  the 
Boards  to  administer  it,  when  fees  have 
been  already  abolished  in  the  compulsory 
standards?  They  cannot  apply  it  in 
relief  of  fees  which  have  been  already 
abolished,  and  under  the  Bill  they  cannot 
apply  it  in  relief  of  fees  in  the  non- 
compulsory  standards.  Arc  they  to 
go  through  the  fiction  of  re-im- 
posing fees  in  the  compulsory  standards 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  remitting 
themi  It  is  a  serious  misfortune 
that  the  sum  of  £40,000  has  not  been 
increased  to  £90,000,  but  it  would 
be  a  matter  that  every  one  would  lament 
ifj  by  any  possibility,  through  the 
retention  of  unnecessary  words  in  the 
section,   the   intention  of  both  eidea  of 
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the  House  were  to  b<j  frustrated  as 
to  the  division  of  the  £40,000  amongst 
all  the  State-aided  schools  in  Scotland, 
OD  the  principle  of  the  Capitation 
Grant.  My  reason  for  interposing  at  this 
stage  is  that,  after  carefully  coiisidering 
the  matter  and  forming  the  best  opinion  on 
it  I  can,  I  am  •convinced  that  difficulties 
of  the  most  serious  character  will  arise 
in  the  administration  of  this  grant  if 
the  words  limiting  its  application  to  the 
compulsory  standards  are  retained  in  the 
clause.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  still  see  his  way,  either 
by  re-commitment  or  in  the  other  House, 
to  clear  the  Bill  of  the  ambiguity  which 
tlie  presence  of  these  words  involves. 

(12.26.)  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  ; 
I  have  listened  to  the  hon.  ojid  learned 
Gentleman's  observations  with  very  great 
surprise.  I  have  not  observed  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  been 
present  daring  recent  Debates,  and  I 
conclude  from  his  speech  that  he  has  not 
heard  or  read  any  Report  of  our  proceed- 
ings, because  the  very  question  which 
has  caused  him  so  much  wonder  and 
anxiety  has  been  discussed  over  and  over 
again  in  this  House,  in  Committee,  and  on 
the  Report  stage  ;  and  every  point  which 
has  preyed  on  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's mind,  and  from  which  he  de- 
sires relief,  has  been  pressed  on  the 
attention  of  the  House  and  the  Commit- 
tee by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentleman 
sitting  on  the  anme  Bench  as  himself. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will 
forgive  me,  therefore,  for  not  entering 
into  detail  on  the  matter.  The  long 
statement  he  has  given  ns,  with  admir- 
able lucidity,  has  been  made  in  various 
forms  during  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's absence,  and  if  he  has  not  been 
supplied  with  an  answer  to  that  state- 
ment, I  would  venture  to  refer  him  to 
any  Report  of  the  Debates,  where  he  will 
find  full  corroboration  of  his  own  views 
from  Gentlemen  sitting  on  his  own  side, 
and  an  ample  answer,  if  not  refutation,  of 
them  from  mine. 

•(12.29.)  Mb.  C.S.  PARKER  (Perth): 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
hss  simply  repeated  his  conduct  on 
the  tirst  occasion  when  this  matter 
was  brought  forward.  There  were  then 
two  quite  different  and  distinct  Amend- 
ments  before    the   House,    one   to   in- 


crease the  sum  of  £40,000  to 
£90,000,  and  the  other  to  provide  that,  if 
the  sum  remained  £40,000,  it  should  be 
applied  without  restriction.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  instead  of  dealing  with 
this  latter  Amendment,  confused  the 
two,  alleging  that  the  second  was  a  mere 
repetition  of  the  first,  and,  therefore, 
required  no  answer.  In  consequence,  1 
raised  the  question  again  on  the  Report, 
and  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
discreet  enough  to  hold  his  tongue.  If 
my  hon,  Friend  should  search  the 
Debates  for  any  answer  from  the  Lord 
Advocate  he  will  find  none.  The  Solicitor 
General  spoke  for  the  Government,  and 
all  he  said  was  that,  practically,  the 
£40,000  could  be  applied  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  School  Boards,  so  that 
I  had  not  succeeded  in  showing 
what  harm  these  words  would  do  iu  the 
Bill.  I  think  a  case  has  now  been 
made  out  as  to  the  harm  they  will  do, 
namely,  that  they  will,  at  the  very  least, 
create  a  legal  ambiguity.  I  regard  it 
as  most  unsatisfactory  that  the  Chief 
Law  Officer  of  the  Crovra  in  Scotland 
should  have  slurred  this  question  over 
Without  an  answer. 

(12.30.)  Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermouth) :  1  do  not  exactly 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Caldwell)  in  thinking 
the  Government  were  bound,  when  the 
licensing  clauses  were  done  away  with,  to 
withdraw  the  Bill  altogether.  I  do  not 
think  they  could  help  themselves.  Having 
provided  for  the  raising  of  the  money, 
they  were  bound  to  do  something  with 
it.  I  regard  the  Bill  as  one  of  great 
importance,  which  should  not  pass  to 
another  place  vrithout  a  word  of  recogni- 
tion from  us.  It  is,  no  doubt,  the  great 
Bill  of  the  Session,  and  it  is  the  Bill 
which  makes  this  Session  memorable. 
We  spent  25  nights  over  it,  and  I 
believe  the  country  does  not  think  we 
spent  too  long  a  time.  406  Bills  have 
been  before  the  House  this  Session,  and 
I  think  this  one  has  excited  more  interest 
in  the  country  than  all  the  other  405  put 
together.  It  seemslto  me  that  the  system 
of  giving  to  Local  Bodies  large  sums  of 
money  raised  by  local  taxation  is  a  very 
bad  system.  I  am  sorry  to  see  it  seems 
to  be  becoming  popular,  because  I  am 
sure  it  will  leaid  to  a  great  deal  of  evil 
and  corruption  in  oar  local  a&irs.     The 
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Bill,  however,  might  Imve  been  a  great 
de«il  worse.     Whut  we  feared  when  we 
fought  it  wajs  tliat  it  would  have  led   to 
the  strengthening  and  the  consolidation 
of  the  great  drink  interest  throughout  the 
country.     Now  the  money  is  to  be  spent 
on  a  very  good  purpose,  namely,  the  pro- 
moting of  the  education  of  the   peoj)le. 
Some  of  it  is  to  bo  used  for  police  pur- 
poses.    That  is  a  very  good  thing  too, 
because  we  all  know  the  police  would  be 
hardly  necessary  in  this  country  if  it  was 
not  for  the  expenditure   on  drink.     On 
the  whole,  we  have  a  good  deal   to   be 
thankful  for,  and  can  part  with  the  Bill 
in  pretty  good  humour.     I  shall  always 
remember  it  with  interest  because  it  is 
the  first  Bill  ever  brought  in  by  a  resjion- 
sible  Government  which  has  been  based 
avowedly  on  the  principle  of  trying  to 
make  people  sober  by  act  of  Parliament, 
and  reducing  intemperance  by  diminish- 
ing the  temptations  to  drink.     I  cannot 
help  shedding  a  tear  over  the  suspensory 
clause.  The  Government  ap})ear  to  be  like 
game-preservers.      They  bring   up  the 
game,  and  when  they    have  arrived   at 
maturity,  they  shoot  them.     I  hope,  how- 
ever, the  Government  will  not  lie  dis- 
couraged from  pursuing  the  course  they 
announced  when  they  brought   in    the 
Bill.     I  have  read  of   wild   talk  abmt 
there  being  no  more   legislation   of  the 
kind  for  the  next  20  years,  and  about 
the   foolish   action    of   the    Prohibition 
Party.     When    I     see    that,    I   always 
remember  the  words  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  who 
once  said  : — "  Never  take  the  words  of 
your  opponents."      I   hope  the  Govern- 
ment will    not  say   that,   because    they 
cannot  get  a  certain  amount  of   money 
to  strengthen   and   endow   the  liqueur 
trade,  they  will  never  do  anything  more 
for    temperance.      They   have  declared 
plainly  in  this  House  that  there  are  far 
too  many  liquor  shops,  and  I  think  they 
ought  to  do  something  to  get    rid  of 
them.    Although  we  had  to  fight  against 
this  Bill,  I  can  assure  them  the  Prohibi- 
tion   Party   are   ready   and  anxious   to 
assist  them  in  any  attempt  in  that  direc- 
tion, and  I  am   sure   that   in   such   an 
endeavour  they  will  have  the  support  oi 
the  great  majority  of  this   House,   and 
the  immense  majority  of  the  people. 

(12.37.)  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
^ir  \V.  Lawsun 


INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL  [LORDS]. 

(No.  197.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  aiidj 
dischai-ged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PARTNERSHIP  BILL  [LORDS]. 
(No.  373.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported, with  Amendment ;  as  amended, 
considered ;  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  with  Amendments. 

EXPIRING  LAWS  CONTINUANCE 

BILL.— (No.  403.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  eom^mittod 
for  this  day. 

YOUTHFUL  OFFENDERS  BILL 
[LOBDS].-(No.  349.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
disciiarged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  (No.  2)  BILLJ 
[LORDS].— (No.  405.) 

The  Select  Committee  on  the  Statute  Law  i 
Revision  (No.  2)  BUI  [Lords]  was  nominatcdl 
of, — Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr.  AsquJth,  Mr.  Bryce.J 
Mr.  Coghill,  Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Howell,] 
Mr.  Knox,  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  and  Mr. 
Whitley. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum.- 
{Mr.  Solicitor  General.) 

GENERAL  POLICE  AND  IMPROVEMENT 
(SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1862)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  181.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Amendment  proptosed,  in  page  1,  line 
20,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  ten,"  and  in^ 
sort  the  word  "twenty."— {Mr.  Cald- 
well.) 

Question    proposed,    "  That  the  woi 
•  ten  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  this  has  been  agreed  to  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  ;  if  not,  I  must  ask  that 
Progress  be  reported. 

Mk.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanarksliiro, 
Partick)  :  I  think  it  has  been  agreed  to 
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by  the  Lord  Advooate.  The  Amendment 
is  to  allow  the  owners  to  have  some 
larger  percentage  than  the  Bill  provides. 
Mb.  JACKSON:  Under  the  circnm- 
stances  it  wonld  be  well  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Committee  report    Progress  ;  to    sit 
again  to-morrow. 


FIRE  BBIGADES    (EXEMPTION    FBOM 
JUEY  8EEVICE)  BILL.- (No.  273.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading,  this  day, 
read,  and  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

HoQse  adjonmed  at  five  minntM 
before  One  o'clock. 
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ABEBCOBN,  Dake  of 
Dublin  Corporation  Bill,  Be-Committed, 
1712 
Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  (1875)  Amendment 
BiU,  2B.  316 

AcuND,  Mr.    A.    H.  D.,    York,    W.S., 
Rotherham 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2B.  410 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  668 ;  Committee,  1246 ;  Considera- 
tion, 1562,  1663, 1676 
Appropriation  of  the  Licensing  Fund,  844 

AsDisON,  Mr.  J.   E.  W.,  Askton-under- 
Lyne 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1816 

Adjournment  Motiont  under  Standing 
Order  No.  IX. 
Betorn  ordered  JvXy  29, 1189 

AdmbaiiTT — («ee  Navt) 

AsioBiLTT — First   Lord    («ee  Havilton, 
Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  F.) 
VOJ*  CCXJXLVII.    [thuu)  series.] 


Admibalty — Civil    Lord    (see    Ashmbad- 
BabtIiEIT,  Mr.  E.) 

Admibalty — Secretary  to  (tee  Fobwood, 
Mr.  A.  B.) 

Abtocate,    The    Lord    (see   Bobebtson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Atbica 
Admiral  FretmantU,  Question,  Mr.  Gonrley ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 

July  17,  68 
Amglo-Oerman   Agreement    {tee   nnder  title 

Gebmant) 
Anti-Slavery  Conference,   Question,   Mr.    S- 

Smith ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 

Foreign    Affairs   July  21,  364  (lee  also 

Slave  Trade) 
Berlin  Lahovx  Conference,  Question,  Sir  G. 

Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug  1, 1634 

Atbica  (Cbntbal) 
Jtft8(ion  Stations,  Question,  Mr.  Buchanan ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  July  28,  1018 
4  C  Qwnt, 
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AnticA.  (Central) — cont. 
Jtotambigue — Portugv.ese,  ifc, — Seizure  of  the 
"Jamtt  St»ven$on,"  QaestioD,  Kr.  Bnoha- 
nan;  Anawer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Aug  1,  1654 

AraiCA  (East  Coast) 

British  East  Africa  Company'i  Botmdary 
and  Italy,  Qnestion,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  July  24,,  722 

Indian  Abkari  Excise  System,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
8.  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug  4, 1730 

'Madagascar — Anglo-French  Agreement  (see 
title  France),  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Smith,  Mr. 
Johnston,  Mr.  Schwann  i  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Aug   4,   1728 

Shiri  District,  Qnestiong,  Mr.  Bachanan  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreigil 
Affairs  July  18,  219 ;  July  22,  500 

Zanzibar — Free  Trade,  Sfc,  Qaestions,  Sir 
L.  Pelly,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  July  31,  1360;  Questions,  Mr. 
Summers,  Mr.  M.  Ferf^nson,  Mr. 
Buchanan;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  July  31  1362; 
Questions,  Mr.  Summers,  Mr.  Bryce, 
Sir  O.  Campbell;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug  4, 1757  ; 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Aug  4,  1766  (aee  also  Oikmant — Anglo- 
Gfermon  Agreement) 

Ajbica  (Nobth-East  Coast) 

Zeila,  Qnestion,  Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
July  24,  713 

Africa  (South  Coast) 
BechuaTuiland 
Administration,  Question.  Mr.  A.   U'Ar- 
thnr  ;  Answer,   The   Under    Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  July  29,  1166 
Order  in  Council,  Qnektion,  Mr.  Banmann; 
Answer,  The   Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  Aug  1,  1544 

Cape  Town,  Fortifications  at,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
S.  Leighton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  July  17,  65 

Orange  Free  State — Indian  Merchants,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bradlangh ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  July  17,  67 

Swaziland,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Bradlangh ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  July  31,  1360;  Qnestion,  Ob- 
servations, Earl  Granville,  Lord  Ennts- 
ford.  Earl  of  Kimberley  Aug  4,  1713; 
Questions,  Mr.  Bradlangh,  Dr.  Clark, 
Mr.  Bryce;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Aug  4,  1736 

Zululand 

Chief  Tamela,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Webb  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  J^dy  29,  1164 

[cont. 


AnucA  (South  Coast) — Zululand — cont. 

Usibejm,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbnry;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  July  18,  220 

Africa  (South  East  Coast) 

DelagoaBay  Railway,  Question,  Mr.  Panlton; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  July  24,  738 

Africa  (West  Coast) 

Con^o  Free  State,  Question,  Hr.  O'Eelly  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Aug  5,  1892 

Gambia,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Barbour ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
July  21,  337;  Qnestion,  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Fowell;  Answer,  The  Coder  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug  1,  1541 

Niger  Terriljories — Magor  ^acAonald's  Be- 
port.  Question,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
July  28,  1050 

Agricultural  Department  (see  Board  of 
Agriculture) 

Aldenhpt  Boadi  Bill 

c,  Coniidered  in   Committee  on    Bie-Commil- 
ment ;  read  3°*  and  passed  July  21,  378 
I.  Beadl**  Ju2y22,  489 
Bead  2*  and  Committed  to  Committee  of  the 

whole  House  July  24,  691 
Order  for  Commitment  to  Committee  of  the 

whole  House  discharged  July  25,  841 
Committee  Aug  4, 1721 
Beport  Aug  5, 1862 

Aliens 

Address  for  Betnrn  July  18,  226 
Bead  and   discharged,  and  instead  thereof 
another  Betnrn  ordered  July  29,  1189 

Allotment* 

(see  Charity  Commissioners) 

Allotments  Act  (1887)  Amendtoent  Bill 
{.  Read  8*  *  and  passed  Aug  1,  1509 

Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  Middlesex,  Harrow 
Ireland — Law   and    Justice  —  Case  of   P. 

Staunton,  370 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1824 

America 
Behring  Sea  Fisheries,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Gonr- 
ley ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  July  17,  78;  Question,  Mr.  Bryce; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign" 
Affairs  July  24,740 

Cattle 
Pleuro-Pneumonia,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Barclay ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  July  29,  1178 
Shipping  Cattle  to  England,  Question,  Mr. 
Howell ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  July  31, 1339 
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AuBioA  (South) 

Bratil — Bntish  Bailioay  Companies,  Qnei- 
tion,  Mr.  P.  Stanhope;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July 
22,603 

Buenot  Ayrei — Revolution,  QnestioB,  Tit. 
J.  Kaolean ;  Answer,  The  Under  'Secre- 
taiy  for  foreign  Affairs  July  28,  1069; 
QoestioD,  Hr.Hozier;  Answer,  Tbe  Under 
Biscretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July  29, 
1181  ;  Qnestion,  Mr.  Schwann;  Answer, 
Tbe  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
July  31,  1382 

Anglo-German    Agreement    ($ee    under 
Gebmant) 

Anglo-Cterman  Agreement  Bill 
e.  Beadl°*  Ju2y  22,  513 
2B.  July  24,  743;  July  25,  917 

Committee ;  Beported ;  Bead  3'  and  passed 
July  28, 1077 
{.  Bo;aI  Assent  Aug  4, 1709 

Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill 

Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone, 
The  Attorney  General  July  28,  1071 

Anglo-Tunitian  Treaty  of  dommerce,  QneS' 
tion, '  Mr.  Summers  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasary  July  17,  82 

Akstruthbb,  Colonel  R.  H.  L.,  Suffolk 
Woodbridge 
Xdaoation  Codes — Grants,  1920 

Anti-Slemery  Conference 
(see  title  Afkica) 

Abhenu 

Appointment  of  Oovemori,  fc,  Qnestions, 
Mr.  Schwann,  Mr.  Lereson-Gower ;  An- 
swers, Tbe  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  the.  Treasury 
July  22,  601 

Outrages — Srxerovm,  Vani^c,  Misoellaneons 
Qnestions — Questions,  Mr.  Schwann  ;  An- 
swers, Tbe  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  July  18,  226;  July  21,  336;  Aug 
6,1907;  Qnestion,  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson; 
Answer,  The. Under  Seoretaryfor  Foreign 
Affairs  July  21,  841;  Qnestion,  Sir  J. 
Swinbnme ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  July  21,  362; 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Bryce ;  Answer,  Tbe  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July  29, 
1174;  'Question,  Mr.  0' Kelly ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Aug  4,  1738;  Qnestions,  Mr.  Schwann, 
Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  W.  B.  Gladstone,  Mr.  A. 
O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug  4,  1763 

Turkish  Troops,  Question  Mr.  Leveson- 
Qower ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreigfn  Affairs  Aug  6, 1908 


Abhy 

Auwiliary  Forces 
Volunteers 
Machine   Owns,   Questions,   Mr,    Gray, 
Major  Basch  ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  July  21,  835 
Officers   at    Court,     Qnestion,    Mr.    T. 
Egrerton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Aug  4, 1763 

Barracks — Clarence  Barracks,  Portsmouth, 
Question,  Sir  W.  Croesman ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  July  21,  345 

Bermuda — Sanitary  Condition,  Question,  Mr. 
Hanbo  ry ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secre- 
tary for  War  July  28,  1047 

Cape  Toum  Fortifications,  Question,  Mr.  S. 
Leighton;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  July  17,  65 

Colonial  Defences,  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
Maclean,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
July   17,  72 

India 

Burma — Number  of  Troops,  Questions,  Mr. 

Summers,  Sir  G.  Campbell;    Answers, 

The  Under  Secretary  for  India  July  17, 

66 
Discipline,  Question,   Observations,  Lord 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  The  Secretary  for 

India  July  18,  189 

Ireland 

Artillery  Range  at  Rossbeigh,  Question,  Mr. 
£.  Harrington  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  July  31,  1373 

Assault  on  a  Superior  Officer,  Question,  Mr. 
Conybeare ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  26,  906 

Camp  at  Olenbeigh,  Question,  Mr.  Kil- 
bride; Answer,  The  Seoretaiy  to  the 
Treasury  July  18,  211 

Fusiliers,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Blane  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Aug  1, 1662 

Newtownards  Drill  Orownd,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
V'Cartan;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Aug  4,  1761 

Boyal  Rifles — Sead-Dresses,  Question,  Mr. 
Labouohere ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  July  31,  1371 

Medical  Department  —  Officers  —  Mortality, 
Question,  Dr.  Farqnbarson ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  July  21,  338 

Miscellaneous 

Brennan  Torpedo  '(see  Navt) 

National  Rifie  Association — Bisley  Ranges, 
Question,  Mr.  H.  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Bzcheqner  July  25, 
909 

Officers 

Honorary  Colonelcies,  Qnestion,  Captain 
Vemey;  Answer,  .The  Secretary  for 
War  Aug  1,  1633 

Maitland,  Colonel  {see  nnder  Regiments — 
Qrenadier  Guards) 

"Mitchell  V.   Regina,"   Question,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral July  21, 369 
4  C  2  (L««A. 
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Bi.i.rouB,  Sight  Hon. 
Irelasd 
Crime  and  Outrages 
Orangemen  and  Catholic  Excnrsiouists, 

3S5 
Tralee,  1371,  1372 

Criminal  Law,  &o..  Act 
.      Boycotting  in  Tipperary,  367,  733 

Dnhallow  and  Criminal  Law,  &o..  Act, 

366 
Gorey  Conspiracy  Case — Charge  of  Lord 

Chief  Baron,  904 
M'Cnrtin,  Mr.,  1913 
Prison  Treatment— Mr.  J.  Tully,  920 

EJncation 
Ballygorianmore  School,  1548 
Model  Schools,  1553 
Mr.  Christopher  Keys,  727 
National  Schools,  357 
,    Shelbonrne,  1379 
Primary  Training  Colleges,  780 
Baioe's  Beqaest,  887 
Ulster  Boyal  Scliool  Endowments,  354 

Inland    Bevenne — Gnnpowder    Licences, 
914 

Land  Commission 
Down  and  Antrim,  1375 
Irvinestown,  98 
Ur.  Commissioner  Wrench,  732 
Wicklow,  1876 

Landlord  and  Tenant 
Emergency  Men 
Miss  N.  Kieran,  733 
Palhii,  1006 
Evict  ions 
Blasket  Islands  and   Calf  Islands — 

Onnboats,  900, 1065,  1516, 1917 
Massereene  Estate,  885, 1058 
Tippersry  —  Modeshill    Estate,   735, 
1065 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Appeal  Cases 
Bantry  Proserntions,  1063 
Stanton,  Mr.  P.,  868 
(See  also  snb-heading  Police,  Charges 
against  —  Fahy   and     Morriasey, 
Mestrs.) 

Appeal  on  Sammary  Convictions,  1373 
Assault  on  Superior  Officer,  906 
Connors — Emergency  Man,  367 
County  Surveyors,  350 
Grand     Jury  —  Kilmallook    Catholic 

Chorob,  1552 
Hatohius,  Arthur,  Barony  Constable  of 

Kerry,  1059 
Judges'  Charges — Mr.  Justice  Harrison, 

4o.,  375,  787,  914.  1066 
Mouaghan  Revision  Conrt,  1916 
Petty  Sessions — Clerk  of  Kilrea,  1368 
Police 

Brennan,  Ez-Constable,  1353 

Cattle  Island,  Cork,  1917 

Charges  against— Payment  of  Costs 
— Fahy  and  Morrissey,  Messrs.,  &o, 
611,  732,  736, 1061, 1381 

Committee  of  Inquiry,  1919 

Harboume,  Sergeant  —  Witnesses' 
Expenses,  1919 

[eont. 


Balioub,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J. — eont. 

Lane,  Constable,  Assault  upon,  1548 
Palmer,  Ex-Constoble,  1381 
"  Shadowing,"  89,  851,  895,  1549 
Prisons — Deny,  1381 
Walsh,  Mr.  James,  1551 
Licensing 
Case  of  Mr.  C.  Mitchell,  1915 
Case  of  Mr.  P.  Blayney,  85 
Lunacy — Bichmond  Asylum — Death  from 
Violence,  92 

Magistracy 
Atthili,  Mr.  E.,  99 
Magan,  Mr.  P.,  736, 1060, 1374 
O'Connor,  Mr.  M.,  92,  355 
Besident  Magistrates,  83 
Tyrone  Magistrates,  894 
Miscellaneous 

Contagious  Diseases   (Animals)   Act — 

Case  of  Mr.  Owen  Quin,  1546 
Dublin 
Collector  General  af  Bates  Office,  94 
Port  and  Dock  Board,  1064 
Gaelic  Association,  84 
Foteto  Blight,  896 
Seed  Trade,  357 
Poor  Law 
Ballinatimon  XTnion — Death  of  Bridget 

Hoban,  1918 
Ballysbannon  Workbouse,  730 
Labourers'  Cottages,  1060 
Yiee  Guardians,  90 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1114,  13U2,  1303, 1304, 
1305,   1306,    1307,    1308,     1318,    1599, 
1601 
Appropriation  of  Licensing  Fund,  493 
Parliament— Business   of   the  House,  372> 

1389 
Parliamentary  Begistration  Ezpei  scs  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  Committee,  1661 
Supply — Ireland 
Commissioner    of    Police,    io.,    Beport, 

181 
County  Conrt  Officers — Magistrates,  Ac., 
131, 132, 134, 186, 137, 138, 163, 306;  Bo- 
port,  836,  837 
Land    Commission,   Beport,   1838,  1S39, 

1842,  1843 
Prisons,  243,  244,  245,  246,  247,  252,  271 ; 

Beport,  1000,  1001,  lOOi 
Public  Education,  Beport,  839 
Public  Works,  287,  288,  290 
Koyal   Irish  Constabulary,   Beporf,   452, 
453,  458,  459,  460,  461,  483,  461 
Tramways    Orders    in    Council    Ireland) 
(South  Clare  Bailways)  Bill,  Committee, 
1467 


Balfour,  Right  Hon.  J.  B.,  Clackman- 
nan, <fcc. 
Police  (Scotland)  Bin,Be-Committod,  1975 

Baluntinb,  Mr.  W.  H.  W.,  Coventry 
Nary— Flashing    Signals— Admiral  Culomb 
and  Bedl,  714 
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BiUs  of  Sale  BiU 

c.  Beadl°*  Juiy  17,  100 


BiBBELL,  Mr.  A.,  Fife,  W. 
India— Political  Aide-de-Camp  to  the  Secre- 
tU7,221 

.  Birstall  Wesleyan  Chapel  Tnut  Scheme 
Confirmation  Bill 

.J.  Be«il»»  JuJy  17,  32 

Bead  2'  and  Committed  to  a  Oommittee  of 

the  Whole  Honse  JvXy  22,  489 
Committee;  Beport  Jui]/ 24,  691 
Sead  8*  •  and^paased  July  25,  877 

;     Boyal  Asaent  Aug  4, 1709 

Blank,  Mr.  A,  Armagh,  S. 
Ireland 
Army — Fnailiers,  16S2 
<        Oontagiona  Diseases  (Animals)  Act — Case 
of  Mr.  Owen  Qoin,  1546 
ETictions — Kassereene  Estate,  88^ 
Orangemen — Attack   on  Catholic  Ezcor- 

sionists,  206,  355 
Post  Ofaoe— Lnrgan,  1547 

BLumsLL,  Colonel  H.  B.  H.,  Lancashire, 
S.W.,Ince 
Mines  Inspectors — Snperannnation,  1736 
Bailway  Bates,  503 

BoABD  OF  AoBicmTiTBi! — President  {see 
Chapun,  Right  Hon.  H.) 

Board  of  Agriculture 

Abinger  Qlehe,  Questions,  Mr.  Shaw  Le* 
fevre ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  July  28, 1051 

Agrievltxwal  Inttruttion,  Qaestion,  Sir  B. 
Paget ;  Answer,  The  Vide  President  July 
24,711 

Agricultural  Tenants,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Chan- 
oing  i  Answers,  The  Attorney  General, 
The  President  uf  the  Board  of  Agrioultnre 
July  17,  80 

Cattle  Imported  from  Transatlantic  Ports — 
Overloading  Ships,  Ac,  Qaestion,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  July  22,  497  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Howell;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  July  31, 1339 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act — Pleuro- 
Tnevmonia — United  States,  Question,  Mr. 
Barclay ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  July  29,  1178 

Cultivation  of  Sugar  Beet,  Questions,  Dr.  Far- 
quharson  ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  July  29, 1177 ; 
Aug  1,  1640 

Dairy  Education,  Questions,  Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mr.  Fenwiok;  Answers,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  July  29,  1162 

Hetsian  Ply,  Question,  Mr.  P.  S.  Steyen- 
son ;  Answerj  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agrioultnre  July  21, 348 

Bone  Breeding,  Question,  M!r.  A.  Paaaa; 
A»1»«r,The   President  of  the  Board  of 


Board  •/  AgrieuUnre — oont. 

Agriculture  July  25,  887  ;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
A.  Pease ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  July  28,  1049 
TuberaUosit,  Commission  on.  Questions,  Mr. 
L.  Knowles,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Local  OoTemment  Board 
July  22,  494 

BoABD  OF  Trade — President  (see  Beach, 
Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks) 

BoABD  OF    Teade — Secretary  (see    Bal- 
four OF  Bdbleioh,  Lord) 

Board  of  Trade 
Bankrwptcy 

Official  Receivers,  Question,  Mr.  Kimber  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  July  21,  365 
Town  Cleric  of  Salford  and  Thomas  Harrup, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Seymour  Keay ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
July  26,  889 

Bankruptcy  Act — 125fh  Section,  Question, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  -FVesident 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  July  26,  901 

Cattle  Imported  from  Transatlantic  Forts  (see 
title  Board  of  Agriculture) 

Clwyd  River,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Boberts  July 
17,  73;  Question,  Mr.  J.  Boberts;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  July  24,  712 

Commercial  Treaties  {see  title  Xa6our,  Trade, 
and  Commerce) 

Inspectors  of  Weights  and  Jleasuret,  Qaes- 
tions, Mr.  Pioton,  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  An- 
swers, The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  July  21,  340 

lighthouses 

Pastnet  Rock,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Gilhooly ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  July  18,  213 

Light  Keepers,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  July 
28,  1063 ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  July  29,  1187 

Local  Marine  Board  at  Cardiff,  Qaestion,  Mr, 

Gourley ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  JuJy  24,  713 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  Qaestion,   Mr.   H. 

Vincent ;  Answer,  The   President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  Aug  5, 1902 

Merchant   Shipping 

"  Bulla,"  Qaestion,  Mr.  J.  Kelly ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
July  29,  1162 

"  Ctty  0/ Parts,"  Message  from  Commons 
for  Lords  BeportJttty  28,  1006 

Merchant  Seomen's  JPitnd — Qeorge  Tulloch, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Lyell ;  Answer,  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  July  24, 
713 

Sihipping  Irish  Mails,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  July 
29, 1182 
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Bkitisb  OcuNi  ($ee  West  Indies) 

BBOiDHrKST,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham,  W. 
Faotorr  and  WorkshopB  Act,  1161 
Supply— Post  Office,  645,  646 

Beodeick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  P.  (Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  OfBce),  Surrey, 
Guildford 

Aldenbot  Boadg  Bill,  Be-Committed,  379, 
S81,  384,  386 

Army 
Bermuda — Sanitary  Condition,  1047 
Woolwich  Arsenal — Hr.  B.  Dunn,  1057 

Army  Estimates— War  Office — Salaries,  io., 
671,  687,  600,  692 

Bbowhlow,  Earl  (Under  Secretary  for 
War) 
Alderthot  Boads  Bill,  2B.  691 ;    Committee, 

1721 
Army 

Qreoadier  Guards,  Res.  876 
Non-Commissioned  OHicera,  Bos.  1009 

Bruce,  Lord  H.,  WUts,  Chippenham 
Income   Tax  on    Lodging    Hoose  Owners, 
1044 

Bbdnneb,  Mr.  J.  "t.,  Cheshire,  Northioich 
Board  of  Inland  Bevenne,  Engraver  to,  1788 
Emigration— Native  Laboar,  71 
German  Emperor,  1738 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1816, 1830 
Poor  Law — Bnncom  Qnardians —Election, 

e9,  888 
Sopply— Ireland — Connty     Conrt    Officers, 

&o.,  145 
Wire  Fencing— Mr.  J.  Dntton,  1043 

Brussels  Anti-Slavery  Cor^ei-ence    (see 
Africa) 

Bbtcb,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S. 

Africa 

Swaxiland,  1738 
Zanzibar— Free  Trade,  1768 

Aldershot  Boads  Bill,  Be-Committed,  382 

America — Behring  Sea  FisherieF,  740 

Anglo-G^erman  Agreement,  83,  1532,  1533 

Anglo-Qerman  Agreement  Bill,  2R.  817, 
824, 826,  827,  832,  833 ;  Committee,  1087, 
1080,  1101';  3B.  1106 

Armenia — Outrages,  1174,  1766 

CensD*  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 516 

Local  Taxation  (Costoms  and  Excise)  Duties 
BUI,  Committee,  1210,  1248,  1258,  1293, 
1411  i  Consideration,  1576, 1598 

Macedonia- Cistnrbances,  507 

Parliament-^Business  of  the  Home,  916, 
1070,  1189,  1708 

Statnte  Law  BeTision  Bill,  Lords  Amend* 
meats,  1688 1  SB.  1707 


Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R ,  Edinburgh,  W. 
Africa 
Misaion  Stations,  1048 
Portuguese  —  Seizure    of   the    "  Jamei 

atevemm,"  &o.,  219,  1654 
Shir^  District,  600 

Zanzibar — Free  Trade  and  Slavery,  1361, 
1868 
Aldershot  Boads  Bill,  Be-Committed,  378 
Anglo-German  Agreement,  1630, 1631,  1741 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  3B.  1108 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1209,  1244,  1256 
Scotland  —  Appropriation   of   Licensing 
Fund,  344,  909 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hoose,  611  j 

Bes.  1940 
Police  (Scotland)  BUI,  1924  ;  2B.  642 ;  Be- 
Committed,  1985 
Slavery  in  British  Protectorate,  1546 

Bubdett  -  CouTTS,    Mr.  W.    L.    A.    B., 
Westminster 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1823 

Burials  Acts  {England  and  Wales') 
Brompton  Cemetery,  Question,  Mr.  Kimber ; 

Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Aug  4,  1732 
Wooler    Burial   Ground,   Question,    Sir    E. 

Grey;     Answer,    The  Home    Secretary 

July  29,  1161 

Burma  (see  India) 

BUBT,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 
Supply — Post  Office  Services,  io.,  1443 

BuET,  Viscount 
Directors'    Liability    Bill,    Be-Committed, 
1877 

Buxton,    Mr.    S.    C,    Tower   Hamlets, 
Poplar 
Anglo-German  Agreement,  1531 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Committee,  1197, 1222,  1246, 1408 
Loudon  Oonnty  Conncil  (Money)  Bill,  726 ; 

2B.  604, 1264 
Slave  Trade,  219,  716 

Cadooan,  Earl  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  3B.  1519 
Dublin  Corporation  Bill,  Be-Committed,  1718 
Light  BaUways  (Ireland)  Amendment  BiU, 

2B. 195 
Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  (1875)  Amendment 

Bill,  2B.  317,  326  {  Be-Committed,  1623 

Caldweu.,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow,  St.  Sollox 

Clyde  Navigation  BiU,  3B.  881 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
BUI,  Committee,  1150,  1221,  1226,  1240, 
1276, 1281,  1282  ;  3B.  1989,  1990 

Police  (Scotland)  BUI,  Be-Committed,  1963, 
1966, 1968, 1978,  1984,  1989 
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CAMBRiDai,  Dnke  of 
Army — Qreimdier  Gnarda,  Bes.  876 

Cameron,  Dr.  C,  Ohugow,  College 
Burma 

Decapitation  of  Daooits,  65 
Baby  Mines  Company,  382 

Cambbon,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wick,  dx. 
Navy-r-Wanhips    and    Disabled    Fishing' 
BoaU,  1388 

Campbell,  Mr.  H.,  Fermanagh,  S. 

Ireland — Ulster  Canal — Case  of  E.  Loagh- 
rau,  1769 

Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glatgou)  and  Aber- 
deen Universities 

India — Sale  of  Bills  and  Telegrapliio  Trans- 
fers, 903 

Local  TazatTon  (Customs  and'Ezoise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1234 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy,  dke. 
Africa 

British  East  Africa  Company's  Boundary 
uid  Italy,  722 

Fre^  Trade,  1634, 1768 

Niger  Territories — Ijilajor  Ilaodonald's  Be- 
port,  1050 
Anglo-(}erman  Agreement    Bill,  2B.  763 ; 

Committee,  1081,  1094,  1098,  1100 ;  3B. 

1101 
Army — Grenadier     Qnards — Colonel   Mait- 

land,  721,  &11 
Army  Estimates— War  Office — Salaries,  &o. 

595,  596,  697 
Cardinal  Manning,  1365 
Colonial  Defences,  72 
India 

Burma — Number  of  Troops,  67 

East  India  Ciril  Servants,  1890 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  361 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Daties 

Bill,  Committee,   1181,    1210,  1217,  1277, 

1281,  1305,  1308,  1316,  1396 
Macedonia — Outrages,  1356 
Metropolis — Blocking  Public  Thoroughfares, 

224 
National  Gallery,  1348 
Kewfonndland^Baird's  Lobster  Factoiy,  Ac. 

898,  1742 
Facifio  Islands — Labour  Traffic,  1347 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  1273,  1388,  1390 

Precedence — Her  Majesty's  Adviser,  1767 

Saturday  Sittings,  Res.  1556 
Pensions,  Perpetual,  892 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1653,  1654,  1656, 

1659,  1669,  1683,  1695,  1700,  1701,  1702, 

1703,  1705,  1782,  1787,  1791,  1795,  1798, 

1802,  1803,  1808,  1821,  1944,  1945,  1916, 

1950,  1955, 1957 ;  Be-Committed,  1961 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Be-Committed,  1966, 

1974, 1976, 1977 
JPabiio  Works  I<oans  (Bemission),  Bes.  609 

[,eont. 


Cahpbill,  Sir  G. — cent. 
Scotlawl 

Eodesiastiof^.and  Precedence,  1761 .    - . 

Salmon  Fisheries,  376 
Supply— Post  Office  Services,  1446; 

Camfbell-Bannekman,  Bight  Hon.  H., 
Stirling,  &c. 
Army  and  Navy — Supply  of  ArmC,  720 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 624 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1109,  1114,1116,1116, 
1133,  1213,  1261, 1293 ;  Consideration, 
1680,  1584,  1685,  1691 
licensing  Fund,  370 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Honse,  916 

Campebdowji,  Earl  of 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2B.  681 
Sheriffs  (Assizes  Expenses)  Bill,  Oonviittee, 
478,  476,  481,  483,  484,  486  ;  Beport,  686, 
689 ;  SB.  1023 

Cantebbubt,  ArohlnBhop  of 
Malta — Mi^riagesandSir  Lintom  Simmons's 
Mission,  693,  704 

Cabew,  Mr.  J.  L.,  KUdare,  N. 
Ireland — Law   and  Justice — Michael  Mor- 

risiOTi  214,  1381 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  SxcIm)  Dnties 

Bill — Appropriation  of  Licensing  Fund, 

723 

Carmabthen,     Marquess    of,     LambetJv, 
Brixton 
Supply — Ireland — Prisons,  Beport,  994 

Cathedral  Churches  Bill 

c.  2B. ;  Bill  withdrawn  Aug  4, 1844 

Catjston,  Mr.  R.  K.,  So^Uhwark,  W. 
India— Spun  Yarn— Transit  Duty,  222 
London   County  Council  (Money)  Bill,  2H. 

606  ;  Committee,  1462, 1463 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1951 
Police  Pay,  1178 
Supply — Post  Office  Services,  1455 

Census 

Children  under  the  Elementary  JSducalion 
Acta,  Questions,  Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Mr. 
T.  Ellis;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  July  25,  910 

Clerks,  Question,  Sir  W.  Foster;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  July  22,  493 

Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Summers;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  July  21,  341 

Censas  (England  and  Wales)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Bead  1»  •  July  17,  101 
Bead2°  Jtt{v21,399 
Considered  in  Committee  July  22,  514 
Bead  8°  and  passed  July  24,  743 

[cent. 
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Cennu  (England  and  Wales)  Bill — oont. 
t.  Keadl**  J^ulv^e,  841 

Bead  2*  and  Committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  Hoase  Aug  1,  1524 

Committee  Aiig  4,  1722 

Beport  Aug  6, 1886 

Cehsos  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  Bead  VJrdy  17, 101 
Kead2°*  Ju2t/21,  421 

Census  (Irdand)'BiU 
■     Qnestioni,  Hr.  T.  M.  Healj ;  Aniwera,  The 
Chief  Seoretary  July  17,  99 

Cenaos  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°*  Juiy  17, 101 

Bead2°*jr«iy21,  421 

Committee ;  Bead  3"  *  and  paased  July  24, 
743 
Z.  Bewll**  Jitfy  26,  841 

Bead  S**  and  Committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  Aug  1,  1525 

Committee  Aug  4,  1724 

Bead  3**  and  paised  Aug  5,  1886 

Census  (Expenses)  Committee 
Imtraction  to  Committee  Juiy  21,  377 
Considered  in  Committee  July  22,  514 
B^.  Beported  July  23,  609 

Chakbkblaik,  Bight  Hon.  J.,    Birming- 
ham,  W. 
■Ireland — Law  and  Jastioe — Caie  of  Hr.  P. 
StaontoD,  370  ' 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  {see  Hxlsbubt, 
Lord) 

Chanoellob     of    the     Exchequeb    (see 
QoscHEN,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.) 

Channino,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Northampton,  E. 
Agrioaltaral  'tenants,  80 
Anglo-Oerman  Agreement,  1352,  1739 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,    2R.    976 ; 

Committee,  1079,  1082, 1088,  1099 
Education 

School  Boards— Hnllavington,  1346 

WiUesden  Board  School,  333,  334 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  Hoase,  308 ;  Bes.  1941 

Saturday  Sittings,  Bes.  1657 

Standing  Orders,  361 
Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Con-, 

sideration,  1323 
Supply— Post  Office,  1431 

Chaplin,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Lincdn- 
shire,  Sleaford 
Board  of  Agrionltuie 
Abinger  Olebe,  1062 
Agxicnltuwl  Tenants,  81 


Chapmm,  Bight  Hon.  H.t-mmiU. 

Cattle  Imported  from  Transatlantic  Porta, 

1389 
Onltiyation  of  Sugar  Beet,  1177,  1640 
Dairy  Education,  1163     ' 
Hessian  Fly,  348 
Horse  Breeding,  887 
Plenro-Pneumoniain  America,  1179 

Charity  Commissioners 

Allotments    in    Dorset,     Question,    Sir    W. 

Foster ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  July 

18,  222 
Church  and  Poor's  Land,  Deptford,  Question, 

Sir    W.    Poster;     Answer,    Mr.    J.    W. 

Lowther  Aug  5,  1904 
Worcester  Qrammar  School,  Question,  Hr. 

Labouchere;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowtber.lt<t|t 

6, 1892 
{See  also  Church  of  Ihigland — Beveytues) 

Childees,  RightHon.H.  CE-yEditUmrgh, 
S. 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1390 ; 

Bee.  1938 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1662, 1668,  1669, 

1671, 1700, 1704,  1785,  1790,  1792, 1794, 

1800,  1803,  1808,  1945,  1947,  1949;  Be- 

Committed,  1960,  1962 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Be-Committed,  1966, 

1974, 1986,  1988 
Sayings  Banks  BiU,  1926 
Supply— Post  Office  —  Telegraph    Serrkse, 

1640,  1641 

Children's  Life  Inanraaee  Bill 

I,  Report  from  Select  Committee  July  26, 841 
Message  from  the  Commons  for  Bejx>rt  of 
Select  Committee;    Beport  ordered  imd 
communicated  July  31,  1326 

Church  o/ England 
Revenues,  Return  oj.  Question,  Mr.  Pioton  ; 
Answer,  The  Home   Secretary  July  28, 
1052 
(See  also  Charity  Commissioners) 

Civil  Service 
Female  Type  Writers',  Questions,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  July  18,  228 ;  July  25, 912 
Writers— ^Saturday  Half  Holiday,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  K.  Kelly ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasuiy  July  22,  606 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Tnite ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  July  28, 1049 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  .Dublin  Co.,  If. 
Ireland 

Post  Office  "" 

Clontarf,  728 
Dublin,  216 
Supply — Ireland 
County  Court  Officers,  to.,  169 
PubUc  Works,  286,  290 
Boyal  Irish  Oobstabnlary,  Beport,  466     ' 
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CoMPTON,  Earl,  York,  W.R.,  Bamsley 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 386,  395,  397 
Post  Office— Offioials'  Holidays,  1351 
Supply — Post     Office — TeleKrapb    Service, 
1605, 1611,  1613,  1619,  1626,  1627, 1628, 
1633,  1634 

ConaolidatedFimd  (Ko.2)  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  July  17, 188 

Bead  3°  *  and  passed  July  18,  306 
Z.  Seadl'*  JuJi/21,  309 
Sead  2*  *  ;  Standing  Orders  dispeDsed  with  ; 
Committee ;  Bead  3**  and  passed  July  22, 
471 
Boyal  Assent  July  2S,  841 

Contagious  Diseates  (Animals)  Act  (see 
Board  of  Agriculture) 

COHIBEAKE,    Mr.    C.  A.  v.,   Cornwall, 
Camborne 
Aldershot  Boada  Bill,  Be-Committed,  883, 

384,  385 
Angle-German  Agreement  Bill,  2R.  744,  953, 

976 
Army— Grenadier  Guards,  496,  907 
British  Qoiana — The  Late   Mr.  De  Souza, 

1541 
.  Census    (England  and   Wales)    BUI,  Com- 
mittee, 616,  537 
Cornish  Miners— Kortality,  870,   604,  908, 

1174 
Cyprus 

Bishop  in,  1771 

Ottoman  Empire,  1173 
Indian  Budget,  500 
'  Ireland — Assault  on  Superior  Officer,  906 
Life    and    Property    Protection    Bill,    2B. 

840 
London  County  Council  (Hooey)  Bill,  Com. 

mittee,  1463 
Parliament — Business  of  the    House,  608, 

1708 
Pensions,  Perpetual,  892 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1683,  1685,  1689, 

1700,  1702,  1704 
PostOffioe — Members  of  Parliament — Visits, 

863 
Boyal  Commissions,  360 
Savings  Banks  BUI,  2B.  141 
Supply — Ireland 

County  Court  Officers,  Ao.,  Baport,  836, 
837 

Prisons,  Hoport,  987,  994, 1000 

Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  Beport,  462 
Supply— Post   Office,    625,  628,  660,  651, 

1454 :  Beport,  1644 

COOKB,  Mr.  C.  W.  R.,  Newington,  W. 
Poor    Law  —  Death     from    Ezbanstion — 
William  Lee,  218 

Copyright  in  the  Colonies 
}(etnrn  or4ered  Aug  5, 1927 


CoKBET,  Mr.  W,  J.,  WicMow,  E. 
Ireland 
Biohmond  Asylum — Death  feom  Violence, 

92 
WioUow  Summer  Assises — Special  Jurors, 
216 

CoENWALLis,  Mr.  p.  S.  Wykeham,  Maid- 
stone 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1412 

County  Courts  Plaints 
Address  for  Betums  July  22,  512 

Court  of  Cliancery  of  Lancaster  Bill 

I.  Betumed  from  the  Commons  agreed  to  July 
17,  21 
Boyal  Assent  July  25,  841  ' 

COUBTNEY,  Right  Hon.  L.  H.  (Chairman 

of  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 

and    Deputy    Speaker),   Cornwall, 

Bodmin 

Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2B.  405 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Consideration,  1576,  1578,  1579 
Martin's  Naturalisation  Bill,  3B.  205 

Rulings  as  Chairman  of  Committees  and 
Deputy  Speaker 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  Committee, 

1081,  1086 
Army  Estimates — War  Office — Salaries,  Ac., 

561,  566,  567,  570,  671,  672,  576,  581,  596, 

697,  699 
Census  (England  and  Wales)    Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 614 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Committee,  1278,   1282,  1284, 1315, 

1396, 1400 
London  County  Council  (Honey)  Bill,  Com> 

mittee  1464 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Be-Committed,  1979 

Supply — Ireland 
County  Court  Officers,  4o.,   119, 166,  166, 

168 
Land  Commission,  Bepoit,  1842 
Prisons,  229,  230,  233 

Supply 

Post  Office,  624,  625,  634,  638,  640,  646, 
651,  1430 

Telegraph  Service,  1636 
Tramways    Orders     in    Council    (Ireland) 

(South  Clare  Bailways)  Bill,  Commiilee, 

1467 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Clare,  E. 
Tram  and  Biver  Steamer  Fares,  1369,  1630 

Cbinbobne,  Viscount,  Lancashire,  N.E., 
Darwen 
Census  (England  and  Wales)    Bil',    Com- 
mittee, 528,  629 
Parlii^ment— Business  of  the  Soise,  3QQ 
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Gbanbbooe,  ViBOQunt  (hori  President  of 
the  Council) 
Slementaiy  Edaoation    (Blind   and  Deaf) 

Bill,  Committee,  1164,  1167 
ICantegei  in  British  Embasaiei,  fto.  Bill,  2B. 

472 
Sheriff!  (Anizes  Ezpensea)  Bill,  Committee, 

484,486 
■  Tithe  Bent-Cha»gb,  '^0 

Cbawtord,  Iftr.  D.,  Lanark,  N.E. 

Local  Taxation  (CastomB  and  Exoiae)  Dnties 

BiU,  Committee,  1149,  1216,  1227 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Be-Gommitted,  1971, 

1974, 1980,  1981 
Sootland 

Lanarkihire  Uines,  1783 

Farigh  Bonndaries,  71 

Cbeueb,  Mr.  W.  B.,  ShorediUsh,  Sagger- 
aton 

Snpp'y 

Post  Office  SerrioeB,  1429, 1430 
Telegraph  Serrice,  1689, 1640 

Cbiut,  Mr.  D.,  i/ityo,  If. 
Ireland 
PoUoe  "  Shadowing,"  896 
Potato  Crop,  1770 
Supply — Inland — ^Fablic  Works,  Ac.,  301 

Ckoss,  Visconnt  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India) 
Edaoation — National  Competition  of  Schools 

of  Art,  1337 
Honsingof  the  Working  Classes  Bill,  2B.  857 
India — Army  Discipline,  193 
Physical  Education  in  Elementary  Schools 
Bill,  2B.  1331 

Grossman,  Oeneral  Sir  W.,  Portsmouth 
Army— .Clarence  Barracks,  Portsmooth,  346 

Currency 

Light  Oold  Coinage,  Question,  Sir  W.  Har- 
conrt;  Answer,  The  ChaDcellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  25,  900 

Jftnt — QfficiaU  and  Birmingham  Mint  Com- 
pany, Question,  Mr.  C.  Qraham ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  July  28, 
1067 

Silver,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Williamson ;  An- 
swer.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  21,  333 

Silver  and  Gold — World's  Production,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Kimber  ;  Answer,  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  Aug  4, 1732 

Cnstody  of  Children  Bill 

I.  Bead  3*  •  and  passed  July  17,  31 

CtMtoms  and  Inland  Bevenue 
Customs 
Beer  and    Spirit  Duties,    Question,    Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  17,  90 
(See  also  Local  Taxation  (Customs  and 
SwoiseJ  Duties  BiU) 


Customs  and  Inland  i2«vanu« — oont. 

Clerics,  Out  Port,  Question,  Sir  H.  Sav^ ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasnry 
Aug  6, 1894 

Customs  House  Messengers,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  B.  Kelly ;  Answer,  The  SeoietaiT'  to 
the  Treasury  July  22,  606 

Qffleers — Case  of  Messrs.  Heath  and  Smith, 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqner  Aug  4, 
1768 

Tobacco,  Contraband,' and   Chelsea  Pen-  ' 
stoTiers,"  Question,  Mr.  Whitmor«;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  24, 711 

Inland  Revenue 

Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  Engraver  to. 
Question,  Mr.  Brunner;  Aoawer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Au^  4,  1738 
Income  Tax  on  Lodging  House  Oumeri,- 
Qneation,  Lord  Henry  Bruce;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  July  28, 
1044 

House  Duty 
Qneation,  Mr.  Storey ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  JiUy  17, 
74 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  Stations, 
Question,  Mr.  Lawaon ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Bxcheqner  July  29, 
1166 

Quinquennial  Valuation  of  the  MetrapUis, 
Quescion,  Mr.  J.  B.  Kelly  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Juijr  22, 
606 

Receiver  Oeneral,  Question,  Mr.  Lawson ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury July  24,  725 

Stamp  Frauds,  Question,  Mr.  Esslsmont ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  Aug  6, 
1899 

Customs     Consolidatioii     Act     (1876) 

Amendment  Bill 
I.  Bead  2*  and  Committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  Belating  to  Law,  iio.,  July 
21,  327 
Beported  and  Be-Committed  to  Committee 

of  the  whole  House  Juiy  29,  1163 
Committee  July  31,  1334 
Bead  3*  *  and  passed  .Au^  4, 1724 

Ctpeos 
Bishop,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer, 

The    Under  Secretary  for  the   Colonies 

Aug  4,  1771 
Mr.  Pascal  Constantinide's  Bill,   Question, 

Mr.  E.   Bobertson  ;   Answer,   The   Under 

Secretary  for  the  Colonies  July  22,  501 
Ottoman  Empire,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  ; 

Answer,  The    Under    Secretary    for   the 

Colonies  July  29, 1173 
Postal  Communication,    Question,    Admiral 

Field;    Answer,     The    Under    Secretary 

for  the  Colonies  July  26,  906 

Cyprus  (Enforced  Sales) 
Address  for  Betnm  July  26,  917 
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Dalton,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Donegal,  W. 
Iielaad 

Idudd  GommisBiaii 
Deny  and  Donegal,  1746 
.  Tem^eorome  —  Hesm.     Twigg     and 
Feeblea'B  Tenants,  728 
Law  and  Jnitioe 

Case  of  Treapau  at  Dnnfanaghy,  1769 
Lnoaoy — Death  of  Chriatoplier  O'Connor, 
1758 

Dabldio,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stobhonth  (Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland),  Edinburgh 
and  St.  Andrew's  Universities 
Local  Taxation  (Castoma  andBzcise)  Dntiea 
Bill,  Cooeideration,  1594,  1695 

Datbt,  Sir  H.,  Stockton 

Anglo-German    Agreement    Bill,    2B.  785, 
•    -788,789 
Cnatoms— Ont-Fort  Clerks,  1894 
Partnership  Bill,  2B.  183 
FoUoe  Bill,  Consideration,  1816 
Pnblio  Tmstee  Bill,  2B.  182 
Supply — Ireland — Boyal  Irish  Constabalary, 
Beport,  449,  458 

Seedc  of  Arrangement  Bill 

Aoyal  Assent  J»2y  25.  841 

DE  LiBLB,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Leicester- 
shire, Mid 
Westminster  Hall,  1901 

DinziN,  Lord 
Local    Govemment  Acta   of  Bngland   and 
Scotland  Bepeal  Bill,  2B.  195 


Dl  BiHSBT,  Lord 

Histoiioal  M anosoripts  Commission  ■ 
ports,  1S36 


Be- 


DB  Bos,  Lord 
Fanper  Lnnatio  Asylnms  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Saperannnation)  BUI,  2B.  328 

SB  Worms,  Bight  Hon.  Baron  H.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth 
Africa  (Sonth) 

Beobuanaland,  1166,  1S45 
Orange  Free  Staif — Indian  Merchants,  67 
Swaziland— Convention,  1360, 1737 
,    Znlaland 

Chief  Yamela,  1164    . 
Usibepn,  220 
Anglo-Qerinan  Agreement,  1S52 
Colonial  Defences,  73 
Oyprns 

Bishop,  1772 

Mr.  Pascal  Coostantinide's  Bill,  502 
Ottoman  Empire,  1173 
Postal  Gommnnioation,  906 
Uosdnia*,  Britisb,  1784 

ieont. 


DB  WoBMS,  Bight  Hon.  Baron  E. — eoni. 

Malta 
Conncil  of  Oovemment,  1897 
Marriages,  &o.,  1648 

Newfoundland— Mr.  Baird's  Lofaa^-  Fac- 
tory, 498 

Pacific  Islands. 

Labour  Traffic,  1348 
Slave  Trade,  1042 

Ferak— Ex- Snltan— Visit  to  England,  1534 

West  Indies 

British  Gniana,  334,  1542 
Leeward  Islands 

Domioioa,  491 

Dalies,  900 

St.  Christopher,  886 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E. 
Africa — Zanzibar,  1861 
Army — Grenadier  Qnards,  907 
Censns  (Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  422, 424 

Ireland 

Crimes  and  Oatrages — Tralee,  1372 
Criminal  Law,  to. ,  Act 
Gorey   Conspiracy  Case  —  Charge    of 

Lord  Chief  Baron,  905 
M'Cnrtin,  Mr.,  1918 

Bvictioos 
Blasket  Islands  and  West  Calf  Islands- 
Use  of  Government  Boats,  900,  1065, 
1546,  1916 
Law  an^  Jnstice  and  Folifje  .     . 

Barony  Constable  of  Kerry,  210. 
Judges'  Qbarges — Mr.  Jnstice  Harrison, 

*c.,  374. 738,  914,  1066 
Police 

Castle  Island,  Cork,  1917 

Charges  against — Payment  of  Costs, 

&o.,  1061 
Palmer,    Constable  —  Moonlighting, 

808 
"  Shadowing,"  87 
Post  Office— Cork.  Telegraph  Office,  734 

Parliament 

BusiDsss  of  tbfe  Honae,  98,  373,  607, 916, 
1388,  1399 

Saturday  Sittings,  Bes.  1667 
Borne — Duke  of  Norfolk's  Midsion,  1910 
Supply-^lreland 

Commissioner  of  Police,  Beport,  180 

County  Court  Officers,   Asc.  109,  111,  119, 
136,  139 

Land  Commission,  Bctport,  1831,  ^9 

Prisons,  248 

Public  Works,  Ac.  303 

Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  Beport,  444, 461 

DmsDALB,  Baron  B.,  Herts,  Hitchin 
Census    (England    and  Wales)   filll,' Com- 
mittee, 517 

Directors'  LiaMlity  Bill 

{.  Beported  from  Standing  Committee  on  Law. 
&c.  and  Be-Committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  Avg  X,  1469  . 
Committee  Aag  6,  1864 
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ELB 


JHviaiona  of  the  House 
Betarn  ordered  July  28,  1076 


Dixon-Habtland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Middlesex, 
Uxbridge 
London  County  Oonncil  (Money)  Bill,  2B. 
1271 ;  Committee,  1464,  1466 

DOBCBESTEB,  Lord 
Army  (Grenadier  Gnards),  Bes.  871 

Drunkenness  {Scotland) 
Betnm  ordered  July  17, 100 

Dablin  Corporation  Bill 

I,  Order  for  Be-Commitmeat  Aug  4, 1709 

Dublin  Corporation  Bill 
Question,  Kr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Seoretary  Aug  6,  1927 

Doff,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 
Navy — Ordnance    Administration    Beport, 

1048 
Fablic  Works  (Loans)  Bill,  2B.  663 

DnxsoKiXD,  Earl  of 
Army  —  Non-Commissioned   Officers,    Bes. 
1005 

Dres,  Right    Hon.    Sir    W.  'H.  (Vice 
President    of    the     Committee    of 
Council  on  Edncation),  Kent,  Dart- 
ford 
Edncation 
Agriooltnral  Instmction,  712 
Archbishop's     Throne    at  Canterbory — 

Sonth  Kensington  Museum,  1344 
Duddon  Blementary  School,  1169 
Education  Code— Grants,  1920 
Hnllarington  School  Board,  1347 
Boyal  College  of  Science,  Dublin,  213,  898, 

1919 
Technical  Instruction,  1362 
Yolontary   School  Buildings,  Bating  of, 

1346 
Willesden  Board  School,  333,  334 
Local     Taxation    (Customs    and     Excise) 
Duties   Bill,  Consideration,  1669,    1670, 
1672 

East  India  (see  India) 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 

Church  Revenues  (see  Church  of  England) 

Eddcation  Dspabthent 

Agricultural    Instruction,   Question,   Sir  B. 

Paget ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  July 

24,711 
Board     School,    Willesden,   Questions,   Mr. 

Ghanning,  Mr.  Mnndella;    Answers,  The 

Vice  President  July  21,  333 
Cen««»     of     Children     under    Elementary 

Education   Acts,    Qnefitiona,    Mr.  Lloyd- 

[eotK. 


Education  Department— oonb. 

George,    Mr.    T.    Ellis;    Answers,   The 

President  of  the  Local  Goremment  Board 

July  25,  910 
Dairy  Education,  Questions,  Mr.  Atkinson, 

Mr.  Fenwiok ;  Answers,  The  President  of 

the  Board  of  Agriculture  July  29, 1162 
Duddon  Elementary    School,  Question,  Mr. 

W.  M'Laren ;  Answer,  The  Vice  Preiddont 

Jutv  29, 1169 
Education   Code,    Grants    under.    Question, 

Colonel  L.  Anstmther ;  Answer,  The  Vice 

President  Aug  5,  1920 
Free  Education — Appropriation  of  Licensing 

Fund  (see  Local   Taxation  {Customa  and 

Excise)  Duties  Bill 
National    Competition    of    Schools    of  Art, 

Question,  Observations,  Lord  Sandhurst, 

Viscount  Cross  July  31,  1335 

School  Boards 
Blackium,   Question,     Mr.     Coddington; 
Answer,  The  Home  Seoretary  Aug  4, 
1729 
Hui2at>>nj;ton,Question,  Mr.  Channing;  An- 
swer, The  Vice  President  July  31, 1346 

Technical  Instruction,  Question,  Mr.  Sum- 
mers i  Answer,  The  Vice  President  July 
31,  1362 

Voluntary  School  Buildings,  Bating  of. 
Question,  Mr.  Howard ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  July  31,  1345 

Worcester  Qrammar  School  (see  title  Charity 
Commissioners) 

Edncation  Code  (1890)  Bill 

Boyal  Assent  July  25,  841 

Education   of  Blind  and  Deaf  Mute 
Children  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Bead2»»Ji*Jy  17,  182 

Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton,   Clteshirc, 
Knutsford 
Army— Volunteer  Officers  at  Court,  1763 
London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill,  2B.  1461 
London  Water  Supply,  1165,  1348 
Sugar  Convention  Bill,  1900 

Elections  (Scotland)  (Cormpt  and  Il- 
legal Practices)  Bill 

2.  Beported   from    Standing    Committeo  for 
Bills  Belating  to   Law,  kc.,  and  Be-Com- 
mitted  to  Committee  of  the  whole  House 
July  22,  470 
Committee  July  25,  877 
Bead  3'*  and  passed  July  28, 1039 

Electoral  Bisahilities  (Naval,  Kilitary, 

and  Police)  Bill 
c.  Instruction  to  Committee ;    Bill  withdrawn 
July  31, 1467 

Electric    Lightii^r  Provisional   Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  16)  Bill 

2.  Bead  1*  *  and  referred  to  Examiners  July 
21,  309 
Committee ;  Standing  Order  dispensed  with : 
Bead  3*  *  »nd  passed  4w9  6, 1858 
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Elementary  Education  (Blind  and  Deaf) 
BiU 

I.  B«ported  from  Standing  Oommitt«e  for 
Goneral  Bills  and  Be-Committed  to  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  Honse  July  22,  470 

Committee  July  29, 1164 

Beport  July  31, 1334 

Bead  3*«  and  passed  Aug  1, 1527 

Elementary    Edncation    Continuation 
Schools  Bill 

e.  2B. ;  BiU  withdrawn  July  21,  468 

Elementary    Education  Law  Amend- 
ment Bill 

e  2B.  i  Bill  withdrawn  Aug  4,  1774 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  R.  D.,  Roxburgh 
Local  Taxation  (Oastoms  and  Excise)  Duties 
BiU,  Committee,  1267,  1268,  1277, 1292, 
1293, 1295 
ParUament — Bnsiness  of  the  Hoase,  1388 

Elliot,  Hon.  H.  F.  H.,  Ayrshire,  If. 
liocal  Taxation  (Costoms  and  Excise)  Duties 
BiU — ^Appropriation  of  Licensing  Fond — 
PoUoe  Bnrghs,  1048 

Elus,    Mr.  J.  E.,    Nottingham,    Rush- 
cliffe 
Census  (England   and  Wales)    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 520,  521 
Ireland — Resident  Magistrates,  83 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  726 
Savings  Banks  Bill,  2B.  436 
Supply— Post  Office,  656 

Ellis,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Merionethshire 

Census — Children    nnder    the    Elementary 

Education  Acts,  911 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Dnties 

— Connty  and  County  Borough  Pnnds,723 

Elphinstonb,  Lord 
Navy — Admiral  Colomb's  Invention,  1160 ; 
Rei.  1338 

Emigration  and  Immigration 

Immigration — Foreign  Pauperi,  Questions, 
Mr.  E.  Vincent,  Mr.  Brnnner ;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  July 
17,  71 ;  Questions,  Observations,  Earl  of 
Heath,  The  Prime  Minister  Aug  1,  1526 
Shipwrecked  Emigrant/,  Question,  Mr.  Jor- 
dan ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  July  21,  364 

Employers'  Liability  for   Injuries  to 
Workmen  Bill 

e.  2B. ;  BiU  withdrawn  July  81, 1457 

Ebnk,  Earl  of 

Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  (1876)  Amendment 
BiU,  2R.  310,  314,  317 ;  Be-Committed, 
1523 

yOL.  CCJOXLVII.    fimsD  sv^iu.] 


EsHEB,  Lord 

Admim'stration  of  the  Law,  82,  48 

Esslbmont,  Mr.  P.,  Aberdeen,  E. 
Census   (England  and   Wales)   Bill,  Com> 

mittee,  625 
County  Councils,  Grant  to,  002 
Housing   of    the    Working    Classes    Bill 

Consideration,  396 
Inland  Revenne — Stamp  Frauds,  1899 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Dnties 

BUI,   Committee,  1121,  1201, 1226, 1276, 

1277 
Parliament— Bnsiness  of  the  Honse,    307, 

873, 1070, 1391 ;  Res.  1941 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Re-Committed,  1966, 

1971, 1974, 1977, 1981, 1983, 1984,  1986 
Scotland 

Post  Office— MaUs,  716, 1364 

Bates,  Compounding  of,  1053 
Supply  —  Post  Office  —  Telegraph  Serrioe, 

1689 

Evans,  Mr.  S.  T.,  Glamorgan,  Mid. 

Census  (England  and  Wales)  BiU,  2B.  413 ; 

Committee,  534 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Dnties 

Bill,  Consideration,  1579 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  July  80,  1324 
Eead2«»jlttj5,  1996 

Factories  and  Workshops  Acts  (see  title 
Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce) 

Factory     and    Workshop     Sanitation 
Bill 

I.  Presented  ;  read  !'•  Aug  5,  1846 

Fabquhaeson,  Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire,  W. 
Army— Medical  Officers— Mortality,  888 
Army  Estimates — Medical  Establishments 

601 
Cultivation  of  Sugar  Beet,  1177 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Committee,  1192 
ParUament — Business  of  the  Honse,  1391 
Scotland— Edinburgh— Parochial    Beoords, 

337 

Faequharson,  Mr.  H.  R.,  Dorset,  W. 
Sugar  Beet,  Growth  of,  1540 

Fbnwick,     Mr.     C,     Northumberland, 
Wansbeck 
Dairy  Education,  1163 
Llaneroh  Colliery  Explosion,  1173 
Mine»— Mr.  A.  B.  Sawyer,  1363 
Supply— Post  Office,  652 

FxBOUSOH,  Mr.  R.  0.  Munro,  Leith,  <fcc. 
Anglo-Qerman  Agreement,  1362, 1581 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  21i.  833 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1772 
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Jlynn,  Mr.  J.  0. — cont. 

Post  Office— King's  Cross,  68 

Snpply — Ireland 
Prisons,  230,  233 
Boyal  Irish  Oonstabalary,  Beport,  448 

Foot  Paths  and  Hain  Boads  Bill 
c.  Ordered  j  Bead  1°  •  July  22,  613 

FoREiGir  AiTAiBS  —  Secretary  of  State 
(see  Salisbubt,  Marquess  of) 

FoEEiGN  Affairs  —  Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Fergdsson,  Bight  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

Foreign  Affairs 

Agreement)  with  Fonign  Fowert,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  Snmmers ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  July  31,  1367 
Qffieet  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  Foreign  Secre- 
tary, Ees.  [Lords]  July  28, 1026 

Foreig^n  Jurisdiction  (Consolidation) 
BiU 

e.Bead2<>Juiy29,  1190 

Committee  * ;  Bead  3°  *  and  passed  July  31, 
1393 
I.  Botnmed  from  the  Commons  agreed  to  Aug 
1,  1469 
Boyal  Assent  Aug  4, 1709 

FOBTESCUB,  Earl 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  3B.  1515, 
1521 

FosTiB,  Sip  B.  W.,  Derby,  Ilkettone 
Allotments  in  Dorset,  222 
Army  Estimates — Medical  Establishments, 

602 
Census  Clerks,  493 

Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2B.  414 
Cbnroh  and  Poor's  Land,  Deptford,  1904 
Housing  of  the  Worlcing  Classes  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 398 
Leeward  Islands — St.  Christopher,  886 
Supply— Post  Office,  637, 638,  667 

FowLSB,  Bight  Hon.  H.  H.,  Wolverhamp- 
ton, E. 
Ireland — Lawand  Justice — Patrick  Staunton, 

369 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

BiU,  Consideration,  1659,  1560 
London   County  Council    (Money)  Bill,  2B. 

1266,  1268 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1324, 

1888 
Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  338 
Snpply — Ireland — County   Court   Officers — 

Magistrates,  Ac.  121, 132, 134 

Fowler,  Sir  R  N.,  London 
Census   (England  and  Wales)    Bill,    Com. 

mittee,  527 
Martin's  Naturalisation  Bill,  SB.  204 
Snpply— Post  Office,  636, 1461 


France 

llaAagatcar  —  An^lo  -  French  Agreement  — 
Britith  Missionaries,  Qnestion,  Mr.  S. 
Smith,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Schwann  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Aug  4,  1728;  Question,  Mr.  S. 
Smith  i  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Aug  5, 1905 

Newfoundland  Fishery  Rights  (see  Jfew- 
foundland) 

Zeila,  Occupation  of.  Question,  Mr.  S.  Leigh- 
ton;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  July  24,  713 

Fbasbb-Mackihtosh,  Mr.   C,    Inverness- 
shire 
Post  Office — Central  Foreign  Parcels  Post 

DepAt,  1045 
Scotland 

Caledonian  Canal,  1727 

Crofters— South  Uist,  329 

Fisheries,  Salmon— Crown  Bights,  1046 

Fbltok,  Mr.  J.  Forrest,  West  Ham,  If. 
Bnisia,  Jews  in,  1366 

Gardner,  Mr.  H.,  Essex,  Saffron  Waldtn 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
BiU,  Consideration,  1573 

Gedgb,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 

Law  Business  of  the  Crown,  358 

General  Police  and  ImproTement  (Scot- 
land) Act  (1882)  Amendment  Bill 
c.  Eoad2o*  Juily  28,  1152 
Considered  in  Committee  Aug  5, 1996 

Gebmant 

Anglo  -  German  Agreement  —  Miscellaneous 
QuestioTis,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Summers;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July 
17,  81;  Questions,  Mr.  Summers,  Mr. 
Bryce,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  17,  82  j  Qnes- 
tion, Mr.  Snmmers ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July  29, 
1180;  July  31,  1366;  Questions,  Mr. 
Channing,  Mr.  Summers;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies July  31,  1362;  Questions,  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Mr.  S.  Buxton,  Mr.  M.  Fer- 
guson, Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Summers;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Aug  1,  1530 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Sum- 
mers, Mr.  Channing,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr. 
Buchanan;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Aug  4,  1739 ;  Question, 
Dr.  Clark  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug  5,  1905i  (see 
also  Africa — Zamibar,  Free  Trade,  ^c.) 
Emperor,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Bmnner;  Answer 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Aug  4,  1788 
40  ^ 
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CtouBUT,  Mr.  B.  T. — con*. 

Navy 

Admiral  Freamantle,  68 

ManoenTTes,  76, 1630,  1902 

Ships—"  Barham,"  1361 
FoUoe  Bill,  ConBideraUon,  1819 

Government  Contracts 
Mettr*.  Bryant  and  Uay—Matchet,  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  H.  Vincent  i  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasory  July  26,  884  ;  Qaes- 
tions,  Mr.  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  Bradlangh ; 
Antwera,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasoiy, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  July 
SI,  1368 

GbahaU,  Mr.  R.  C,  Lanark,  N.  W. 

Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  2B.  826 

Army 
Grenadier  Guards,  79,  347,  496, 007 
Officers—"  Mitchell  v.  Begins,"  859 

Arosy  Estimates —War  Office— Salaries,  &o., 
668,  570 

Birmingham  Mint  Company,  1057 

Cattle  Ships— Overloadiog,  497 

Law  and  Jnstiee 
Hunter,  Samuel — Petition,  717 
Pelican  Club- Prize  Fights,  496 

liooal  Taxation  (Castoms  and  Xioise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1209 

Post  Office 
Central  Telegraph  Office — Clerks,  722 
Officials- James  K.  Cornwell,  719 

Supply— Post  Office,  653 

Obinbt,     Marquess    o^     Leicestershire, 
Melton 
Army — New    Magazine    Eifle— Cartridges, 
490 

Gbantille,  Earl 

Africa— Swaiiland,  1713 

Elementary  Education  (Blind  and  Deaf) 
Bill,  Committer,  1154 

London  Sueets  (Removal  of  Gates)  Bin,2B. 
17  ;  3a.  1500,  1509 

Marriagod  in  British  Embassies,  &o.  Bill,  2B. 
471,  473 1  Ee-Committed,  1526 

Offices  of  Frime  Minister  and  .Foreign  Se- 
cretary, Res.  1035 

Sheriffs  (Assizes  Expenses)  Bill,  Committee, 
480 

Gbay,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Essex,  Maldon 
Army — Volniiteers— Machine  Guns,  335 

Geey,  Sir  E.,  Northumberland,  Berwick 
WoolerBarial  Ground,  1161 

Halsbuby,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 
Allotmeota  Act  Amendment  Bill,  3R.  1519, 

1521 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  2B.  679;  He-Committed, 

1722 
Compaoies  (Winding-np)  Bill,  Committee, 

848,  854,  865 

[tOKt. 


Halsbdbt  Lord— cont. 

Directors'  Liability  Bill,  Re-Committed,  1864^ 
1869,  1875, 1876,  1879,  1882,  1883, 1884 

Law  and  Justice 
Administration  of  the  Law,  48,  48,  60 
Penal  Servitude,    Length  of  Terms  of, 
693 

London  Streets  (Removal  of  Gates)  Bill,  SB. 
1488, 1490,  1491, 1856 

Lunacy— Procedure,  1726 

Public  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
Committee,  1011, 1012,  1013 

Settled  Land  Bill,  Be-Committed,  324, 326 

Sheriffs  (Assizes  Expenses)  Bill,  Committee, 
475,  483,  484,  486;  Report,  688,  689;  SB. 
1017 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  Commons  Amend- 
ments, 1037 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Bill,  Com- 
mittee,  682 

Hahilton,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  G.   (First 
Lord  of  ^e  Admiraltj),  Middlesex, 
Ealirtg 
Navy 
Docks 
Chatham,  223 
Hanlbowline,  1744 
Rates  of  Pay,  1046 
MancBuvres,  75,  1530, 1902 
Officers 

Admiral  Freemantle,  68 
Uniform  Committee,  1351 

Ordnance 

Administration  Report,  1048 
Supply  of  Arms,  721 

Ships 

"  Barham,"  1861 

"Britomart"  —  Evictions    in    Ireland, 

1392 
"  Calliope;'  219 
Compositions  for  Ships'  Bottoms,  346, 

893,  1170,  1898 
Crnisars,  Speed  of,  1344 
"  Grampian,"  1753 
"  Hetistance,"  1545 
War  Ships  and  Disabled  Fishing  Boats, 

1383 
Signalling 
Admiral  Colomb's  Invention,  74,  715 
Ward's  Night,  880 

Hanbuby,  Mr.  R  W.,  Preston 
Africa— Zululand—Usibepu,  220 
Anglo-German  Agreement,  83 

Army 

New  Magazine  Rifle,  1167, 1903 

Woolwich  Arsenal— Case  of  Mr.  B.  Dunn, 
1762 
Army  Estimates — War  Office — Salaries,  4o., 

563,  666,    567,    574 ;   Report,  662,    065, 

667 
Bermuda — Sanitary   Condition    of  Military 

Stations,  1047 

Navy 
Brennan  Torpedo,  1343 
Manoeuvre?,  1901 
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Hakbdry,  Mr.  B.  W.—c<Mt. 
Parliament 
Bnsinegs  of  the  IIoaBe,  1070 
Privilege — Lord  Dartmouth  and  Mr.  Han- 
bnry,  1921 

Pensions— Kaater  of  the  Hawks,  890,  1170, 
1346 


"  Hansard's    Parliamentary 
(see  Parliament) 


Debates  " 


HAKCOtTET,  Right  Hon,  Sir  W.  Q.  V., 
Derby 

Anglo-German  Agreement  Dill,  2E.  773, 788, 
784,  786,  787,  792,  829,  961,  962,  967, 
970 

Census  (Kngland  and  Wales)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 529,  530 

Cnrranoy — Light  Gold  Coinage,  900 

Floating  Debt,  1355 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1203,  1212,  1216,  1245, 
1246,  1286,  1288,  1292, 1293 ;  Considera- 
tion, 1561, 1576,  1578,  1690 

Supply— Post  Office  Services,  &c.,  1422, 1428, 
1426 

Harlech,  Lord 
Tenants'  Compensation  Bill,  2B.  1624 

Habeington,  Mr.  E.,  Kerry,   W. 
CensDS  (Ireland)  Bill,  99 
Ireland 
Army 
Artillery  Binge  at  Kossbeigh,  1373 
Troops  at  Evictions,  1182 
Crimes  and  Outrages — Tralee,  1372 
Eviotions^BIasket   Islands    and  Middle 
Calf  Islands— Gunboats,  1066, 1392 
Local  Taxation  (Customs and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Committeo,  1306,  1811 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  608 
S  upply — Ireland 

Commissioner  of  Police,  180 
County  Court  OScerg,  Ac,  137,  143 
Boyal    Irish   Constabulary,   Beport,  458, 
463,  464,  467 

Haekison,  Mr.  H.,  Tipperary,  Mid 
Supply— Ireland— Prisons,  268,  1002,  1003 

Haerowby,  Earl  of 

Merchant     Shipping — Sunday    Labour    at 

Hong   Kong  and  Singapore,  846 
SheriCfs  (Assizes  Expenses)  Bill,  Committee, 

482 

Hayden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leitrim,  S. 
Ireland 
Land  Commission — Wioklow,  1375 
Magistracy— Mr.  P.  Magan,  377, 736, 1060, 
1374,  1767 

Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
"  Hansard's  Debates,"  82 
Ireland— Begistry  of  Deeds  Office,  209 


Healt,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  A. " 
Census  (Ireland)  Bill,  99 

Ireland 
Civil  Departments — Seven  Hours  System, 

509 
Dublin  Collector  General  of  Bates  Office, 

96 
Education  —  Boyal   School  Endowments, 

353 
Gaelic  Athletic  Association,  84 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Patrick  Staunton,  369 

Police  "  Shadowing,"  88,  851 
Licensinff— Case  of  Mr.  P.  Blayney,  86 
Magistracy 

Mr.  M.  W.  O'Connor,  92,  864 

Besident  Magistrates,  84  . 

Begistry  of  Deeds  Office,  209 
Malta — SirLintom  Simmons's  Mission,  607 
Navy— Ships—  'CoZKope,"  218 
Parliamen<;  —  Business    of  the  Honse,    97, 

372 
Supply — Ireland 
Commisaioner  of  Police,  Ac.,  Beport-,  179 
County  Court  Officers,  Ac.,  BeptH't,  306 
Prisons,  229,  230,  284 
Public  Works,  4c.,   276,  278,   280,    288, 

292,  297 
Boyal  Irish    Constabulary,  Beport,  468, 

459,460 

Heath,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Lincoln,  Louth 
North  Sea  Fisheries— District  Order,  724 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

P.ist  Office 

Mails  to  Ships  of  War—"  Thrush,"  1353 
Submarine  Cables,  Purchase  of,  1351 

Supply  —  Post  Office  Services,  ic,  1418, 
1423, 1435 

Heligoland 

Anglo-Oerman  Agreement  (see  title  Gkemany) 

Hereditary  Pensions  (see  title  Pensions) 

Herschell,  Lord 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  3B.  1518 

Bankruptcy  Bill,  2R.  679,  680 

Companies  (Windiapr-np)  Bill,  2B.  25;  Com- 
mitteo, 853,  854,  855 

Directors'  Liability  Bill,  Ke-Committ(>d, 
1867,  1869,  1870,  1872,  1873,  1880,  1881, 
1882,  1883, 1884,  1885,  1886 

Law — Administration,  58,  60 

London   Streets   (Bemoval  of   Gates)    Bill, 
2E.  11,  12,  13;  3R.  1481,  1485,  1489,  1490,   / 
1491,  1493,  1854,  1856,  1859 

Lunacy — Procedure,  1724  / 

Malta — Marriages    and    Sir    Lintom     Sim-/ 
mons's    Mission,    705  / 

Marriages  in  British  Embassies,  &o.  Bill, 
Beport,  1886,  1887  / 

Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  (1875)  AmendnjAent 
BUI,  2B.  315  / 

Public  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  Bill^  Com- 
mittee, 1011, 1012, 1013 

'nut. 
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Eebschxll,  Lord — cont. 
Settled  Land  Bill,  Be-Committed,  318,  326 ; 

3B.  1159 
SherilCs  (ABsizes  Bxpenseg)  Bill,  Committee, 

478,  480 ;  Report,  683  ;  3B.  1017 
Supreme   Court  of   Judicature    Bill,   Com- 

mittee,  682 ;  Beport,  1015 
Teuants'  Compensation  Bill,  2B.  1524 

High  Court  of  Justice  (Actioni  Bemitted 
to  County  Cowrta) 
Order  for  Betnrn  read  and  discharged  July 
29,  1272 

Historical   Manuscripts    Commission — 
Report 
Qaestion,  Obserrations,  Harqnessof  Euntly, 
.     Lord  de  Bamssy  July  31,  1334 

HoBHonsE,  Mr.  H.,  Somerset,  E. 

CeuBua  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 624 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 398 

Post  Office — West  of  England  and  Hamp- 
shire and  Dorset  Communication,  715 

Home  Depaetmest,   Secretary    of    State 
(see  Maithews,  Right  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Depaktmbnt,  Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Wortley,  Mr.  C.  B.  Stuart) 

Honduras,  British 

Sir  Roper  Tuckfield  Qoldsworthy,  Question, 
Mr.  Long;  Answer,  The  Undersecretary 
for  the  Colonies  Aug  4,  1733 

HoifO  Kong 

Merchant  Shipping — Sunday  Labour,  Ques- 
tion, Observations,  Earl  of  Meath,  Earl  of 
Ilarrowby,  The  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
July  25,  842 

Houghton,  Lord 

London  Streets  (Bemoval  of  Gates)  Bill,  3B. 

1494,  1499 
Public  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  2B. 

669,  672;   Committee,  1011,   1012,  1014, 

1015;  Beport,  1862 

HouLDSWOETH,   Sir  W.   H.,   Manchester, 
N.W. 
Boiler  Explosions  Act  (1882)    Amendment 

Bill,  Bes.  1040 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  1407 

Hoosiog  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill 

c.  Considered ;  Bead  3°  •  and  passed  July  21, 

386 
I.  Beadl»*/ttZy  22,  489 
Bead  2*  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  Bolating  to  Law,  &,o.  July 
25,  867 
Beported  and  Be-Oommitted  to  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  Aug  6,  1846 


I  Howard,  Mr.  J.,  Middlesex,  TottenJiam 
Education  —  Voluntary    School    Buildings, 
Bating  of,  1345 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green,  N.E. 

Cattle  Imported  from  Transatlantic  Ports, 
1339 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 396 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1773 

Parliamentary  Elections,  1364 

Post  Office — Saving^  Banks — Trades  Unions 
Deposits,  1342,  1534,  1536,  1538 

Savings  Banks— Chelsea,  1343 

Savings  Banks  Bill,  1924;  2B.  432,  440, 442, 
543 

HOTLE,  Mr.   I.,   Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
toood 
India 
Labour,  Employment  of,  1041 
Salt  Tax,  332 

HoziEB,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarkshire,  S. 
Buenos  Ayres — Bevolntion,  1181 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Committee,  1124 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Be-Committed,  1973, 

1979, 1980, 1981, 1987 
Post  Cards,  1168 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Wooltmch 
Army  Estimates — War  Office — Salaries,  Ac. 
570,  571,  572,  576 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  JV. 

Local  Taxation  (Customs and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1133,  1135,  1139,  1142, 
1151,  1190,  1195,  1208,  1225,  1228,  1242, 
1243,  1247,  1274,  1278,  1296 ;  Considera- 
tion, 1596 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1773; 
Bes.  1942 

Partnership  Bill,  2B.  227 

Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1670,  1789,  1796, 
1803,  1804,  1825 

Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Ke-Committed,  1963, 
1967, 1968,  1972,  1973,  1976,  1977, 1979, 
1982,  1987, 1988 

HUNTLT,  Marquess  of 

Historical  Manuscripts  Commission — ^Beport, 
1334 

Illingworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  Committee, 

534 
Census  (Ireland)  Bill.  2B.  428 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Committee,  1217 

Immigration  (see  Emigration') 

India — Secretary   of    State    («e«    Cross, 
Viscouut) 
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Inteitaiet  EUates  Bill — oont. 

c.  Lords  Amendments  oonaiderad  and  agreed 

to  July  22,  612 
I.  Betomed  from  the  Commons  July  22,  470 
Boyal  Assent  July  26,  84X 

Ibeund 

Army 

Artilltry  Range  at  Rosaheigh,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  E.  Harringtoa  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  July  31,  1374 

Aitault  on  Superior  Officer,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Conybeare ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  26,  906 

Camp  at  Olenbeigh,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Kil- 
bride; Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  July  18,  211 

Futiliers,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Blane ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Aug  1,  1552 

Newtownards  Drill  Ground,  Quesuon, 
Mr.  M'Gartan  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  Aug  4,  1751 

Royal  Rifies — Bead-Dresses,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
IiaboDchere ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  July  31, 1371 

Crimes  and  Outrages 

Attack  on  Catholic  Excursionists,  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  Blane  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  July  18,  206; 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Blane;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  July  21,  355 
Trcdee,  Qafstions,  Colonel  Sannderson, 
Mr.  E.  Harrington,  Mr.  Dillon;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  July  31, 
1371 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act 
Boycotting  in  Tipperary,  Qnestions,  Mr.  J. 

O'Connor;  AnBwers,The  Chief  Secretary 

July  21,  367 ;    July  24,  733 
l>ithallow,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  July  21,  356 
Oorey   Conspiracy   Case — Charge  of  Lord 

Chief  Baron,  Qnestions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 

Dillon,   Mr.  J.  Morley ;    Answers,  The 

Chief  Secretary  July  25,  904 
M'Curtin,  Mr.,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr. 

J.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Seicton ;  Answers,  The 

Chief  Secretary  Aug  5,  1913 

Prison  Treatment 
Tully,  Mr.  J.,  Qnestions,  Dr.  Fitzgerald, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General   for  Ireland    Aug  4,    1766 ; 
Qaestion,  Dr.    Fitzgerald ;    Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  6, 1920 
Jl«(um<   of  Prosecutions,  Question,    Mr. 
O'KeeBe ;     Answer,      The     Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  July  18,  216 

Education 

Ballygorianmore  School,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Aug  1,  1548 

Model  Schools,  Qaestion,  Dr.  Tanner ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  1, 1663 

Mr.  Christopher  Keys,  Master  of  Edenavigh 
National  School,  Qaestion,  Mr.  W.  Bed- 
mond;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  24, 727 

[eont. 


Ibblamd — Education — cont. 

National  Schools,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Leamy; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  21, 
357 
Shslboume,    Qaestion,     Mr.    Kilbride; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  81, 
1379 
Primary  Training  Colleges,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July   24,   730;    Qaestion,  Mr.  Sexton; 
Answer,    The    Attorney     General    for 
Ireland  Aug  4, 1745 
Queen's  University,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Fink- 
erton ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  July  18,  214;  July  21, 367 
iiatne's    Bequest,    Question,    Mr.  W.   P. 
Sinclair ;   Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  25,  887 
RoyalCollegeof  Science,  Dublin,  Questions, 
Mr.  Sexton ;    Answers,  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent July  18,  213  ;  July  25,  897  ;  Aug 
5, 1018 
Ulster  Royal  School  Endoumtent,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;   Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  July  21,  353 
Emergency  Men   (see  sub-heading  Landlord 
and  Tenant) 

FtsAenes 
Inspectors'  Report,  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Aug  1, 1550 

Inland  i2«v*nue 

Gunpowder  Licences,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Sexton; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Juiy  25, 
914 
Local  Contribution  and  Taxation  Proposals, 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Xxohequer  July  17, 
90 ;  July  21, 342 ;  Question,  Mr.  Carew  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer Ju2y  24,  723 

(see  also  title  Xocal  Taxation  {Customs  and 
Excise)  Duties  Bill) 

Land  Commission 
Derry  and  Donegal,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Dalton ; 

Answer,   The    Attorney    General   for 

Ireland  Aug  5, 1746 
Down  and  Antrim,  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  ^uiy  31, 

1876 
Irvtnestoicn,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Bedmond; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Ju2y  17, 

98 
ifr.  Commissioner  Wrench,  Qnestion,  Dr. 

Tanner  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland  Juiy  18,  208 ;  Question,  Dr. 

Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 

July  24,  731 
Templecrome — Messrs.  Twigg  and  Peebles, 

Question,  Mr.  Dalton ;    Answer,    The 

Attorney  General*  for  Ireland  July  24, 

728 
Wicklow,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Hayden  ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  July  31,  1375 
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Ibbland — Law  and  Justice  and  Police — oont. 
Ireland,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  22, 
610 ;  Qnestions,  Kr.  Boche  ;  AoBwens, 
The  Chief  Secretary  July  84, 732, 
784;  Qnestioni,  Mr.  Boohe,  Mr. 
Dillon,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answen,  The 
Chief  Secretary  July  28, 1061 

"District  Inspector  Ball  v.  Kent," 
Qoestion,  Mr.  Flynn;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Aug  4, 
1751 

Evictions — Police  at  Tipperary — Modes- 
hill  Estate,  QnestionB,  Mr.  Finncane; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  July 
24,  735 ;  July  28,  1064 

Ex-Constables 

Brennan, Peter,  Qaestion,  Dr.  Tanner; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug 
1,  1553;  QnestioD,  Dr.  Tanner; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  Greneral  for 
Ireland  Aug  4,  1760 

Palmer,  Constable — Moonlighting,  ^c, 
Qnestions,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  Dillon, 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  July 
18,  z07;  Qnestion,  Dr.  Tanner; 
Ansirer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July 
31,  1380 

Harboume,  Sergeant — Witnesses'  Ex- 
penses, Qnestion,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  6, 
1919 

Inquiry  Committee,  Question,  Mr.  H.  J. 
Wilson  i  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Aug  5,  1919 

Lane,  Constable,  Assault  upon,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretaty  Aug  1,  1548 

Police  force  Fund,  Qaestion,  Mr, 
Sexton;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Aug  4, 1744 

garters  for  Married  Policemen — Mr.  T. 
Phelan's  House,  Qaestion,  Dr.  Fitz- 
gerald ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  Aug  4, 1752 

"Shadowing  " — Miscellaneous  Questions 
— Qnestions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
Socbe,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  July  17,  86; 
Qnestions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Boche,  Mr.  J.  -O'Connor; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  July 
21,  351;  Qnestions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr. 
Crilly ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  25,  894 ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Flynn ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  1, 
1549;  Qnestions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Dr.  Tanner;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Aug  4, 
1748 

Tradesmen's  and  Labourers'  Meeting, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Nolan ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  July  29, 
1186 

[eont. 


Ibsland — cent. 
Prisons 

Derry — Sanitary  Condition,  Qnestions, 
Dr.  Fitzgerald,  Dr.  Tanner;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  July  31, 
1381 ;  Qaestion,  Dr.  Fitzgerald  ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land Aug  4, 1746 

Prison  Treat7n«nt  (see  sab-heading 
CrimiTial  Law,  ^c.  Act) 

Quarter  Sessions  Court,  Kilrush — Cose  of 
P.  Lynan,  Questions,  Mr.  Jordan;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
July  21,  349 

Queen's  University,  Questions,  Mr.  Finker- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  July  18,  214;  July  21,  367 

Revision  Court,  Monaghan,  Qaestion,  Mr, 
P.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Aug  5,  1916 

Rye,  Captain — Trial  of.  Questions,  Mr. 
Flynn,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Mac  Neill;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land July  31,  1369 

Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  Qnestion,  Mr, 
Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  July  29,  1188 

Walsh,  Mr.  James,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug  1, 
1561 

Wicklow  Summer  Assites — Spscial  Jurors, 
Qnestion,  Mr.  W.  Corbet;  Answer, The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  July  18, 
215 

TToundin^  a  Lady  with  a  Revolver  Bullet, 
Question,  Mr.  Kilbride;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  July  18, 
210 

Licensing 

Case  of  Mr.  Blayney,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M, 
Healy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  17,  86 

Case  of  Charles  Mitchell,  Questions,  Mr. 
F.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  July  29,  1185  ;  Question,  Mr, 
P.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Aug  5,  1914 

Lighthouses 

Fastnet  Rock,  Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  July  18,  213 

Ligktkeepers,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Sexton  July 
28,  1063;  Qnestion,  Mr.  Sexton;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  July  29, 1187 

Local  Oovemment  Board 

Dublin — Collector  General  of  Bates  Office, 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T,  M.  Healy ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  17| 
94 

Labourer^  Cottages 
Clogerhead,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Nolan;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  Goneral  for  Ire- 
land Aug  4, 1766 
Lu/nacy  —  Richmond    Asylwn — Death  from 
Violence — C/irisfopher  O'Connor,  Qnestian, 
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Ibxland— Luttacy— oont. 

Mr.  W.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary JiUy  17,  02  ;  QnestioD,  Mt.  Dalton ; 
Antwer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land Axtg  4, 1758 

Magittracy 

Attmi,  Mr.  E.,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Sed- 
mond ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  17,  99 

Licensing  Settiona  and  Reiident  Magit- 
tratet,  Qaestions,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien,  Mr. 
Flynn,  Mr.  Mao  Neill;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland  July  29, 
1185 

Magan,  Mr.  P.,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Hayden  ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land July  21,  377  i  Aug  i,  1767 ;  Qaes- 
tions, Mr.  Hayden  {  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  July  24,  736;  Question,  Mr. 
Hayden ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  28,  1060;  Qaestions,  Mr.  Hayden, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  81,  1374 

Hagisterial  Powers  —  Mr.  laton,  R.M., 
Question,  Mr.  Enozj  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  July  24, 
731 

Mayne,  Mr.,  Question,  Mr.  Sheehy ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
j¥ly  18,  206 

<y  Connor,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Questions,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  17,  92 ;  July  21,  354 

Resident  Magistrates,  Qaestions,  Mr.  3.  E. 
Ellis,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  July  17,  83 

Townshend,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Question,  Mr. 
Gilhooly ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  July  18,  211 

Tyrone  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  26,  893 

Miscellaneous 

Contagious     Diseases     (Animals)     Act — 

Case  of  Mr.  Owen  Quin,  Question,  Mr. 

Blane;  Aniiwer,  The  Chief  Secretary 

Aug  1,  1546 
Dublin 

Civil  Department — Registry  of  Deeds 
Office,  ^c. — Seven  Hours  System,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury July  18,  209  ;  Question,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  JuZy  22,  609 

Collector  Qeneral  of  Rates  Offiee  {see 
sub-heading  Local  Qovemment  Board) 

Hospitals,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
July  17,  93 

Jfational  Library,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
Bury  July  31,  1380 

Port  and  Docks  Board,  Question,   Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief    Secre^ 
tary  July  28,  1064 
Gaelic  Athletic  Association,  Question,  Mr. 

T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Score 

tary  July  17,  84 

^cent. 


Ikblans — Miscel  laneous—eont. 

Merchandise  Marks  Act — Irish  Lard,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Aug  4, 
1746 

Paumbrokers,  Question,  Mr.  Johnston ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  July  21,  866 

Potato  Blight,  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
July  25,  896;  Questions,  Mr.  Crilly,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  Aug  4,  1770 

Seed  Trade,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  July  21,  857 

Navy 

Training  Ship  "  Orampian,"  Question,  Mr. 
Flynn ;  Answer,  The.  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  Aug  4, 1762 

Use  of  Qunboata  at  Evictions  (see  sub- 
heading Landlord  and  Tenant) 

Poor  Law 

BalUnatimon  Union — Death  through  Neg- 
lect— Bridget  Boban,  Question,  Dr. 
Fitzgerald  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Aug  6,  1918 

Ballyshannon  Workhouse,  Question,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Beore- 
tary  July  24,  729 

Bandon  Union,  Clerk  to,  Questions,  Mr. 
Flynn ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  July  29,  1183  ;  Aug  4, 
1747 

Cork  Union,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
July  17,  82 

Poor  Law  Unions,  Questions,  Mr.  Tuite, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary July  28,  1060 

Tice  Ouardians,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  July  17, 
90 

Post  Office 

Clontarf,  Question,  Mr.  Clancy;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  July  24,  728 

Cork  Telegraph  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Dillon ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  July 
24,  734  ;  Question,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  July  31,  1368 

Dublin,  Question,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  July  18,  216 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer,  A  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Aug  4,  1762 

Enniskillen—Mr.  D.  M'Oaw,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  Bedmond ;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Aug  4, 1747 

Oalbally — Mrs.  Donovan,  Question,  Mr. 
Finncane ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  July  24,  735 

Lurgan,  Question,  Mr.  Blane ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  Aug  1,  1547 

Mail  Services,  ^c.  Questions,' Mr.  Macart- 
ney, Mr,  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  July  29, 
1182  ;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  July  31, 1380 


IRE  JAO  {SESSION    1890} 

347' 


JAO 


JEB 


Irbland— Po«t  Office — cont. 
Pottmen 

Holidays,  Qaestioo,   Mr.    P.   O'Brien ; 
Anstrer,  The  Postmaster  General  July 
24,  727 
Payment — Sick  Pay,  ^e.,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
O'Eeeffe ;  Answer,   The  Postmaater 
General  July  18,  216 ;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Sexton ;    Answer,     A    Lord    of    the 
Treasnry  Ang  6, 1914 
Public  Works  Loans  (Bemissions)  Committee 
(see  that  title) 

SaiUoays 

Light  Baihvays 

Cavan,  lieitrim,  and  Roscommon,  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  Knox  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasnrj  July  18,  212 

Qlenbeigh,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Kilbride  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Tteasnry 
July  18,  211 

Motion  for  Return  (Lords)  July  18, 
196 

Ulster  Canal — Case  of  U.  Loughran,  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  H.  Oampbell;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Aug  4, 1769 

Iri»k    Society  and  London   Companies 
{Irish  EstaUs) 
Beport  brought  op  and  read  July  24,  741 

Isaacson,   Mr.  F.  W.,    Tower  Hg,mlets> 
Stepney 
Anglo- German  Agreement  Bill,  Committee, 

1091 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1824 
Supply— Post  Office,  622,  632,  634 

Italt 

British  Bast  Africa  Company's  Boundary, 
Qaestion,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  July 
24,722 

Papal  Court — Sir  Q.  Errington's  Mission  and 
the  Duke  of  Norfolk's  Mission — General 
Qnestions— QnestioDS,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  July  31,  1383; 
Questions,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
July  31, 1892 ;  Question,  Mr.  0.  Bentinok ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Aug  5,  1903;  Questions,  Mr.  0. 
Bentinctc,  Mr.  Summers,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  0' Kelly;  Answers,  The  Un- 
der Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug  5,  1909 

Bir  Lintom  Simmons' s  Mission  (see  KAMA) 

Jacksok,  Right  Hon.  W.  L.   (Secreiary 
to  the  Treasury),  Leeds,  N. 
Census  (Expenses)  Committee,  514 
Civil  Service— Writers,  608,  1050 
Customs 
Messengers,  605 
Out-door  Clerks,  1895 

[eoKt. 


Jackson,  Right  Hon.  W.  L. — amt. 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland) 
Act  (1862)  Amendment  Bill,  Committee, 
1996,  1997 
Government  Contracts— Messrs.  Bryant  and 

May,  885,  1358 
Horse  Breading,  1049 
Inland  Revenue 
Board  of  Inland  Bevenne,   Engraver  to, 

1738 
Income  Tax  on  Lodging  House  Owners, 
1044 
Ireland 
Civil    Department  —  Registry  of  Dfeds 

Office — Seven  Hours  System,  209,  609 
Dublin 
Hospitals,  93 
National  Library,  1380 
Fisheries — Inspectors'  Beport,  1550 
Incorporated    Law    Society  —  Solicitors' 

Indenture  Fees,  106S 
Railways,  Light 
Cavan,  Leitrim,  and  Roscommon,  212 
Glenbeigh,  211 
Ulster  Canal — Case  of  H.  Loughran,  1770 
London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill,  726 ; 
2R.    603;    Committee,-  1463;  Considera- 
tion, 1646 
Mines  Inspectors — Superannuation,  1785 
Mint  Officials  and  Birmingham  Min~t  Com- 
pany, 1057 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  Honse,  99,  307,  608,  662, 

840, 1070,  1391,  1652,  1708 
"  Hansard's     Parliamentary     Debates," 
1051 
Pensions — Master  of  the  Hawks,  891, 1170, 

1346 
Post  Office— Plymouth— Night  Mails,  1047 
Public  Works  (Loans)  Bill,  2B.  554 

Supply 

Ireland— Public  Works,  4c.,  276,  278, 280, 
297,  305 

Post  Office  Services,  io.,  1419 
Wales— Gwylwyr  Sett  Quarry,  1050, 1368 

Jahxs,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Anglo-German   Agreement    Bill,    2R.    969, 

970 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 527 

Jeffrets,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Hants,  Basingstoke 
Army  Estimates — War  Office — Salaries,  4o., 
580,  581,  586 

Jebskt 

Dehaies  in  the  States  and  the  Qovemor, 
Question,  Mr.  F.  W.  Maclean;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  July  28, 1045 

Jebsbt,  Earl  of  (Paymaster  (3^neral) 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  3B.  1609, 

1515,  1518,  1520,  1522 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2B.  1524, 
1526;  Committee,  1722, 1723 
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Jbbsbt,  Earl  of — cont. 

Local   GoTemment    AotB    of   England  and 

Scotland  Bepeal  BiU,  2B.  196 
Local  Government  FroTisional  Orders  Bill, 

2B.  469 
Fablio  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  2B. 

672 


Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 
Borneo — Bajah  Brooke,  345 
Ireland — Pawnbrokera,  356 
Local  Taxation  (Castomaand  Excise)  Dnties 

Bill,  Committee,  1410 
Madagascar— British  Missionaries,  1728 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1789 


Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W. 
Emigrants,  Shipwrecked,  364 
Ireland — Kilrash    Quarter    Sessions  Conrt, 
349 

Kxiir,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 
Afghanistan,  Ameer  ef,  1167 
Bankruptcy — Town  Clerk   of    Salford   and 

Thomas  Harrnp,  889 
Pensions,  Perpetual,  890,  1345 


Kbllt,  Mr.  J.  R.,  CambenoeU,  N. 

Civil  Service  Writers,  506 

Gostoms  and  Inland  Bevenne 
Messengers,  505 

Quinquennial    Valnation  of  the    Metro- 
polis, 506 

Local  Taxation  (Cnstoms  and  Excise)  Dnties 
Bill,  Committee,  1404,  1405 

London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill,  2B. 
605;  Committee,  1457;  Consideration, 
1648 

Merchant  Shipping—  "  Balla,"  1162 

Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 1775,  1779,  1781,  1782 

Supply 
Customs  Department,  1642,  1643 
Ireland — County  Court  Officers,  Ao.  169 
Post  Office,  1444 

KBNNAWiT,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Honiton 
Anglo- (German  Agreement  Bill,  2B.  805 
Clyde  Navigation  BiU,  3B.  882 

Kinton-Slinbt,  Colonel  W.,  Shropthire, 
Netuport 
Army  Estimates — War  Office — Salaries,  4c. 
597,  699 ;  Beport,  664,  665 

KiLBRiDB,  Mr.  D.,  Kerry,  S. 
Ireland 

Barony  Constable  of  Kerry,  209,  1058 

Camp  at  Glenboigh,  211 

Education — Shelbourne    National   School, 

1379 
Wounding  a  Lady  with  a  Bevolver  Bnllet, 
210 


EniBEB,  Mr.  H.,   Wandnoorth 
Bankruptcy — Official  Beceivers,  366 
Brompton  Cemetery,  1782 
Companies  (Winding-up)  Bill,  1768 
Currency — World's  Production  of  Gold  and 

Silver,  1732 
Navy — Admiral  Colomb's  Invention,  78 
Treasurer  of  Middlesex,  1055 

ElHBERLET,  Earl  of 

Africa— Swaziland,  1720, 1721 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  3B.  1614, 
1515,  1518,  1519,  1620 

Bankruptcy  Bill,  2B.  681 

Elementary  Education  (Blind  and  Deaf)  Bill, 
Committee,  1154,  1156 

Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill, 
Be-Committed,  1523 

Public  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1011,  1012,  1014,  1015;  Beport, 
1864 

Settled  Land  Bill,  Be-Committed,  324,  826 

SheriSs  (Assizes  Expenses)  Bill,  Committee, 
477  i  Beport,  690 

Tenants'  Compensation  Bill,  2B.  1624 

Tithe  Bent-Charge,  710 

King,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Hidl,  Centred 
India — Bate  of  Exchange,  498 

Einnaird,  Lord 

Malta — Marriages  and  Sir  Lintorn  Simmons' 
Mission,  706 

Knatchbull-Hugbsskn,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Kent, 
Faversham 
Navy— Docks — Chatham,  79,  323 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Honse,  612 

Knowles,  Mr.  L.,  Salford,  W. 
Tuberculosis  in  Cattle,  Commission  on,  494 

Enox,  Mr.  E.  F.  V.,  Cavan,  W. 
Ireland 
Lord     Massereene's     Tenants  —  Messrs. 

Emerson  and  Dudgeon,  1058 
Magisterial     Powers — Mr.    Eaton,    B.M., 

731 
Bailways,    Light — Cavan,     Leitrim,    and 
BoBcommon,  212 
Supply— Ireland — Public  Works,  4c.  297 

Enutsfobd,  Lord  (Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies) 
Africa— Swaziland,  1713, 1720, 1721 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  BiU,  3B.  1519 
Hong  Kong  and  Singapore — Merchant  Ship- 
ping— Sunday  Labour,  844 
India— Hail-Marking,  1888 
Malta — Marriagos  and  Sir  Lintorn  Simmons'* 

Mission,  702,  704,  705 
Marriages  in  British  Embassies,  4o.,  Bill, 
Beport,  1887 

Laboccherg,  Mr.  H.,  Nortliamplon 
Anglo-Gorman    Agreement    Bill,    2H.  933, 
942;  Committee,  1083,1084,  1097.1098; 
3B.  1107 
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Labodchebe,  Mr.  H. — cont. 

Army 
Grenadier  Onards,  348 
Gaards,  Strength  of,  909 
Boyal  Irish  Bifles,  1371 

CenSDS  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 631,  532 

Charity  Commissioners — Worcester  Gram- 
mar School,  1892 

London  Connty  Coonoil  (Honey)  Bill,  2B. 
607 

Navy — tTniform  Committee,  1350 

Parliament — ^BosinesB  of  the  House,  740, 
1773,1924;  Eea.  1929 

Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1812 

Post  Office — Liverpool  Telegraphists,  1364 

Sopply— Post  Office,  627,  634,  1646 

Yacoination — Denaby,  1889 

Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce 

Birmingham  Mint  Company,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  J«iiy  28,  J  057 
Commercial  Treaties,  Question,  Mr.  J.  M. 
Maclean  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  July  23,  901  j  Question, 
Mr.  H.  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Ang  5,  1896 

Factory  and  Workshops  Act 

Decision  of  the  Justiciary  Court  of  Appeal, 

Edinburgh,  Question,  Mr.  Broadhnrst; 

Answer,  The   Home  Secretary  July  29, 

1161 
John    Rutherford,    Question,   Mr.    Watt; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 

Home  Office  July  21, 334 

Messrs.  Bryant  and  May,  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  July  25,  884;  Questions,  Mr.  H. 
Vincent,  Mr.  Bradlangh  ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Jviy  31,  1358 

Mines  (see  title  Mines) 

Women's  Union  Deputation,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  M'Laren ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Office  July  22,  494 

Law   and  Justice  and  Police   (England 
and  Wales) 
Arrest  for  Drunkenness — Case  of  Margaret 
Brown,  Question,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson  ;    An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Office  July  21,  366 

Bankruptcy 

Act — 125(h  Section,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  J  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  July  25,  901 

Official  Receivers,  Quoation,  Mr.  Kimber ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  July  21,  365 

Town,  Cleric  ofSalford  and  Thomas  Harrup, 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Seymour  Keay;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
July  25,  889 

Colwyn  Bay  Petty  Sessions,  Question,  Mr. 
G.  O.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Office  July  21,  339 

[eont. 


Law    and  Justice  and   Police   (England  and 
Wales)— coot. 
County   Court,  Bipon — Judge    of,  Question, 
Mr.  Bradlangh;   Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  July  29, 1180 

Criminal  Law 
Hunter,  Samuel — Petition,  Question,  Mr. 
C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary July  24,  717 
Stamp  Frauds,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Esslemont; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  Aug  6, 
1899 

Law  Administration,  Observations,  Lord 
Bsher,  The  Lord  Chancellor,  Earl  of  Sel- 
bome.  Lord  Herschell  Jviy  17,  32 

Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  Questions,  Mr.  S. 
Gedge,  Mr.  Piokersgill;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  General  July  21,  358 

Manchester  Assites — Lihel  Action,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  Schwann  Aug  5,  1907 

"Mitchell  V.  Begina"  (see  Akmt — Officers) 

Pelican  Club,  Questions,  Mr.  Coghill ; 
Answers,  The  Home  Secretary  July  18, 
216;  Aug  4,  1760;  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Office  July  22,  496 

Penal  Servitude,  Length  of  Terms  of,  Qnei>- 
tion.  Observations,  Lord  Norton,  The 
Lord  Chancellor  Juiy  24,  691 

Police 

Constable  Marr,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Schwann; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Aug  6, 
1906 

Metropolitan  Police  (see  Metropolis) 

Police  and  Borough  Funds  (see  nnder 
Local  Taxation,  Sce.,  Bill — Appropria- 
tion of  Licensing  Fumd) 

Police  Pay,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Canston ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary  July  29, 
1178 

Reports  (Counties  and  Boroughs),  Qnes- 
tion, Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Aug  5, 1904 

Women's  Deputation,  Qnestion,  Mr.  W. 
M'Laren ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Office  July  22, 494 

Prisons 
Chatham 

Cammitte^s  Recommendation,  QneatiOBB, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  An- 
swers, The  Home  Secretary  July  31, 
1351 ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Seoretarr  Aug  1, 
1639 
Prisoners'  Visitors — James  Egan,  ^c, 
Q  nestions,  Mr.  J.  Barry,  Mr.  Mao  Neill, 
Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretary  July  29,  1175 ;  Qnestions, 
Mr.  Mac  Neill,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
J.  O'Connor  j  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretary  July  31,  1376 

Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treaanrr 
Aug  5,  1923 

Prison  Labour — Mat-Making,  Qnestions, 
Mr.  Quilter;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Office  July  22, 
493 
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Lata  and  Justice    and   Poliet    {England  and 
Wales)— cent. 
Southam  Magistrates,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Cobb  ; 

Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Jviy  29, 

1168 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  Qnestion,  Ur. 

M'Csrtan ;      Answer,     The    Attorney 

General  July  29, 1188 

Lawbence,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool,  Aber- 
crornby 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  2B.  942 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1661,  1789 

LiwsoN,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St.  Pancrat,  W. 

County  Coancil,  London,  712 

BoDsing  ot  the  Working  Classes  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, S96 

Inland  Berenne 
Inhabited  House  Daty — Metropolitan  Fire 

Brigade  Scations,  1165 
Beoeirer  General,  725 

London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill,  725 ; 
2B.  603,  605,  606 ;  Committee,  1464, 
1466 

Lawson,   Sir  W.,    Cumberland,   Cocker- 
mouth 
Anglo-German    Agreement   Bill,   2B.    973; 

Committee,  1084 
Burma— Daooits,  1071, 1167, 1341,  1730 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,   Committ«e,   1397,  1398,   1400;  3B. 

1994 
Parliament — Business  of   the     House,  307, 

308,  372,  608,  840, 1652 

Lease,  Mr.  E.,  Lancashire,  S.E.,   Rod- 
cliffe 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,   1812 ;  Re  Com- 
mitted, 1959, 1960 

Lbamt,  Mr.  E.,  Sligo,  S. 
IreUmd — National  Schools,  357 

Lefevrb,  Right  Hon.  J.  6.  Shaw,  Brad- 

Jord,  Central 
Abinger  Glebe,  1051 
Aldersbot   Beads  Bill,  Be-Committed,  378 

379,  384, 385,  386 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2B.  416 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1785, 1804,  1812 
Savings  Banks  Bill,  1924 ;  2B.  441,  541 
Supply— Ireland 

County  Court  Officers,  &c.,  173 

Prisons,  236,  245 
Supply 

Post  Office,  639,  640,  661,  1413, 1418 

Telegraph  Service,  1641 

Legh,   Mr.    T.   W.,    Lancashire,    S.W., 
Newton 
Constitution  Hill,  1644 


Leighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  Osweatry 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  2B.  926 
Cape  Town — ^Fortifications,  65 
Wales — Tithes — Biots  and    Disturbances — 

Montgomeryshire,  1054 
Zeila,  Occupation  of,  713 

Leitrim,  Earl  of 

Light  Bail  ways  (Ireland),  Bes.  196,  200 
Lii<ht  Bailways  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill, 
2B.  193 

Leng,  Mr.  J.,  Dundee 
Honduras,  British,  1733 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Committee,  1409 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  1180 

Private  Bill  Procedure,  339 
Savings  Banks  BiU,  1924;  2B.  641 
Scotland 

Caurt  of  Session — Act  of  Sederunt,  1068 

Fishing— Illegal,  S49 

Bailways — Issue  of  Tickets,  1163 

Lethbeidge,  Sir  R.,  Kensington,N. 
India— Bate  of  Exchsnge,  498,  717 
Servia — British  Enterprise,  1356 

Leveson-Goweb,  Mr.   G.  G.,  Stoke-upon- 
Trent 
Armenia,  501, 1908 
Ireland — Law    and     Justice — Mr.    Justice 

Harrison's  Charge,  1068 
Macedonia  —  Murder   of    Christians,  1354, 

1907 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1390 

Life  and  Property  Protection  Bill 

c.  Bead  2»  July  24,  839 

Light  Railways  {Ireland) 
Motion  for  Beturns  July  18, 196 

Light  Bailways  (Ireland)  Amendment 

Bill 
1. 2B. ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  18, 194 

Limerick,  Earl  of 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  Bill, 
Bes.  1325 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art 
National    Oallery  —  Purchase   of    Pictures, 
Question,     Sir     G.    Campbell;    Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  81, 
1348 

South  Kensington  Museum  —  Archbishop's 
Throne  at  Canterbury,  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Bentinck;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
July  31,  1344 

Llewelltn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  K 
Supply— Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  160^ 
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Llotd-Geoboe,  Mr.  D.,  Carnarvon,  <fcc. 
CenBOB — Children    under   the    Elementary 

Sdaoation  Acts,  910 
Wales 
Carnarron  Castle — Constableship,  223 
Gwylwyr  Sett  Quarry,  910, 1050,  1357 

Local  OoTemment  Acts  of  England  and 
Scotland  Bepeal  Bill 

I.  2B.  deferred  JuZy  18,  195 

LocAi,  Government  Boaed — President  (see 
Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.) 

Local  Govbenmbnt  Board— Secretary  to 
(see  Long,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

Iiocal  Government  Board  {England  and 
Wales) 
Batiersea,  Wui'sance  at,  QaestioD,  Mr.  0.  V. 
Morgan ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Goveroment  Board  July  21,  330 

County  Council 
Licensing  Fund,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Etohe- 
quer  Aug  4,  1770 

(See      a)so     under    Local     Taxation 
{Customs  and  Excise)  Duties  Bill) 
London,  Qoestion,  Mr.   Lawson;  Answer, 
The  President  uf  the  Local  Government 
Board  July  24,  712 

London  Water  Companies — Chelsea,  ^c, 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  Egerton  ;  Answers,  The 
President  of  tbo  Local  Govemment  Board 
July  29,  1165  j  July  31,  1348 

Treasurer  of  Middlesex,  Question,  Mr. 
Kimber ;  Answer,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  July  28,  1055 

Vaccination — Denaby,  Question,  Mr.  Labou- 
ohere;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Govemment  Board  Av^  5, 1889 

Wire  Fencing — Mr.  J.  Button,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Brunner ;  Answer,  The  President  ot'  the 
Local  GoTernment  Board  July  28,  1043 

Local  GoTomment  FroTlsional  Orders 
Bill 

I,  Sessional  Orders  dispensed  with  ;  Bead  2*  * 
July  22,  469 
Sessional  Orders,  Bes.  JvXy  31,  1325 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise) 
Dnties  Bill 

e.  Considered  in  Committee    July  28,   1109; 
/ttiv29,  1190j    July  30,  1274;   July  81, 
1393 
Considered  Aug  1,  1559 
Bead  3°  and  passed  Aug5, 1989 

Local   Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise") 
Duties  Bill 
Question,    Mr.    A.    Acland ;    Answer,   The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  23, 
668 

yOL.  OCOXLVIl.  [thied  SEBPS.;]  Iconi. 


Local  Taxation  (Oustoms  and  Eaeite)  DvUts 
Bill — oont. 

Appropriation  of  Licensing  Fund,  ^c— 
Miscellaneous  Questions  —  Questions, 
Mr.  H.  Yinoont,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Mr.  A.  Acland,  Mr.  W.  P.  Sin- 
clair ;  Answers,  The  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  21,  342 ;  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Barbour;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
tbe  Exchequer  July  22,  498 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Bowntree,  Mr.  Storey ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July 
24,  721 J  Question,  Mr.  T.  Ellis; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  July  24,  723 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Carew;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor i>f  the  Exchequer  July  24,  723 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Esslemont ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  July  25,  902 ;  Qnestion, 
Mr.  Bachanan ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate July  25,  909 ;  Qnestion,  Mr.  H. 
Elliot ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
July  28,  1048  j  Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer Aug  4, 1770 ;  Notice  of  Motion  July 
21,  370;  Notice  of  Correction  July  23, 


Local  Taxation  (Exchequer    Contribu- 
tions, <fcc.) 
Betnm  ordered  July  24, 741 

London  Connty  Council  (Honey)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  •  July  17,  101 

2B.  July  22,  603;  July  29,  1263 

Committee  July  31,  1457 

Considered;  Bead  3°*  and  passed  Aug  1, 
1648 
I.  Bead  1«  •  Aug  4, 1724 

London  County  Council  (Money)  BUI 
Questions,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  S. 
Buxton ;  Answers,  Tbe  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  July  24,  725 

London  Streets  (Remoral  of  Oates)  Bill 

I.  Bes.  to  suspend  Standing  Order  and  BUI 
Bead  2*  and  Committed  to  Committee 
proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection 

July  17,  1 
Eeported  July  29, 1153 
3B.  Aug  1,  1469 
Bead  3'  and  passed  Aug  6, 1846 

LoBD  Advocate,  The  (see  Robebtson,  Right 
Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

LOBD    Pbesidbnt    or    the    Couhcil    (see 
Ceanbeook,  Viscount) 

LOBD  -Pbivt  Seal  (see  Cadooan,  Earl) 

Lothian,  Marquess  of  (Secretary  for  Scot- 
land) 
Fishery  Board  (Scotland)  Bill,  2E.  471 
Bemoval     Terms     (Scotland)     Act    (1886) 
Amendment  Bill,  2B,  678 
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Uaclban,  Mr.  J.  ti.—eont. 
Parliament—"  Hansard's  Debates,"  1051 
Supply— Post    Office  —  Telegraph    Service, 
Eeport,  1705 


LoWTHBB,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Kent,  Isle  of 
Thanet 
Parliament — Basiness  of  the  Hoose,  511 
Supply- Post  Office,  638 


LowTHEB,     Mr.     J.     W.,     Cumberland, 
Penrith 
Charity  Commissioners 
Allotments  in  Dorset  222 
Choroh  and  Poor's  Land,  Oeptford,  1905 
Worcester  Ghi^mmar  School,  1892 

Lubbock,    Bight   Hon.   Sir    J.,   London 
University 
London  County  Council    (Money)  Bill,  2B. 
1263;  Committee,  1460,  1465,  1466;  Con- 
sideration, 1648,  1650 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1391 

Lunacy 

Asylums— Rating,  Question,  Mr.  Salt;  An- 
sirer.  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  July  25,  897 

Banstead  Asylum,  Question,  Hr.  Banmann  ; 
Ansvrer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  Aug  5,  1893 

Lunacy  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Talbot;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  Aug  1,  1629 

Procedure — Dr.  P.  Smith's  Letter,  Question, 
Observations,  Lord  Hersohell,  Lord  Hals- 
bury  Aug  4,  1724 

Ltell,  Mr.  L.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund — George  Tnllooh, 
713 

Macabtnby,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrim,  S. 
Ireland— MaUs,  1182 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life-Saving  Appliances) 

Rules,  Bes.  184,  188 
Supply 

Ireland— Public  Education,  Report,  839 
Post  Office  Service,  4c.,   1443;  Report, 
1645 

Macdonald,    Mr.    W.  A.,    Queen's  Co., 
Ossory 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2B.  402 ; 

Committee,  515,  1535 
Census  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  425 
Parliament 
BusinesB  of  the  House,  1070,  1773 
"Hansard's  Debates,"  1051 
Winter  Session,  225 

Macedonia  {see  Tubkey) 

Maclean,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Oxford,  Woodstock 
Jersey  States — Debates  and  the  G6vernor, 

1045 

Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldluim 
Bnenoa  Ayres — RevolntioD,  1069 
Colonial  Defences,  72 
Commercial  Treaties,  901 

Cconf. 


Macldeb,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancathire,  S.E., 
Stretford 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1811 

Macnaghten,  Lord 

Bankruptcy  BUI,  2E.  674,  678,  679,  681 
Customs  Consolidation  Act  (1876)  Amend- 
ment BUI,  2H.  327 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal,  S. 
'  Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  Committee, 

1077,  1078, 1085,  1089,  1091,  1093,  1094 
Indian  Rate  of  Exchange,  499,  717 
Ireland 
Ballyshannon  Workhouse,  729 
Law  and  Justice 

Judges'  Charges,  738 
Kilrea  Petty  Sessions,  Clerk  to,  1367 
Bye,  Captain,  1370 
Licensing — Case  of  Charles  Mitchel,  1187 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Honse,  99 
Prisons  —  Chatham  —  Prisoners'   Visitors  — 

James  Egan,  1175,  1376 
Supply — Ireland 
County  Court  Officers,  Magistrates,  tc, 

157,  158,  159,  163 
Prisons,  256 ;  Report,  1001 

McAbthub,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 
Beohnanaland,  1166 

McAbthcb,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall,  Mid., 
St.  Austell 
Anglo-Germaa  Agreement  Bill,  Committee, 

1080,  1084,  1085 
Post  Office— Plymouth-Night  Mails,  1047, 

1179 
Supply — Post  Office  Services,  &c.  1453 

McGabtan,  Mr.  M.,  Doton,  S. 

Army — East    Lancashire    Regiment,    1370, 

1748 
Ireland 

Education— Ballygorianmore  School,  1548 

Fisheries,  1550 

Land    Commission — Down    and    Antrim, 

1375 
Law  and  Jnstice 
Bantry,  Prosecutions  at,  1063 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1188 
Merchandise    Marks   Act — Irish     Lard, 

1746 
Newtownards  Drill  Ground,  1751 
Post  Office— Central  Telegraph  Office,  1542 
Supply— Post  Office,  1646 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Crewe 
Education  —  Dnddon    Elementary    School, 

1169 
Labour — Women's  Union,  491' 
Railway  Rates,  1176 
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Masdeh,  Bight  Hon.  D.   H.   (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Dvhlin   Uni- 
versity 
Censoa  (Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  423,  424 
Ireland 
CrimeB  and  Ontrageg— Attack  on  Catholic 

Excnraionietc,  206 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act 
Priron  Treatment— Tully,  Mr.,  1755 
Betnrns  of  Proseontiong,  215 
Edncation — Primary    Training    Colleges, 

1747 
Ijand  Commiuion 
Derry  and  Donegal,  1746 
Mr.  CommiBBioner  Wrench,  209 
Templeorome  —  Messrs.     Twigg     and 
Peebles's  Tenanto,  728 

Landlord  and  Tenant 

Blasket  Islands — Evictions,  Ac. — Gon- 

boats,  1182,  1547,  1767 
National  Leagae  and  the  Knight  of  Glin 

Estate,  510 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Appeal   Cases    and     Bail    Prisoners — 
Patrick  Staontoo,  84,  368,  369,  1753 

Barony  Constable  of  Kerry,  2U9 

Eilmsh  Qoarter  Sessions —Case  of  P. 
Lynan,  350 

Morrissey,  Michael,  214 

Petty  Sessions 
Dnnfanaghy — Case  of  Trespass,  1759 
Fermoy — Mr.  B.  Donegan,  &o.  1748 
Lonisbarg,  Clerk,  1372,  1750 

Pharmaoeatioal    Society  Froseoationa, 
214 

Police 

Brennan,  Ez-Cocstable,  1760 

Charges  against — Payment  of  Costs, 
610 

"District  Inspector  Ball  v.  D.  Kent," 
1752 

Palmer,    Ez-Constable — Charge    of 
Moonlighting,  207 

Police  Force  Fond,  1745 

Quarters  for  Married  Folicemeo,  1762 

"  Shadowing,"  87,  351,  895,  1743 
Prisons — Derry,  1745 
Qneen's  UniTersity,  215,  357 
Eye,  Captain,  Trial  of,  1369,  1370 
Summary  Jarisdiotion  Act,  1188 
Wicklow     Snmmer     Assizes — Special 

Jnrort,  215 
Woanding    a    Lady  with   a  BoTolrer 

BaUet,  210 

Licensing — Case  of  Charles  Mitchel,  1186 
Lonaoy — Bichmond  Asylnm — Death  of  C. 
O'Connor,  1759 

Magistracy 

Ma^n,  Mr.  P.  377,  736, 1767 
MRgisterial  Powers — Mr.   Eaton,  B.M. 

731 
Magisterial  Proceeding  in  Galway,  207 
Townshend,  Mr.  T.  W.  212 

Miscellaneona 
Merchandise  Marks  Act — Irish    Lard, 

1747 
Pawnbrokera,  356 
Potato  Crop,  177X 


Maddin,  Bight  Hon.  D.  U.—  cont. 
Poor  Law 
Bandon  Union,  Clerk  to,  1183, 1747 
Cork  Union,  85 

Labourers'   Cottages    at    Clogherhead, 
1757 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  1773 
Saturday  Sitting,  Bes.  1557 
Supply — Ireland 
Connty   Court  Officers,   Magistrates,  &o. 

101,  306 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  444,  454 

Maintenance  of  Destitute  Farenta  fiill 

c.  2B. ;  BiU  withdrawn  July  80,  1323 

Malta 

Marriagea — Sir  Lintom  Simmont'g  llittion 
to  the  Vatican,  ^c.  QnestioDS,  Mr.  Sum- 
mers ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  July  21,  362;  July  24, 726  ;  July 
26,  913  ;  July  28,  1056 ;  Qnestionr,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  22,  507  ; 
Question,  Obserrations,  The  Archbishop 
of  Canterbuiy,  The  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  Lord  Herschell,  Lord  Kinnaird, 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  July  24,  693  i 
Questions,  Mr.  Summers;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreiga  Affairs  July  31, 
1365  ;  Question,  Mr.  C.  Bentinck;  An- 
swer, The  Speaker  July  31,  1386 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Summers  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  The  Attorney 
General  Aug  1,  1543;  Questions,  Mr.  Sum- 
mers ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury Aug  6,  1897 

Malta  (Ordinance  No.  5) 
Address  for  Beturn  July  29,  1189 

Manning,  Cardinal 
Precedence,  Question,  Sir  O.  Campbell ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July 
31,  1365;  Question,  Colonel  Sandjs;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug 
5, 1912 

Mabjobibanes,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Berwick- 
shire 
Fisheries  Begulation    (Scotland)  Bill,    2B. 

1151 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill — Appropriation  of  Licensing  Fund — 

Free  Education  in  Scotland,  1181 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life-Saving  Appliances) 

Bnles,  Bes.  187 
Parliament — Business  of   the    House,   608. 

1652,  1653 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1664 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Be-Oommitted,  1979 
Supply — Post    Office — Telegraph     Service, 

1636 
4  £  3 
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Metropolis    Management    Amendment 
Act  (1862)  Amendment  Bill 

1.  Beported  frem    Standing   Oommittee   for 

General  Bills  and  Re-Committed  to  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  July  22,  470 
Order  for  Committee  read  and  discharged 
My  24,  681 

Metropolis  Management   and  Boildii^ 
Acts  Amen^ent  Bill 

2.  Bead  2*  and  referred  to  Se  lect  Committee 

July  17,  29 
S«lect  Committee  to  be  proposed  by  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  and  Committee  ap- 
pointed July  22,  489 
Be|)orted  July  25,  841 
Petition  of  Ooke  of  Westminster  referred 

to  Select  Committee  July  28,  lOOS 
Beported    from    Select  Committee  Aug  4, 
1709 

now 
Metropolis  Management   Act  Amend- 
ment Bill 

I,  Beported  from  Select  Committee  nad  Be- 
Committed  to  Committee  of  the  whole 
Hooae  Aug  6,  1845 

Midwives  Begistration  Bill 

e.  Beported  from  Select  Committee  and  Be- 
Committed  to  Committee  of  the  whole 
HoDSe  July  18,  226 

Mines 

Corniih  Miners — Mortality,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
Conybeare  j  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Office  July  21,  370 ;  July 
22,  504  i  July  26,  908 ;  July  29.  1174 

Inspectort 

Mr,  A.  B.  Saufyer'g  Betignation,  Question, 
Mr.  Fen  wick;  Answer,  The  Hume 
Secretary  July  80,  1363 
Superannuation,  Qaestions,  Sir  J.  Bailey, 
Colonel  Blundell ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  Aug  4,  1735 

Lanarkshire  Miners,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Craw- 
ford Aug  4,  1733 

Llanerch  Colltery  Sxplonon — Copy  of  Re- 
port, Qae«tions,  Mr.  Piokard,  Mr.  Fen- 
wioli ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
July  29,  117a 

Unskilled  Miners,  Question,  Hr.  Fickard; 
Answer,  Ihe  Home  Secretary  July  29, 
1171 

MoLLOT,  Mr.  B.  C,  King's  Co.,  Birr 
Supply—  Boyal  Iris'i  Constabulary,  .Beport, 
452 

MoNK-BBETTOif,  Lord 
Sheriffs  (Assizes  Expenses)  Bill,  Committee, 
485,  487 

MoNKSATBLL,  Lord 
London  Streets  (Bemoval  of  Gates)  Bill,  SB. 

1469,  1860 
Metropolis  Mana({ement  and  Building  Aote 

Amendm«ntBill,2B.  29 


Montagu,      Mr.     S.,     Tower    Hamlets, 
Whitechapel 
Army  Estimates — War  Office — Salaries,  4e., 
655,  559 

MoBOiN,  Right  Hon.  G.    0.,    Denbigh- 
shire, E. 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  2B.  927,  930 
Census   (England   and  Wales)    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 522 
Housine    of    the     Working   Classes    Bill, 

Consideration,  395 
Wales— Colwyn  Bay  Petty  Sessions,  339 

MoBGlN,  Mr.  0.  v.,  Battersea 
Battersea,  Nuisance  at,  830 

MOEGIN,  Mr.  P.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Supply— Post  Office,  666 

MOBLST,  Earl  of 
Dublin    Corporation    Bill,     Be-Committed, 

1709, 1712 
Local  Government  Frorisional  Orders  Bill, 
2B.  469 

Sessional  Order,  Bes.  1326 
London  Streets  (Bemoral  of  Gates)  Bill,  SB. 

1506 
Pilotage — Provisioaal  Orders  (No3.  1  and  2) 

Bills,  2B.  1861 
Public    Libraries   Acts     Amendment   Bill, 

Committee,  1U14 

MOBLEY,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Neiocastle-upon- 
Tyne 
Ireland — Criminal    Law,    4o.,   Act — Gorey 
Cubspiracy  Ga-.e — Charge  of  Lord  Chief 
Baron,  905 
Parliamrnc — Business    of    the    House,    97, 
726,  1188,  1386 

MOBBIS,  Lord 
Directors'    Liability    Bill,     Be-Committed, 

1869,  1870,  1884 
Pharmacy  Ait  (Ireland)  (1875)  Amendment 

Bill,  2B.  316 

MuNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield, 
Brightside 
Education — Board  Schools  (Willesden),  383, 

331 
Local  Taxation  (Ciistoms  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1198,  1199,1200;  Con- 
sideration,  1568,  1569,  1572,  1574 
Parliament — Business   of   the    House,    98, 
1388;  Bes.  1941 

National  Debt 

Floating  Debt,  Qoestion,  Sir  W.  Harcoortj 
Answer,  The  Ofcancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  31,  1355 

National   Gallery  (see   ti^is  Literature, 
Science,  and  Ait) 
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Nolan,  Mr.  3.,  Louth,  If. 
Ireland 
Laboarera'  Cottages  at  Clogberhead,  1766 
Polioe — Tradesmen's  and  Labourers'  Meet- 
ings, 1186 


NoEBis,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Totoer  HanUets,  Lime- 
house 
Snpply— Post  Office,  611 

Norih-Eastem    Sea  Fisheries    District 
Order  (Lindsey)  Select  Committee 
Sei.  Avg  1,  1652 

North  Sea  Fisheries 

VtBtrict  Order,  Question,  Mr.  Heath ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Tn»d8  July  24,  724 

NOBTHBBOOK,  Earl  of 
India^Hall-Marking,  1887 

NoETHCOTB,  Hon.  Sir  H.  S.,  Exeter 
Supply— Post  Office,  610,  614 

Norton,  Lord 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  SB.  1516 
Penal  Servitude,  Length  of  Terms  of,  691 
Physical  Education  in  Elementary  Schools 

BiU,  2B.  1332 
Settled  Land  Bill,  Be-Gommitted,  323 

O'Bbien,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghcm,  ilT, 
Ireland 

Licensing — Case  of  Charles  Mitohel,  1185, 
1914 

Magistrates,  Tyrone,  893 

Post  Office— Postmen's  Holidays,  727 

Beviaion  Court,  Monaghan,  1916 
Prisons  —  Chatham  —  Prisoners'  Visitors, 

1176 
Bnssia — Czar  and  Mr.  Strinbnme,  1921 

O'Beien,  Mr,  P.  J.,  Tipperary,  N. 
Ireland — Police-Sergeant  Harbonme,  1919 

O'Beien,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co.,  N.E. 
Ireland 
Police 
Constable  Palmer — Moonlighting,  208 
"Shadowing,"  89 
Supply — Ireland 
County  Court   Officers,  Magistrates,  &c., 

103,  104, 137,  138 
Prisons,  238,  245,  246,  247 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  Beport,  446, 462, 
463 

O'Connoe,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E. 
Anglo-German    Agreement    Bill,  2B.  743, 

744 
Armenia — Outrages,  1766 
Army 

Grenadier  Guards,  79,  847 
Woolwich  Arsenal — Cms  of  Hr.  B.  Dunn, 
1768 

[cont. 


Medical  Establishments,  602 

War  Office— Salaries,  Ac.,  576,  536,  590, 
691,  592,  694 
Censns  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  427 
Colonial  Courts  of    Admiralty   Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 101,  102  ;  3B.  226 
Ireland 

Law  and  Justice 
Permoy  Petty  Sessions — ^James  Mayo, 

Ac,  1748 
Patrick  Stannton,  369 
Italy — ^Vatican — Duke  of  Norfolk's  and  Sir 

6.  Errington's  Missions,  1392,  1910 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  662, 1773 

Saturday  Sittings,  Bes.  1556 
Partnership  Bill,  2B.  228 
Prisons  —  Chatham  —  Prisoners'  Visitors — 

James  Egan,  1352,  1377,  1378 
Beserve  Forces  Bill,  2B.  1568 
Savings  Banks  Bill,  1924 
Servia — British  Enterprise,  1357 
Snpply 

Ireland— Pnblio  Works,  286,  288 

Post  Office  Services,  Ac,  660,  1446,  1461 
Tram  and  Kver  Steamer  Fares,  1360,  1630 

O'Connoe,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary,  S. 
Ireland 

Criminal  Law,  Ac.,  Act 
Boycotting — Tipperary,  367,  733 
M'Cnrtin,  Mr.,  1918 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Emergency    Man    and    Intimidation — 

Case  of  Connors,  366 
Patrick  Staunton,  369, 1764 
Police  Shadowing,  352 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Dnties 

Bill,  Committee,  1314 
Navy — Docks — Hanlbowline,  1744 
Prisons  —  Chatham  —  Prisoners'    Visitors, 

1378, 1539 
Snpply—  Ireland 
Coanty  Conrt  Officers,  Magistrates,  Ao.  , 

138, 146 
Prisons,  262 

O'Connoe,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 
Prison  Clerks,  1923 

O'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  E. 
Supply— Ireland— Public  Works,  304 

O'Keepfe,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Limerick  City 
Ireland 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — ^E*- 

toms  of  Prosecutions,  216 
Post  Office — Payment  of  Postmen,  216 
Supply  —  Ireland — County  Court   Officers, 
Ac.,  154,  156,157,169 

O'Kellt,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Roscommon,  N. 
Africa — Congo  Free  State,  1892 
Anglo-German  Agreement,  1633 
Armenia,  1738 
I      Italy- Papal  Oonrt,  Ac.,  1911 
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On  Licences 
Betarn   (20  Jane)  read    and    diBoharged; 
anotber  Addreu  for  Betarn  Jiily  21,  377 

Open  Spaces  Bill 

Boyal  Assent  July  26,  841 

Orchards  BatingiEzemption  Bill 

Boyal  Assent  July  26,  841 

Pacific  Islands 
Labour  Traffic,  Qaestion,  Mr.  S.  Smith  ;  An- 
swer, The  tinder  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies July  28,  1042;  Qaestion,  Sir  O. 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seotetary 
for  the  Colonies  Jidy  31,  1347 

Paget,  Sir  R.  H.,  Somerset,  Wells 
Agrionltaral  Instraotion,  711 

PiBKBE,  Mr.  C.  S.,  PerO, 

Local  Taxation  (Castoms  and  Ezoise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committeo,  1147,  1151,  1202,  1224, 
1226,  1237,  1243  ;  Consideration,  1588, 
1696,  1598 ;  3B.  1993 

^iirliamtnt 

LOBDS 

Officet  of  Prime  Minister  and  Foreign  Secre- 
tary, Bes.  July  28,  1026 

House  of  Lords  Offices — Select  Committee, 
Beport  July  29, 1163 

Business  of  the  House 

Motion  to  snspoad  Standing  Order  July 
17,1 

Sessional  Orders  disponsad  with  July  22, 
469;  JulyZl,  1325 

Committee  of  Selection  for  Standing  Com- 
mittees, Beports  July  21,  328 ;  July  24, 
691 ;  July  25,  878;  July  28, 1039;  Aug  6, 
1845 

Ifew  Peers 

July  24— William  Stephen  Gore  Langton, 
Earl  Temple  of  Stowe,  on  the 
death  of  his  nncle  Biohard  Flan- 
tagenet  Dnke  of  Baokin|;bam  and 
Chandos,  Earl  Temple  of  Stowe, 
Ac. 

Took  the  Oath/or  the  First  Time 
July  17 — The  Lord  Howard  of  Glossop 
July  21— The  Earl  of  Mayo 

COMMONS 

Public  Accounts  Committee,  Beport  July   23, 

668 
Public  Petitions  Committee,  Beport  July  23, 

668 

Business  of  the  House  and  Public  Busi- 
ness 
Qnestions,   Mr.  W.    E.  Gladstone,    Mr.    J. 
Morley,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Mnndella, 
Mr.  Dillon  i  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 

[eont. 


Fabliambnt — CoHMONS — Busmess  of  the  House 
and  Public  Business — oont. 

the  Treasury,  The  Chief  Secretary  July 
17,  97  ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mao  Noill ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  July  17, 
99;  Questions,  Mr.  Esslemont,  Sir  W. 
LawBon,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  H.  J. 
Wilson,  Mr.  Channingi  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Ezohe«[uer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Offioe  July  18,  307  ;  Qnev 
tion,  Viscount  Cranborne ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  21,  360  ; 
Qnestions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Sir  W.  Lawson,  Mr.  F.  S.  Sterenson,  Mr. 
Esslemont,  Mr.  Dillon;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Trearary,  The  Chief 
Secretary  July  21,  372;  Questions,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr.  J.  Lowtber,  Mr. 
Buchanan.  Mr.  H.  Enatchbull-HngeBBen; 
Answer*,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treasnry 
Juiy22,  511;  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr. 
Conybeare,  Mr.  E.  Harring^n,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  Mr.  Marjoribanks ;  Answers,  The 
SeorataiT'  to  the  Treasnry  July  22,  607: 
Qaeations,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Sir  J.  Swin- 
burne ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  July  23,  662;  Qnestions,  Mr. 
Philipps,  Mr.  W.  P.  Sinclair;  Anawera,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  24,  724; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  J.  Morley ; 
Answers,  Tbe  Fiist  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
July  24,  726 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Sir  G.  Trevelyan, 
Mr.  Labonchere ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasnry  July  24,  739  ;  Questions, 
Sir  J.  Swinburne,  Sir  W.  Lawson ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  July 
'H,  840  ;  Qnestions.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Bryce; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treasnry 
July  25,  915  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treasury 
July  28,  1042,  1054;  Questionr,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  W.  A.  Macdonald, 
Mr.  Hanbnry,  Captain  Vemey,  Mr.  Etsle- 
mont;  Answers,  The  Firat  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Tbe  Secretary  to  tbe  Treasury 
JuJy  28,  1070;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Piokard  ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  July  29, 
1173;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Leng;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  29,  1180 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  Bryce ; 
Answers,  The  Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
July  29, 1188 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Philipps,  Sir 
G.  Campbell,  Mr.  Seiton,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
July  30,1273;  Question,Mr.  H.  H.Fowler; 
Answer,  Tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  30,  1324;  Qnestions,  Mr.  J.  Morley, 
Mr.  Storey,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Sir  G.  Camp- 
bell, Mr.  A.  J.  Mnndella,  Mr.  A.  Elliot,  Mr. 
H.  H.  Towler,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  LoTeson- 
Gower,  Mr.  S.  Smith,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  E. 
Bobertson,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Essle- 
mont, Mr.  Pickersgill,  Dr.  Farquharson; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treasury, 
The  Chief  Secretary,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  The  Lord  Advocate,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Jvly  31, 
1386;  Questions,   Mr.   Marjoribanks,  Mr. 

[cent. 
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Fabliahent— Commons— Busined  of  the  House 
and  Puhlic  Business — cont. 
Sexton,  Sir  W.  Lawson;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Aug  1,  1652 1 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Marjoribanks ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Aug  2,  1653  ;  Qnestions, 
Mr.  Bryce,  Sir  G.  Campbell,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Storey,  Mr.  Conyheare,  Dr.  Tanner; 
Ansirers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Aug  2,  1708;  Qaoations,  Mr.  Schwann, 
Mr.  M.  Fergnson,  Mr.  W.  A.  Maodonald, 
Mr.  Laboiiohere,  Mr.  Hartley,  Mr.  A. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Philipps,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr. 
Howell ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Aug  4,  1772 ;  Bes.  Aug  6,  1929 

SiUingg  and  Adjournment  of  th«  House 
Adjournment  Motions  under  Standing  Order 

No.  IX.,  Return  ordered  July  29,  1189 
Saturday  Sittings,  Ees.  Aug  1,  1556 
Standitig  Orders,    Question,  Mr.  Channing; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

July  21,  361 
Winter  Session,  Questions,  Mr.  Webb,  Mr. 

W.  A.  Maodonald;    Answers,  The  First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  21, 225 

Members 
Leave  of  Absence,  Mr.  B.  Chamberlain  July 

29,  1189 
Privilege — Lord  Dartmouth  and  Mr.Hcmbury, 
Statement  by  Mr.  Hanbnry  Aug  5,  1921 

Miscellaneous 

"  Hansard's  Parliamentary  Debates,"  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M.  Healy;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  17,  82 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  J.  M.  &Iaclean,  Mr.  W.  A.  Mac- 
donald ;  Answer',  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  July  28,  1051 

Ministers,  Charges  against,  Observations, 
Mr.K.  Robertson,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 
July  28, 1069 

Parliamentary  Elections,  Question,  Mr. 
Howell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  July  31,  1364 

Precedence — Her  Majesty' s  Adviser,  Question, 
Sir  G.  Campbell;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Aug  4,  1767 
Private  Bills 

Copies,  Question,  Mr.  Webster ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasarr  Aug  4, 
1768 
Procedure,  Question,  Mr.  Leng;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
July  21,  839 

Sides  and  Order  of  Debate  (see  Spbakbb, 
The) 

X'ew  Writ 
July  80— For  Carmarthen  County  (Eastern 
Division),  v.  David   Fngb,   Ss- 
qaire,  deceased 

New  Member  Svxym 
July  21— John  Wilson,  Esquire,  for  Ooonty 
of  Durham  (Mid  Division) 


PALACE    OP    WESTMINSTSB 

House  of  Commons 

Decoration  Contracts,  Qnestion,  Mr.  J. 
Rowlands;  Answer,  The  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  Aug  4i,  1761 

Matches  Supplied  to  the  House,  ^c.  (see  title 
Government  Contracts) 

Palace  Yard  and  the  Winter  Setsion,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  B.  W.  Beckett)  Answer,  Tbe 
First  Commiasioner  of  Works  July  17,  77 

Westminster  Hall 
Stone- ITor Jc,  Question,  Mr.  de  Lisle  ;  Answer, 
Tbe  First  Commissioner  of  Works  Aug  6, 
1901 

Farllamentary  Begistration  Expenies 
(Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  V  July  29,  1272 

Bead2»*/uJy31,  1468 

Committee;   Read  3°*  and  passed  Aug  1, 
1651 
I.  Beadl««iluj4, 1734 

PartneraMp  BiU 

c.  2R.  July  17, 183  ;  July  18,  227 
Committee;  Bead  8°*  and  passed  Aug  6, 
1996 

PiULTON,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland 
Africa — Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  788 

Faaper   Lunatic    Asylams    (Ireland) 
(Officers'  Snperannaation)  Bill 

c.  Read  3'*  and  passed  July  17,  184 
I.  Read  1«*  July  18,  193 

Read  2*  and  Committed  to  Committee  of 
the  Whole  Honss  July  21,  328 

Committee ;  Beport  July  22,  489 

Head  3**  and  psssed  July  25,877 

Boyal  Assent  Aug  4,  1709 

Paymjlsteb  General  (see  Jersey,  Earl  of) 

Pease,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  2B.  944 
Horse  Breeding,  889,  1049 

Peel,  Eight  Hon.  A.  W.  {see  Speaker, 
The) 

Pbllt,  General  Sir  L.,  Hackney,  JV. 
Africa — Zanzibar — Slavery,  1360 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  2B.  816 

Pensions 

Perpetual— Master  of  the  Hawks,  ^e.,  QoM- 
tion,  Mr.  Bradlangh  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasary  July  21,  861 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  S.  Keay,  Mr.  Hauburj,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answers,  Tbe 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  July  26,  890 ; 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Bradlangh;  Answer,  The 

[sotti. 
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PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  A. — con*. 
ChoToh  ot  England — Berenneg,   Betom  of, 


Petuiona — oont. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treairary  July  28, 1058 ; 
Qoegtion,  Mr.  Hanbnry ;  Anavrer,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  July  29,  1170; 
Qoestions,  Itr.  S.  Keay,  Mr.  Hanbory ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
July  31, 1345 

Pebae 

Ex-Sultan — Visit  to  England,  Question,  Hr. 
F.  S.  Sterenson ;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies  Aug  I,  1634 

Perpetual  Pensions 

Return  ordered  and  presented  July  17,  99 

Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  (1876)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

{.  Bead  2°  and  Committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills  July  21,  310 
Beported  and  Be-Committed  to  Committee 

of  the  whole  House  July  29,  1153 
Committee  Aug  1, 1623 
Beported  .Aitsr  4,  1722 
Bead  3>  •  and  passed  Aug  5,  1886 

Philipfs,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanark,  Mid 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  2B.  800 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,    724, 

1273, 1773 
Scotland 
Law  and  Justice 

Prohibition    of    Public     Meetings     at 

Wishaw,  78 
Severe  Sentences,  77 

Physical    Education    in    Elementary 
Schools  Bill 

I.  2B. ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  31,  1327 

PiCKARD,  Mr.  B.,  York,   W.R.,  Norman- 
ton 
Mines 
Llanerch  Colliery  Explosion,  1172 
Unskilled  Miners,  1171 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1173 

PiCKERSOiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  Green, 
S.W. 
Army  —  Guards  —  Grenadier,   Ac.,   79,  346, 

1178 
Housing  of  the   Working   Classes  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 392,  39 1 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  359 
Parliament — Business  ot  the  House,   1391 ; 

Bes.  1939 
Police.  Bill,  Consideration,  1665,  1666,  1698, 

1793,  1828,  1950,  1952,  1954,  1956 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Clerks,  220 
.     Supply— Post  Office,  614,  620 

PiOTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  Committee, 

1082 
Census    (England  and  Wales)   Bill,   Com- 
mittee, 619,  620,  629 

^cont. 


1052 
Weights  and  Measures,  Inspectors  of,  340 

Fig  Iron  Warrants  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  1°  •  July  23,  668 

Pilotage    FroTisional    Orders  (No.    1) 

Bill 

{.  Sessional  Order  dispensed  with;  Bead  2*  and 
Committed  to  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  Aug  6,  1860 

Pilotage    FroTisional   Orders  (No.  3) 
BiU 

I.  2B.  Aug  6, 1860 

Pilotage  Provisional  Orders 
Betum  ordered  and  presented  July  21,'877 

PiNKEETON,  Mr.  J.,   Galway 
Ireland 
Law  and  Justice 

Ceuuty  Snrveyors,  360 
Queen's  University,  214,  857 

PLiTFAiB,  Right  Hon.  Sir  L.,  Leeds,  f!. 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  BiU,  Con- 
sideration, 399 
Local  Taxation  (Cnstoms  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,   1146,   1147,1211,  1226; 
Consideration,  1572,  1596 

PtOWDEN,  Sir  W.  C,  Wolverliampton,  W. 
Navy — Compositions    for   Ships'    Bottoms, 
346,  892,  1169, 1898 

Plunket,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.  (First  Com- 
missioner of  Works),  Dublin  Univer- 
sity 
Metropolis — Constitution  Hill,  1644 
Parliament 

House     of    Commons — Decoration    Con- 
tracts, 1761 
Palace  Yard  and  the  Winter  Session,  77 
Westminster  Hall— Stone-Work,  1901 

Police  (see   titles  Law  and  Justice  and 
Police,  and  Metropolis) 

Police  BiU 

c.  Beported    from    Standing    Committee    on 

Law,  &o.,  July  22,  513 
Considered  Aug  2,  1653 ;  Aug  4,  1782 
Considered ;  Be-Committed  ;  read  3°  *  and 

passed  Aug  6, 1943 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Bills  . 
Special  Beport  from  Select  Committee  July 
23,668 
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Police  (Scotland)  Bill 

t.  Reported  and  Re-Committed  to  Committee 
of  the  whole  Hoase  July  25,  916 
Committee;   Reported!  Considered  Aug  6, 
1963 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) 

.  Death  from  Exhaustion — Case  of  William  Lee, 
QaedtioD8,  Mr.  Webster,  Mr.  Cooke  j  An- 
swers, The  President  of  the  Ixxial  Govern- 
ment Board  July  18,  217 
Runcorn  Ouardians,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Branner ; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  July  17,  69  j  July  25, 
888 

\ 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bating  Bill 

I.  Reported    from     Standing    Committee  for 
Bills  Relating  to   Law,  Ac.,  and   Re-Corn- 
mitied  to  Committee  of  the  whole  Honse 
July  22,  470 
Committee  ;  Reported  July  24,  683 
Head  3'  •  and  passed  July  25,  877 
.    Royal  Assent  Aug  4, 1709 

POETtrOAL 

Delagoa  Bay  Sailuiay  and  Portuguese  in 
Africa  {see  title  Africa) 

Slave  Trade,  Qae'stioo,  Mr.  8.  Bnzton  j  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  July  18,  219 

Post  Office 

Cyprus — Postal     Communication,    Qnestion, 
Admiral  Field ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  July  25,  905 
.  Ireland  (see  that  title) 
Mails 
Plymouth — Night  Mails,     Qnestion,     Mr. ' 
W.  M'Arthnrj  Answer,  The  Secretary: 
to  the  Treasury  July  28,1047;  Qaes-' 
tipn,  Mr.  W.  M' Arthur;   Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the   Bzoheqner  July  29. 
1179 
Ships  of  War—"  Thrush,"  Qnestion,  Mr. 
H.  Heaton ;  Answer,   The  Postmaster 
General  July  81,  1853 
West  Indies,    Qnestion,    Mr.    Watt;  An- 
swer,   The    Postmaster    General   July 
24,  718 

Miscellaneous 
Administration — Visits  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament to  the  Post  Office,  Qnestion,  Mr. 

Conybeare;    Answer,  The    Postmaster 

General  July  21,  363 
Appointments,    Qnestion,   Mr.    Summers; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

July  25,  912 
Width  of  Letters,   Question,   Mr.   T.    H. 

Bolton;  Answer,Thet  Postmaster  General 

iluy  1,1544 

Officials 
Comwell,  J.  N.,  Qnestion,  Mr.  C.  Graham ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  July 
24,  719 

'  8orttr$,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands;  An- 
swer, The  Fostmastot  General  July  24, 
720 

[eont. 


Post  Offiob— cont. 

Parcels  Post — Central  Foreign  Oepit,  Qnes- 
tion, Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  July  28,  1045 

Post  Cards,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Hozier;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  QeneraJ  July  29, 1168 

Post  Offi,ces  arul  Postmatttrs 

King's  Cross  Branch,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Fiynn ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  July 

17,68 
Postmasterif    Holidays,    Qnestion,    Earl 

Compton;    Answer,    The    Postmaster 

General  July  81,  1861 

Savings  Banks 

Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  Fiokersgill ;  Answer 

The  Postmaster  General  July  18,  220 
Trades  Unions  Deposits,  Qnestion,  Mr, 
Howell ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  31, 1312 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr. 
Bradlangh ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Aug  1, 1534 
Scotland  (see  that  title) 

Telegraphs 

Central  Office — Clerks,  Qnestion,  Mr.  0. 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  July  24,  722;  Qnestion,  Mr. 
M'Cartan;  Answer,  The  Postmnsteir 
General  Aug  1, 1542 

Liverpool  Telegraphists,  Question,  Mr. 
Labonohere ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  July  81, 1364 

Submarine  Cables,  Purchase  of,  Question, 
Mr.  H.  Heaton;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  July  31,  1354 

West  of  England  and  Hampshire  and  Dorset 
Communication,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Hob- 
house  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
July  24,  715 

Postage  Bates  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  read  and  discharged  ;   Bill 
withdrawn  July  24,  839 

Postage  Rates  Bill 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The  Poet- 
master  General  Juiy  29,  1164 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wigan 

Censns  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2B.  404 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Consideration,  1579 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Water/ord,  B. 
Censns  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  429 
Supply — Royal  Irish  Constabolary,  Report 
466,467 

Powis,  Earl  of 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  8R,  1581 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  BUI,  2B.  1626 

Committee,  1723 
Settled  Land  BUI,  Re-Committed,  822,  826 
Sheriffs  (Assizes  Expenses)  Bill,  Ooramittee, 

486,488;  8R.  1016 
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Priue  Ministeb  {see  Sausbxtbt,  Marquess 
of) 

Private  Bills 
Betarn  ordered  JulyiB,  1076 

Peotand,  Mr.  A.    D.,   Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &e. 
Local  Taxation  (Castoma  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1236,  12S9 

Public  Bills 
Betnm  ordered  July  28, 1076 

Public  Health  Acts  AmendmexLt  Bill 

c.  Consideration  July  30, 1323 
Considered ;  Bead  3*  *  and  passed  Aug  4, 
1775 
I.  Beadl'»4«y6, 1887 

PabUe  Health  (Scotland)  Act   (1867) 
Amendment  Bill 

Boyal  Assent  July  25,  841 

FnbUc  Health  (Scotland)  Act  (1867) 
Amendment  (So.  2)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  •  July  22,  613 

Public  Houses,  Hours  of  Closing  {Scot- 
land) 
Betara  ordered  July  17, 100 

Public  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

I.  Bead  !•  •  July  17,  32 

Bead  2*  *  and  Committed  to  Committes  of 

the  Whole  Honse  July  24,  660 
Committeo  July  28,  1009 
Beported  Aug  5,  1862 

Public  Museums  and  Gymnasiums  Bill 

f.  Orderad  ;  Bead  V>»  July  29,  1190 

Public  Petitions 

Betarn  ordered  July  28,  1U75 

Public  Trustees  Bill 

c.  2B. ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  17,  182 

Public  Works  Loans  Act 
Betnm  ordered  July  80, 1323 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1°*  July  17,  101 
Bead  2°  July  22,  653 
Committee  July  24,  836 

Public  Works  Loans  \JRemission\ — Select 
Commutes 
Instmotion  to  Committee  July  21,  468 
Considered  in  Committee  July  22,  614 
Beported  July  23,  609 


Dep6h, 


PuLESTOK,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devonport 
Wales — Carnarvon  Castle  —  Constablesh'ip, 
1055 

QuiLTBB,  Mr.  W.  0.,  Suffolk,  Sudbury 
Prison  Labonr — Mat-Making,  493 

Baikes,  Bight  Hon.  H.   C.  (Postmaster 
General),  Cambridge  University 
Post  Office 
Ireland 
Clontarf,  729 

Cork  Telegraph  Office,  734,  1869 
Dnblin,  216 

Oalwaj — Mrs.  Donovan,  736 
Larne  and  Stranraer  Mail  Service,  1380 
liorgan,  1648 
Payment  of  Postmen,  216 
Postmen's  Holidays,  728 

MaUa 

Ships  of  War—"  Thrush,"  1368 

West  Indies,  718 
Misoellaneons 

Administration — Tisits  of  Members  of 
Parliament  to  the  Post  Office,  363 

Payment  of  Work— Sorters,  720 

Width  of  Letters,  1544 
Officials- Comwell,  J.  N.,  719 
Parcels    Post— Central    Foreign 

1045 
Post  Cards,  1168 
Post  Offices  and  Postmasters 

King's  Cross  Branch,  68 

Postmasters'  Holidays,  1351 
Savings  Banks— Clerks,  220 

Scotland 

Edinburgh    Tetegraphists  —  Sick    Fay, 
714 

Letters  from  Edinbnrgh  to  Thurso,  76. 

MaUs,  337,  716, 1364 
Telegraphs 

Central  Office— Clerks,  723,  1543 

Liverpool  Telegrapbiats,  1364 

Sabmarine  Cables,  Purchase  of,  1354 
West    of    Enfrland    and   Hampshire  and 

Dorsetshire  Communications,  716 

Postage  Bates  Bill,  1164 
Supply 
Post  Office  Services,  Ac,  613,  617,   620, 
623,  642,   652,   656,    659,     661,    1438, 
1450,  1*53,  1455 ;  Beport,  16*6 
Telograph    Service,    1603,    1623,    1626, 
1627, 1628,  1634, 1638, 1680,  1642 

Railways  and  Canal  Traffic  Act 
(See  title  Board  of  Trade) 

BA8CH,  Major  F.  C,  Essex,  S.E. 
Army — Volunteer  Machine  Guns,  336 
Army  Estimates— War  Office— Salaries,  Ac, 

678 
Navy— Dockyards— Bates  of  Pay,  1016 

Rates    {Liverpool    arui    Certain    other 
Municipal  Boroughs) 
Beturn  ordered  Aug  1,  1665 
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Rating  and  Vaiuation  (Scotland) 
Select  Committee,  Beport  July  80, 1324 
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Rights  of  Way  (Scotland)  (Ko.  2)  Bill 

c.  2B. ;  Bill  withdrawn  Jtdy  4, 1844 


Rkdmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh,  JT. 
Army — Grenadier  Qnards,  348 
Ireland 

Education — Mr.  Christoplier  Keys,  727 

Land  Commiwion^ — Irvinestown,  98 

Magietraoy— Mr.  E.  Atthill.  99 
Peat  Office— Mr.  D.  M'Gaw,  1747 
Supply — Ireland 

Oonnty  Court  Officers,  Magistrates,  &o., 
171 

Fablio  Works,  &o.,  284 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Censns  (Bngland  and  Wales)  Bill,  2R.  418 

Supply 

Post  Office,  622,  623,  624 
Telegraph  Ser-rice,  1615,  1620,  1625 

Reformatory  Schools  Bill 

c.  2B. ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  31,  1457 

Registration   of  Voters    (Borough   of 

Belfast)  BUI 
c.  Lords  Amendment  considered  and  agreed 
to  July  17,  99 
Returned  from  the  Commons  July  18,  189 
I.  Commons'  Amendment  to  Lords  Amendment 
considered  and  agreed  to  July  21,  309 
Boyal  Assent  July  25,  841 

Rbid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfries,  <ke. 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  Committee, 

1098,  1095, 1098 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1294, 1296 

BemoTal  Terms  (Scotland)  Act  (1886) 
Amendment  Bill 

I.  Bead  1*  •  July  17,  32 
Bead  2'  and  Committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills  July  24,  673 
Beported  and  Be-Committed  to  Committee 

of  the  whole  House  July  25,  842 
Committee ;   Beported  July  28,  1039 
Bead  3'  •  and  passed  July  29,  1161 
c.  Lords  Amendments  considered  and  agreed 

to  Aug  1,  1528 
I.  Beturned  from  the  Commons  Aug  1,  1469 
Boyal  Assent  Aug  4, 1709 

Rendei>,  Mr.  Stuart,  Montg(ymerythire 
Aldershot  Boads  Bill,  Be-Committed,  881 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 526 

Beserre  Forces  Bill 

e.  Bead  2°  Aug  1,  1658 
Committee  ;   Bead  3°  *  and  passed  Aug  2, 
1663 
1.  Boadl*»^ttff4,  1724 

Bights  of  Way  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  2B.  i  Bill  witMrawn  July  23,  Q67 


Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.  (President  of 
the     Local     GoTemment    Board), 
Tower  Hamlet*,  St.  George's 
Census  —  Children    under  the  Elementary 

Edncation  Acts,  910 
Census  Committee,  341 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill ;  2B.  399, 
416,  420  i  Committee,  615,  516,  617,  623, 
626,  632,  634,  636,  636,  637 ;  3B.  743 
Housing  of  the  Working  Clashes  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 389,  393,  394,  396, 397, 398, 399 
Local  Government  Board 
Battersea,  Nuisance  at,  830 
County  Council — London,  713 
Wire  Fencing— Mr.  J.  Dutton,  1043 
Local  Taxation  (Gastoms  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1397, 1398, 1400,  1403, 
1410  i   Consideration,  1676, 1678,  1679; 
3B.  1989 
Appropriation  of  Licensing;  Fnnd — County 
and  County  Borough  Funds,  723 
London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill,  2B. 
604,  1270 

Lunacy 

Asylnms — Banstead,  1894 

Bating  of,  897 
Poor  Law 

Death  from  Exhaustion — Case  of  William 
Lee,  217 

Bnnoom  Guardians,  69,  888 
Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 1323, 1776, 1778, 1779 
Tuberculosis   in    Cattle,  Commission    on, 

494 
Vaccination — Public  Yaocinationat  Denaby, 

1889 
Water  Companies  (London),  Duties  of,  1165, 

1849 

Roberts,  Mr.  J.,  Flint,  <Sse. 
Wales— Clwyd  Biror,  73,  712 

Robertson,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 
Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  Committee, 

1091, 1093 
Army — Grenadier  Guards,  495 
Army  Estimates — War  Office — Salaries,  4e., 

Beport,  663 
Cyprus — Mr.    Pascal    Coastantintde's  Bill, 

502 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Committee,  1205,  1218,  1227,  1395, 

1401, 1402,  1403, 1406 
Newfoundland 

Baird's  Lobster  Factory,  374,  498,  899 

Instructions  to  Naval  Officers,  1062 
Parliament 

Basiness  of  the  Honse,  1391  ;  Bes.  1933'] 

Ministers,  Charges  against,  1069 
Partnership  Bill,  2B.  228 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1659,  1660,  1661, 

1662, 1669,  1697,  1699,   1705,  179  J,  1800, 

1801,  1803 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Be-Committed,  1976, 

1981 
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BOBEBTSON,  Right  Htm.  J.  P.   B.   (Lord 

Advocate),  £i^ 

Iiocal  Taxation  (Castomsand  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Committee,  1129, 1131,  1133,  U35, 

1141, 1142,  1146,  1147,  1148, 1151  1196, 

1208,  1215,  1216,  1221, 1223, 1224,1225, 

1281,  1244,  1274,  1277, 1278  j  3B.  1993 

Appropriation  of  Licensing  Fond — Ooanty 

Gonncil,  Grants  to,  &o.,  902,  909,  1048 

Parliament 

BasinesB  of  tbe  House,  1391 
•        Saturday  Sittings,  Bea.  1558 

Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1804,  1810 
Police  (Scotland)  Bil),  He-Committed,  1963, 
1964,  1966,  1968,  1972,  1973,  1977,  1978, 
1980,  1981,  1983,  1984,  1985,  1988 
School  Boards  Elections  (Scotland)  (Voters' 
Qnaliaoation)  Bill,  2B.  182 

Scotland 

Caledonian  Canal,  1728 
Ecclesiastics  and  Precedence,  1761 
Fisheries,  Salmon — Crown  Bights,  1045 
Lair  and  Justice 

Court  of   Session — Act    of    Sederunt, 

1053 
Prohibition  of  Public  Meetlngat  Wishaw, 

78 
Severe  Seiitenoes,  77 
Parish  Boundaries,  71 
Bates,  Compounding  for,  1063 

RoBiKSON,  Mr.  B.,  Dudley 
Partnership  Bill,  2B.  183 

Roche,  Mr.  J.,  Gcdway,  E. 
Ireland 
Police 
Charges  against — Payment  of  Costs — 
Case  of  Fahy  and  Morriseey,  Messrs. 
510,  732,  734,  1061 
"  Shadowing,"  89,  352 

ROCHESTEB,  Bishop    of 
London  Streets  (Bemoral  of  Gates)  Bill,  3B. 
1479 


ROLLIT,  Sir  A.  K.,  iBlington,  S. 
Martin's  Naturalisation  Bill,  3R.  203,  204 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1696,  1795,  1807, 

1817,  1821,  1952 
Savings  Banks  Bill,  2R.  551 
Supply — Post    Office — Telegraph     Service, 

1638 


Rome —  Vatican  (see  Italy) 

RoscoE,  Sir  H.  E.,  Manchester,  S. 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Consideration,  1576 

J3ciS£fi£BY,  Earl  of 
London  Streets  (Jiemoval  of  .Gates)  Bill, 


RowiiNDS,  Mr.  J.,  Finahwry,  E. 

Army — Ordnance  Mannfaotnring  Depart- 
ment— Mr.  Bernard  Dunn,  1057,  1761 

London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill,  2B. 
1269 

Parliament — Decoration  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  1761 

Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1667, 1705, 1795, 
1801,  1951 

Post  Office — Payment  fop  Work— Sorters, 
720 

Supply — Post  Office  Servicer,  &c.  1442 

ROWLAKOS,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Cardiganshire 
Supply— Post  Office,  660,  661 

RowNTBEE,  Mr.  J.,  Scarborough 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 396 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Consideration,  1576 
Appropriation  of  Licensing  Fund — Kon- 
County  BoroDghs,  721 

Royal  Commissions 

Question,  Mr,  Conybeare ;  Answer,  This 
First  Lord  of  the  'Preasury  July  21,  360 

Rules  Fablication  Bill 

c.  Committee ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  30,  1323 

RnsSBLL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  6. 

Ireland — Judges'  Charges,  375,  737 

Italy — Vatican — Sir  G.  Errington's  Mission, 
Ac.  1383,  1910,  1911 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1310,  1313,  1314,  1316, 
1403,  1405 

Parliamentary  Begistration  Expenses  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  Committee,  1651 

Supply 
]b«land — Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  Re- 
port, 461 
Post  Office,  657 

RUBEU 

Jews,  Treatment  of.  Question,  Mr.  F.  Pultonj 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  July  31,  1366;  Question,  Mr. 
Atkinson  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug  5,  1896 

Mr.  SiL'inbume  and  the  Czar,  Questions,  r. 
P.  O'Brien ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  Au^  5,  1921 

St.  Oiles'  Edinburgh  Restoration  Bill 

c.  2R. ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  22,  607 

Salaried  Shop  Assistants'  Weekly  Half- 
Holiday  Bill 

e.  2R. ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  23,  667 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
Wales  Act  (1881)  Amendment  Bill 
C^B,.-,  ^vVV -withdrawal  July  17, 184 
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SUiiSBUBT,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfEairs) 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  3R.  1614, 
1615,  1519,  1520 

Bankrnptoy  Bill,  2B.  679 

Immigration — Foreign  Panpers,  1627 

Intectotes  Estates  Bill,  Ke-Committed,  31 

London  Streets  (Bemoval  of  Gates)  Bill,  2B. 
161;  3fi.  1478,  1492,  1508,  1853 

Malta — Marriages  and  SirLintom  SimmoDs's 
Mission,  706 

Marriages  in  British  Embassies  Bill,  Be- 
Committed,  1525,  1526 

Parliament — Offices  of  Prime  Minister  and 
Foreign  Secretary,  Kes.  1032 

Pnblio  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1012,  1014,  1015 

Tenants'  Compensation  Bill,  2B.  1524 

Tithes— Tithe  Eent-Charge,  708,  709, 710 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Lonatio  Asylums,  Bating  of,  897 

Samuelson,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean 
Local  Taxation  (Castoms  and  Excise)  Dalies 
Bill,  Coosideration,  1578 

Sandhuest,  Lord 

Army  (Grenadier  Gaards),  Ees.  864,  877 
Edncation — National  Competition  of  Schools 
of  Art,  1335 

Sandys,  Colonel  T.  M.,  Lancashire,  S.  W., 
Bootle 
Cardinal  Manning — Precedence,  1912 

Saukdekson,  Colonel  B.  J.,  Armagh,  N. 
Ireland 
National  League  and  the  Knight  of  Glin 

Estate,  510 
Tralee  Outrages,  1371 
nnly — County    Conrt  Officers,   Ac.,   Ill, 
^■^166,  168 

^'***^  ^Jp^'-TP,  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The 
OhuoeUor   or  ^.^e    Exchequer  July  31, 
1848 
Post  Qfiee  Savings  Bank$  /..ee  Post  Office) 

Savinga  Banks  Bill 

e.2B.  July  21,  429  ;  July  22,  640 

Savings  Banks  BUI 

.  QaestioDs,    Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  Storey,  Mr. 
Lena,   Mr.  flowoll,  Mr.  8.   Lefovre,   Mr. 
BnAinan,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Chilriers, 
(Tomlinaon  j     Answers,    The     First 
•f  the  Treasury  Aug  5,  1924 

itoardB    Elections     (Scotland) 
i'  aaalification)  Bill 
f>tt.;  blithdrawn  July  17, 182 


School    Board    for  London    Elections 
Bill 

e.  2B. ;  Bill  withdrawn  July  23,  667 

Schwann,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Manchester,  N. 
Armenia 

Appaintment  of  Goremor,  501 

Outrages,  225,  335,  1763, 1907 
Buenos  Ayres — Revolation,  1382 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Manchester  Assizes — Libel  Action,  1907 

Police  Constable  Marr,  1906 
Madagascar — British  Missionafics,  1729 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1772 

Scotland,    Secretary  for    (see  Lothian, 
Marquess  of) 

SoLiciTOE    General  for  (see  Darling, 
Mr.  M.  T.,  Stormonth 

LoED  Advocate  (see  Robertson,  Biirlit 
Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Scotland 

Caledonian    Canal,  Question,    Mr.   Eraser- 
Mackintosh ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
Aug  4,  1787 
Crofter$ — South  Vist,  Question,    Mr.  Fraser- 
Mackintoshj    Answer,    A   Lord    of    the 
.  Treasury  July  21,  329 
Vrunkennesa,  Beturn  ordered  July  17, 100 
Ecclesiastics  and  Precedence,   Question,   Sir 
G.   Campbell ;  Answer,  The   Lord  Advo- 
cate Aug  4,  1761 
Edinburgh  Parochial  Records,  Question,  Dr. 
Farqobarson ;    Answer,   A    Lord    of  the 
Treasury  July  21,  337 
Fisheries 
Illegal  Fishing — St.  Andreto'i  Bay,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.    Leng;    Answer,  A  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  ^y  21,  340 
Salmon  Fishing 
Crown  Rights,    Queation,  Mr.   Fraser- 
Mackintosh ;  Answer,  "The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate July  28,  1046 
Report    of    Commission,  Question,    Sir 
G.  Campbell ;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  July  21,  376 

Glasgow  Cemeteries,  Beturn  ordei«d  Aug  I 

1555 
Lanarkshire  Miners,  Question,  Mp.  D.  Craw- 
ford ilu;  4, 1733 
Law  and  Justice 
ifourl  of  Session— Act  of  Sederunt,  Ques- 
j  tion,  Mr.  Leng ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
)  vacate  July  28,  1063 
/Factory    and    Workshops   Act,    Question, 
t     Mr.  Broadhmst;    Answer,  The  Home 
1    Secretary  Juiy  S9,  1161 
.prohibition  of  Meeting  at  Wishav,   Ques- 
t  tion,  Mr.   Philipps ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
c  Advocate  Juiy  17,  78 
■Revere    Sentences — Sheriff  Balfour,  Qnes- 
Mr.  Philippe;   Anawor,  The  Lord 
JttJy  17, 77 
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BCOTUND — COnt. 

tocal  TtuuUion 
Appropriation  of  Lieenaing  Fund — County 
Councils,  Qranti  to,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Essie- 
moot  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  July 
25,  902 
Polict  Burght,  Qoestion,  Ur.  H.  Elliot; 
Answer,  The  Lord  AdTooate  July  28, 
1048 
(See  also  Local  Taxation,   ^c.  Bill) 
Tarith  Bovndaries,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Crawford ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advooate  July  17,  71 
Po$t  Office 

Edinburih  Telegraphista — Sick  Pay,  Ques- 
tion, Hr.  Wallace  ;    Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  July  24,  714 
Lettert  from  Edinburgh  to  Thurso,  Qnes- 
tion, Dr.  Clark ;  Answer,    The    Post- 
master tieneral  July  17,  76 
Mail  Seritices,  Qnestion,   Mr.  A.  Suther- 
<  land ;  Answer,  The  Fustmaster  General 

July 21, 836 ;  Qnestiong,  Mr.  Esslomont; 
Answers,  The  Fostmascer  General  July 
24,716;  JuZt/31,  1364 
Public  Houses,    Hours    of   Closing,  Betnm 

ordered  July  17, 100 
Railways — Issue  of  Tickets,  Qoestion,  Mr. 
Long ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  July  29,  1163 
Bates,  Compounding  for,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Essie- 
mont ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adrocate  July 
28,1063 

Siale-Hatne,  Mr.  C,  Devon,  Ashburton 
Leeward  Islands — Dominica,  490 

Sklbobne,  Earl  of 

Companies  (Winding-np)  Bill,  2B.  27 ;  Com- 
mittee, 850,  855,  856 

Directors'  Liability  Bill,  Be-Committed,  1872, 
1878,  1880,  1882,  1884,  1885 

Law — Administration,  56 

London  Streets  (Bemoval  of  G^tes)  Bill,  3B. 
1494,  1856,  1859 

Sheriffs  (Assizes  Xxpenses)  Bill,  Committee, 
474. 481 

Select  Committees 

'  Betnm  ordered  July  28,  1076 

Skkvia 

British  Enterprise,  Qnestions,  Sir  H.  Leth- 
bridge,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Ailain  July 
31,  1356 


Settled  Land  Bill 

;.  Committee  on  Be-Commitment  July  2 
Reported  July  24,  674 
Read  3«  •  and  passed  July  29,  1159 

c.  Bead  1°  •  July  31,  1468 

ies 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Belfast,  W. 
Army — East  Lancashire  Uegiment,  174 
Censas  (Expenses)  Committee,  514 
Ceoaas  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  424,  429     ..„ 
Dablin  Corporation  Bill,  1927  ' 

tco. 


Sbzton,  Mr.  T. — eont. 
Financial  Belatione  of  the  Three  Kingdoms — 

Select  Committee,  1554 
Inland  Bevenoe — Gunpowder  Licences,  914 

Ireland 
Criminal  Law,  &o..  Act 

Gorey  Conspiracy  Case — Charge  of  Lord 

Chief  Baron,  904 
M'Cartin,  Mr.  1914 
Tnlly,  Mr.  J.— Prison  Treatment,  1755 

Dablin 

Collector  General  of  Bates  Office,  94 
Hospitals,  93 
National  Library,  1380 

Edncation 

Primary  Training  Colleges,  730,  1745 
Boyal  College  of  Science,  Dablin,  213, 
897;  1918 
Erictions  —  Blasket  Islands  —  Ganboati, 

1647.  1767 
Law  and  Jastice  and  Police 
Appeal  Cases 
Bantry,  Proseontions  at,  1062 
Patrick  Staunton,  368,  369,  1753 
Appeal  on  Summary  Convictions,  1378 
Incorporated   Law   Society — Soliciton* 

Indenture  Fees,  1063 
Judges'  Charges — Mr,  Justice  Harrison, 

*c.  737,  916 
Pharmaceutical  Society    Prosecutions, 

214 
Police 
Charges  against- 

610,  1062 
Police  Force  Fund,  1744 
"  Shadowing,"  87,  1743 
Bye,  Captain,  1370 
Summary  Jarisdiction  Act,  1188 
Ligbthouto  Keepers,  1063,  1187 
Local  Taxation  Proposals,  9, 342,  344 
Magistracy 
Mr.  P.  Magan,  1374 
Resident  Magistrates,  83 
Poor  Law 

Labourers'  Cottages,  1060 
Vice  Guardians,  90 
Post  Office 

Irish  Mails,  1183 
Lame  and  Stranr 
Sick  Pay,  191''^ 
Potato  B\ii 

"^    '■"*  '^^k^  of  Norfolk's  Mission  to  the 
1911 
Mr.  Kenelm  Digby,  1393 

l,a,bnan,  346  _  . 

Leeward  Islands— Dominica,  493 

Local    Taxation     (Customs     and 

Duties  Bill,  Committee,  1299, 

1305, 1306, 1307,  1309,  1310, 

1315  J  Consideration,  1600, 16( 

London  County  Council  (Monell 

Parliament— Business  of  tV»lie, 
308,  372,  916,  1070, 1273,  Ifl 

Parliamentary  EegiBtration  T 
\Biid)  BUI,  Committee,  16C1 


-Pa3ment  of  Costs, 


1380 


f;  896, 1771 


rXrea 


•1,  818 

Salac 

C.2H. 
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SxziON,  Mr.  T. — cont. 
Priaong — Chatliam  —  Prisoners'     Visitors, 

1351 
Pablio  Works  (Loans)  BUI,  2B.  553, 564, 555  j 

Gommittee,  835,  836 
Statnte  Law  Beyision  Bill,  Lords  Amend- 
ments, 1528 
Sapply 
Inland 
Oonnty  Court  Officers,  Magistrates,  &o. 

Beport,  837 
Land  Commission,  Beport,  1840,  1842, 

1844 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  Beport,  453, 
454,  455 
Post  Office  Serrices,  &o.  1645 
Tramways    Orders   in    Council    (Ireland) 
(South  Clare  Bail  ways)  Bill,  Committee, 
1467 
Toberoalosis  in  Cattle,  Commission  on,  494 

Shbkhy,  Mr.  D.,  Galway,  S. 
Ireland — Magistrates — Mr.  Mayne,  206 


Shbil,  Mr.  E.,  Meath,  S. 
Ireland  —  Emergency      Man 
M'Kieran,  733 


and     Miss 


Sheriffs  (Assizes  Expenses)  Bin 

.  Committee  July  22,  473 
Beported  July  24,  683 
Bead  3*  and  passed  July  28,  1025 
c.  Bead  1°  •  JuJi/ 29, 1272 

Ships  (Tyne  and  Cardiff)  (Synopsis  of 
Return) 
Betum  ordered  July  24,  741 

Shrewsbury  and  Holyhead  Road  (An- 
glesea  and  Carnarvon)  Bill 

c.  Committee  j   Bead  3°  •  and  passed  July  17, 

103 
I  Beadl'*  JWv  18,  201 

<*  2*  *  and  committed  to  Committee  of 
(M^ole  Hoose  Juhi  29,  1153 
Bead  9^  >  Beported  July  31,  1334 
Jtom  i-d  passed  Aug  1,  1527 
""■»«»tr„j  4,1709 

^'^^Mx.'S.U.Teiyhndge 
""™^JW«y  and  w«i;;i^j^22l 

^  ^nj  ^^'^'^^"'^  Colonb's 
owlered  July  3i,  1333 

TiHl.   ^^wnadier  Guards,  495    '       ' 


n\ 


I/ibIb 


,     '68 

1247, 


•»tion  (Onstoms  and  w J^- ®f'  88i 

Pwliit^Bn^"P**^'»*< 
Ti^Tm   ^°«»<»"ofthe  House,  724, 

voro^r^'"'2a-228 


Sinclair,  Mr.  W.  P. — cont. 
Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1818 
Bailway  Bates,  1899 

Supply — ^Ireland— Pablio  Education,  Beport, 
838 

SnraiPOEE 

Merchant  Shipping — Sunday  Labour,  Ques- 
tion, ObserrationB,  Earl  of  Meath,  The 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  Earl  of  Har- 
rowby  July  25,  842 

Sittings  of  the  House 
Betum  ordered  July  28,  1075 

Slave  Trade 

Anti-Slavery  Conference  (see  Afbicji 

Legal  Status  in  Britieh  Protectorate,  Question, 

Mr.    Buohanan ;    Answer,   The  Attorney 

General  Aug  1,  1545 
Papers,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Buxton :  Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 

July  24,  716 
(See  also  Pacific  Ularids  and  Pobtuoal) 

Smtth,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Lanark,  Partick 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland) 
Act     (1862)     Amendment     Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 1996 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Bo-Committed,  1979, 
1983, 1985 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 
Africa — Indian    Abkari    (Excise)    System, 

1730 
Anti-Slavery  Conference,  364 
County  Council  Funds,  1770 
India 

Assam  Tea  Gardens,  1731 

Calcutta — Open  Air  Pleaching,  1041 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  331 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  Committee,  1196 
Madagascar,  1728,  1905 
Navy — Cruisers,  -Speed  of,  1344 
Slave  Trade— SoBth  Seas,  1042 
Supply— Post  Office  Services,  4o.  1427 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of    the   Treasury),    Strand,    West- 
minster 
Aldershot  Boads  Bill,   Be-Oommitted,  382, 
384,  386 
;lo-German  Agreement,  81,  83,  1741 
Jlo-Oerman  Agreement  Bill,  Committee 
•aC085, 1086, 1101 
Aijlo-Tunlsian  Treaty  of  Commeroe,  82 

aenia — Msurtial  Law,  601 
•A.>3iy  Estimates 
-^Medicsl  Establishments,  602 
A  VTar  Office— Salaries,  4c.  563 
iftafdinal  Manning— Precedence,  1365, 1912 
IfcisuB  (England  and  Wales)  BiU,  Com. 
^  knittee,  680 
^^Til   Setvioe— female   Typewriters,   284, 

€>.-  «18 


SMI 


SOU 
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Smith,  Bight  Hon.  W.  B.—cont. 
Companies  (Winding-up)  Bill,  1769 
India— Budget,  SOO,  1042, 1054,  1891 
Indian  Coancils  Bill,  361,  1891 
Inland  Bevenne — Beceiver  General,  725 
Ireland — Law    and    Jugtice— -Ur.    Justice 
Harrison's  Charge,  375, 1067 

Ital7 

Sir  G.  Errington's  Mission,  1384,  1398 

Vatican,  1910 
Local    Government    Board — Treasurer    of 

Middlesex,  1056 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1212, 1413 ;  Considera- 
tion, 1575,  1590,  1591,  1599 

Appropriation  of  Licensing  Fund,  1182 
London  County  Counoil  (Money)  Bill,  2B. 

605 

Malta 
Council  of  Government,  1898 
Sir    Lintom    Simmons's    Mission — Mar- 
riage Laws,  &e.  362, 608,  726,  913, 1056, 
1365 
Navj  Administration,  912 

Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  97,  360,  372,  511, 

724,  726,  739,   916,  1070,    1181,  1188, 

1189,  1273,  1386,  1387, 1388, 1389,  1390, 

1391,  1772jEes.  1936, 1943 
Copies  of  Private  Bills,  1768 
"  Hansard's  Parliamentary  Debates,"  82 
Precedence — Her  Majesty's  Adviser,  1767 
Sitting^  and  Adjournment 

Saturday  Sittings,  Bes.  1556 

Winter  Session,  225 

Parliamentary  Elections,  1365 

Pensions — Perpetual,  361,  1053 

Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1661,  1662,  1699, 

1701, 1704, 1788, 1795 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  Be-Committed,  1974 
Post  Office — Appointments,  912 
Prison  Clerks,  1924 
Boyal  Commissions,  360 
Bassia — Mr.  Swinburne  and  the  Czar,  1921 
Savings  Banks  Bill,  1926;  2B.  440,  442 
Wales 

Carnarvon  Castle  Constableship,  223, 1056, 
1181 

Tithes — Biots    and  Disturbances — Mont- 
gomeryshire, 1054 

SouciTOB  Genebxl  (see  Clabke,  Sir  E.) 


SouciTOE   General    foe   Scotland 
Darling,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Stormonth) 

SouiRVELL,  Mr.  J.,  Ayr,  dkc. 

Local  Taxation  (Onstoms  and  Excise)  Out 
BUI,  Committee,  1288 

South  Pacific 

Tonga,    Question,   Mr.   Atkinson ;    Ans 
The  Under  Seoretarr  for  Foreign  AfftJI 
July  29, 1160 


Speaebb,  The  (Bight  Hon.  Abthub 
Wellbset  Peel),  Warwick  and 
Leamington 

MTSCELLANS0U8 
July  21,  370,  429,  444,  460,  466;  July  22, 
551,  652,  603,  604,  606,  607,  608 ;  July  24, 
835,  840;  July  25,  976,  1004;  July  28, 
1040 ;  July  29,  1264  ;  July  31, 1386, 1392  ; 
Aug  1,  1556, 1558,  1560,  1590,  1593 ;  Aug 
2,  1654,  1659,  1660,  1663, 1666, 1681, 1685, 
1688;  Aug  4, 1744,  1782,  1784, 1786, 1793, 
1826,  1830;  Aug  5, 1921, 1926 

RULES    AND    ORDER   OF    DEBATE 

Objection  does  not  lie  against  a  Motion 
to  amend  Bules  (Merchant  Shipping  — 
Life-Saving  Appliances)  —  which  is  in 
pursuance  of  the  Standing  Order,  the 
Bules  remaining  before  the  House  for 
a  certain  time  for  approval  July  17,  184 

A  Member  having  spoken  and  moved  the 
Adjournment  of  the  Debate  has  ex- 
hausted his  right  to  speak  July  22,  542 

It  is  competent  for  a  Member  to  move  a 
Besolution  superseding  the  Motion  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  July  24, 
744 

A  Member  may  embody  in  a  Besolution  such 
points  stated  in  a  Schedule  to  an  Act  as 
he  may  desire  to  refer  to  July  24,  744 

When  a  Member  has  only  spoken  on  a  Ques- 
tion of  Adjournment,  he  is  entitled  to 
take  part  in  the  Debate  on  the  Main 
Question  July  29,  1270 

When  the  assent  of  the  House  to  the  pro- 
visions of  a  BUI  is  necessary  under  a 
Statute  the  Bill  is  exempt  from  tho  Bules 
of  a  Money  Bill,  and  more  than  one  stage 
can  be  taken  at  a  Sitting  Aug  1, 1649 

Spencee,  Earl 

Sheriffs  (Assizes  Expenses)  Bill,  Committee, 
473 

Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  E.  (Secretar^^gui 
State  for  War),  Lincolnshire  ^^^H^^ 
castle  . ..  Jr^r 

Army  i^JKm^     iv  « 

Barracks— Clarence,  PoriJgMJ^w™"''*''' ' 
Cape  Town  FortifioflJ^|^^'°"8>  "^ 

Artiller"  '  -iJM^w^KO  a*  Bossbeigh,  13 
AMpRers,  1553 

PCoyal  Irish  Bifles — Hoad-Dressei 
Medical  Officers— Mortality,  338 
Officers — Honorary  Coloneloios,  15 
Ordnance 

Bronnan  Torpedo,  1343 
Manufacturing — Woolwich      Ar 

Case  of  Mr.  B.  Dunn,  1762 
New  Magazine  Bifle,  490, 1168|] 
Begiments  ■ 

East  Lancashire,  1749  ^ 

Guards,  Grenadier  and  otherfjj 
laneous  Questions,  79,  347,^ 
910,  911,  912, 1178,  1359,  JiA 
Volunteers 
Machine  Guns,  335 
Officers  at  Court,  1763 


FuP'"' 


STA  STE  {SESSION     1890} 

347- 


STO 


SUP 


STANHOn,  Sight  Hod.  E. — eont. 
Army  Kstimates 

Medical  BBtablishments,  601,  G02 
War  Offioa— Salaries,  &c.,  538,  559,  660, 
661,  562,  563,  570,  573,  674,  575,  676, 
677,  678,  680,  596,  597,  600;   fioport, 
666,667 
Reurve  Forces  Bill,  2B.  1559;  311.  1653 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Wedneshury 
Brazil — British  Railway  CompanieB,  608 

Staniet  of  Alderlet,  Lord 
India — Army  DisoipUne,  189 
Intestates  Estates  Bill,  Oe-Gommittod,  30 
Marriages  in  British  Embassies,  Ac.,   Bill, 
2B.  472 

Statute  Law  BeviBion  Bill 

I.  YTo  be   printed   as   Amended   by  the  Com- 
mons July  17,  21 
Oommons  Amendments  considered  and  re- 
ported July  28,  1037,  1039 

e.  Lords  Reason  for  disafjreeing  with  Commons 
AmendmoDts,  and  Conseqnontial  Amend- 
ments considered  and  agreed  to  Aug  I, 
1528 

I.  Uetnroed  from   the  Commons  with  Amend- 
ments not   insisted  on  and  other  Amend- 
ment made  Auy  1,  1469 
Boyal  Assent  Aug  4,  1709 


Statute  Law  Revision  (No.  2)  Bill 

I.  Preseutodj  Read  l''*Juhj  28,  1039 

liead  2°  *  and  Committed  to  Committee  of 

the  whole  Huaso  July  29,  1160 
Committee  ;  Standing  Order  dispensed  with ; 
Read  3"  *  and  passed  July  31,  1327 
c.  Bead  V*  JulyZl,  1468 
2R.  Aug  2,  1707 

Read  2"  *  and  Committed  to  a  Select  Oom- 
•  ••ttoe  Aug  4,  1773 

'tted  nominated  Aug  6, 1996 


Smwnfoi,. 


F.  S.,  Snffolk,  Eye 


f^'"»«»-il*n  Fly,  348 
jSuS?^  ^^«rteaJ,BiU,  2B.   917; 

pS!2S1^^'  w  Van,  34lS«23 


Stokby,  Mr.  S.,  tSunderkmd 

Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  2R.  932, 
965 

Inland  Berenae — Hoase  Dnty,  74 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
BiU,  Committee,  1244, 1245,  1258,  1308, 
1315,1316, 1322,  1893,  1394,  1396, 1396, 
1397, 1399, 1400,  1402 
Appropriation  of  Licensing  Fnnd,  721 

Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  1387,  1389, 1708 
Saturday  Sittings,  Res.  1557 

Police  Bill,  Consideration,  1663,  1671,  1673, 
1681,  1682,  1689,  1691,  1699,  17O0,  1704, 
1783,  1784,  1786,  1792,  1798,  1800,  1804, 
1812,  1814,  1826,  1827,  1829,  1830 

Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Con- 
sideration, 1779,  1781 

Savings  Banks  Bill,  192<1;  2B.  440, 441,  442, 
642,  643,  546,  547,  561,  662 

Straits  Settlements  Defences 

Question,  Mr.  J.  Maclean ;  Answer,  Tho 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  July  17, 
72 

Stbatheden  and  Cahpbell,  Lord 

Offices  of  Prime  Minister  and  Foreign 
Secretary,  Res.  1026,  1037 

SUDELET,  Lord 
Nary — Admiral  Colomb's  Invention,  1159  ; 
Bos.  1338 


Sugar  Convention  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  T.  Egerton;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug 
6,1900 

SuiiMBRS,  Mr.  W.,  Huddersjield 
Africa — Zanzibar — Free  Trade,  Ac.,  1362, 

1757, 1766 
Agreements  with  Foreign  Powers,  1367 
Anglo-German   Agreement,    81,    82,   1180, 

1352, 1366, 1633, 1739, 1741 
Anglo-Tunisian  Treaty  of  Commerce,  82 
Census  Committee,  341 
Education — Technical  Instruction,  1362 
India — Burma,  Number  of  Troops  in,  66 
Malta — Marriages — Sir    Lintorn  Simmons's 

Mission,   Ac.  362,   509,   726,   913,   1056, 

1365,  1543,  1897 
Post  Office — Appointments,  912 
Postage  Bates  Bill,  1164 


Bi,,  ■'axation  (Customs  and  Excised  n„*- 
PottjL*  Committee,  1409  ^»o«e;  Duties  j 


«Ul,  Considorat: 


'ion,  1809 


-Post  Office  Services,  Ac,  14S4 

Ce^  fj-  ?*■/•.  Kirkcudbright 
j^^^f^"^^    ""^    ^"''•)  Bill,  com- 

<'sL':^t£Tm:!?2?j^)i>--' 


aperannuation     (War    Department) 
BUI 

Boyal  Assent  July  26,  841 

UPPLY 

'^  Civil    SmvicE  Estimatis 

Ibclamd 
Class  I. — Public   Wobks  and  Bcildinos 
Public  Works,   Committoo    July   18,    276 ; 
Report  July  24, 838 

[ront. 


SUP 


SDT 
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SWT 


TE!N 


Supply — con*. 

Class  III. — Law  and  Jpsticb 

Sapreme  Court  of  Judicatare,  to. 
CommiBaioner  of  Police 
Beformatory  cuid  Indattrial  Schools 
Onndrom  Criminal  Lnnatio  Asylum,  Report 

July  17,  178 
County    Court    Officers,    Magistrates,  fto.. 

Committee  July  17,  103  ;  Beport  July  18, 

306  ;  July  24,  836 
Prisons,  Committee  July  18,  229 ;   Beport 

July  25,  983 
Boyal  Irish  Conatabulsiry,  Beport  July  21, 

Land  Commission,  Beport  Aug  4, 1831 

Class    IV. —  Education,    Scwncs,   and   Ast 
Public  Education 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 
National  Gallery 

Queen's  Colleges,  Comiaittee  July  18,  275 ; 
Beport  July  24,  838 

Class  VI. — Non-Bpfictitb   and    Chabitablb 
Sebticbs 
Pauper  Lunatics 

Hospitals  and  Charities,  Committee  July  18, 
276  ;  Beport  July  24,  838 

Betbnue  Depastmsnts. 

Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Post  Offioe 
Servioes,  the  Expenses  of  Post  Offioe 
Savings  Banks,  and  Oovemmont  Annuities 
and  Insurance,  and  the  Collection  of  the 
Post  Offioe  Bevenne,  Committee  July  23, 
609;  July  31,  1413  ;  Beport  Aug  1,  1644 

Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  Committee 
July  31,  466 ;  Aug  1,  1602 ;  Beport  Aug 
2, 1705 

Post  Office  Packet  Service,  Committee  July 
31,  1456  ;  Beport  Aug  1,  1648 

Customs,  Committee  Aug  1,  1642 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Procedure 
BiU 

now 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Bill 

I.  Beported  from  Standing  Committee  for  Bills 
Belating  to  Law,  Sco.,  and  Be-Committed 
to  Committee  of  the  whole  House  July  22, 
470 

Committoe  July  24,  682 

Beported  July  28,  1015 

Bead  3*  »  and  passed  July  29,  1160 

c.  Lords  Amendments  considered  and  agrp' ^ 
to  Aug  1,  1652  ' 

Betnrned  from  the  Commons  Aug  4, 172! 


SwiNBTONE,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire,  Lichfield 
Anglo- German  Agreement  BiU,  2B.  980 
Armenia — Erzeroum,  362 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  840 
Supply— Post  Offioe,  661,  662 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 
Lunacy  Act,  1629 

Tannbb,  Dr.  0.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 
Anglo-German  Agreement  BiU,  Committee, 

1083, 1099 
Army  Estimates 

Medical  Establishments,  602 
War  Office— Salaries,  4o.  559, 560, 572, 673, 
575,  680 

.  Census  (Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  426 
Constitution  Hill,  1544 
Ireland 
Sducation^Model  Schools,  1553 
Land   Commission  —  Mr.    Commissioner 

Wrench,  208,  731 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Appeal  Case — Mr.  P.  Staunton,  84,  364, 

1754 
Emergency  Man — Case  of  Connors,  367 
Louisburgh   Petty    Session,    Clerk    to, 

1372,  1750 
Mr.  James  Walsh,  1551 
Police 

Ex-Constablo  Bronnan,  1553,  1760 
Ei-Constablo  Palmer,  207,  1380 
"  Shadowing,"  1743 
Prisons — Derry,  1382 
Poor  Law — Cork  Union,  82 
Seed  Trade,  367 
London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill,  Com- 
mittoe, 1463 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life-Saving  Appliances) 

Rules,  Bos.  184,  188 
Kavy — Hanlbowllne  Dooks,  1744 
Parliament — Business   of  the  House,  307, 

Parliamentary  Bogistration  Expens'-^^P^ 
land)  Bin,  Committee,  1651         '^d^Pr 

Beserve  Forces  Bill,  2B.  1558  M^i^A  Trm 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  2l^^Ky-""  ^'"° 

Supply  ^^^^P^' 

Ireland  j^^^Bz!..  •  *_.*. 

^°""*y?°i;^^^^  837™'  ^^ 

Pr-      jt/f^ous,  Reports,  1004 
^^^^Koyal  Irish  Constabulary,  Repoi 

Post  Office  Services,  &c.  IG-tC 
Tramways   Orders      in    Council     (I: 
(South  Clare  Railways)  Bill,  Com: 
1467,  1-168 


8t.f 
C.2R,, 


Sutheeland,  Mr.  A.,  Sutlisrland 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Dut! 
Bill,  Committee,  1118,  1121  1 

Police     (Scotland)      Bill,     Bc-Committ]  «. 


Salar 


2R 


i^ies 


,ed. 


19 


1973 

Scotland— Post  Office— Mail  Service  in  !|  Sale  ""  •o*''® 
North,  336 

Supply— Post    Offioe— Telegraph   Servio< 
1602 


.Isa 

rvioiK 


•e. 
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Temple,  Sir  R., 

Anglo- Gorman 
930,  932 


Worcester,  Evesh 
Agreement    Bill 


f 


Tenants'  Compensation  Bill 

c. Committee;  Reported  Jii?;;  28, 


Considered;  Bead 
1272 


3"  *  and  pi 


IK^-'ivi, 


WAL 
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WAT 


WES 


WALB8 

Carnarvon  Castle — Comtdbleihip,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  Lloyd-George;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  July  18,  223  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  D.  Thomas  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Sir  J.  Puleston 
Jvly  28,  1054;  Question,  Mr.  D.  Thomas  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Juhj  29,  1181 

Clwyd  Atver,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Boberts  Jvily 
17,  73 ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  Boberts ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  July 
24,712 

Colwyn  Bay  Petty  Sessions,  Question,  Mr. 
G.  O.  Morgan  j  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Office  July  21,  339 

Qwyhoyr  Sett  Quarry,  Question,  Mr.  Lloyd- 
Gtoorge  ;  Answer,  A  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
July  25, 910 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Lloyd-George ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
July  28,  1050  ;  July  31,  1357 

Llanerch  Colliery  Explosion,  Questions,  Mr. 
Fickard,  Mr.  Fenwick ;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secrettuy  July  29,  1172 

Local  Marine  Board  at  Cardiff,  Question, 
Mr.  Gonrleyj  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  July  24,  713 

Local  Taxation  Proposals  (see  Local  Taxation, 
^c.  Bill) 

Tithes — Riots  and  Disturhances,  Montgomery- 
thire.  Question,  Mr.  S.  Leigh  ton  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  July  28, 
1054 

Wallace,  Mr.  R.,  Edinburgh,  E. 

Census  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2E.  419 

Local  Taxation  (Cnstoms  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Committee,  1222,  1223,  1233,  1282, 
1284 

Partnership  Bill,  2R.  227,  228 

Scotland  —  Post  Office  —  Edinburgh  Tele- 
graphists' Sick  Pay,  714 

Wae  Department  (see  Army) 

Wae    Department — Secretary    of  State 
(see  Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  E.) 

Wae  Depabtment — Under  Secretary  of 
State  («ee  Brownlow,  Earl) 

War  Department — Financial    Secretary 
(see  Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.) 

Waemington,  Mr.  C.  M.,  Monmouth, 
Parliament — Business   of   the   House, 
1939 

Water  Companies 
(See  Local  Oovemment  Board  ) 

Waierford,  Marquess  of 
Dublin    Corporation     Bill,    Be-Comi 

1710 
Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  (1875)  AmanQ 
BUI,  2M.  811,  814 


Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glasgov,  Camlachie 
British  Guiana,  338 
Factories  Act — John  Rutherford,  334 
Post  Office — West  Indian  Hails,  718 

Webb,  Mr.  A.,  Waterford,  W. 

Africa— Znlnland — Chief  Tamela,  1164 
Census  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  421 
Parliament — ^Winter  Session,  226 
Thames  Waterway — Adyertisement  Boats, 
1543 

Webster,  Sir  R.  E.  (Attorney  General), 
Isle  of  Wight 

Agricultural  Tenants,  80 

Anglo-German  Agreement  Bill,  2B.  827, 
829,  832,  833,  966;  Committee,  1071, 
1072 

Colonial  Courts  of  Admiralty  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 101,  103 ;  8R.  226 

Foreign  Jurisdiction  (Consolidation)  Bill,  SB. 
1190 

Law  and  Justice 
County  Court,  Bipon — Judge  of,  1180 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  369 
"  Mitchel  V.  Begina,"  360 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1188 

Malta — Marriages,  &c.  1643 

Partnership  Bill,  2B.  183,  227,  228 

Public  Trustee  Bill,  2B.  182 

Slavery — British  Pix)tectorate,  1546 

Supply — Ireland — Boyal  Irish  Constabulary, 
Report,  451, 452,  458 

Webster,  Mr.  R.  G.,  St.  Pancraa,  E. 
Gibraltar — Murder  of  a  British  Sentry,  1741 
London  County  Council  (Money)    Bill,  2B. 

1269 ;  Committee,  1466 
Parliament — Copies  of  Private  Bills,  1768 
Poor  Law — Death  from  Exhaustion,  217 

Welsh     Intermediate    Education 
(1889)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  2R.;  BiU  withdrawn /uiy  23,  667^ 


Wemtss,  Earl  of 
London  Streets  (Rer-.j 
1503, 1508,  1 


ral  of  Gates)  Bill,  3B. 
1846 


WE8X.I 


DIES 
Bermuda — Sanitary    Condition  of  Militari, 

Stations,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbnry ;  Answer 

The  Financial  Secretary  for  War  July  28 

1047 
British  Ouiana,   Question,   Mr.   Watt;  An 

swer.  The  Under  Secretary  for  tho  Coloniei 

July  21,  334  ;  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare 

Answer,   The    Under   Secretarjl  for  thi 

Colonies  Aug  1,  1541 
Dutiea,  Question,  Admiral   FieldJ 

The  Under  Secretary  for  the  C^ 

25,900 
Leeward  Islands 

Dominica,  Questions,  Mr.  Sea| 
Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Un 
for  the  Colonies  July  22,  i 


